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ABSTRACT
Annular substructures in protoplanetary discs, ubiquitous in sub-mm observations, can be caused by gravitational coupling
between a disc and its embedded planets. Planetary density waves inject angular momentum into the disc leading to gap opening
only after travelling some distance and steepening into shocks (in the absence of linear damping); no angular momentum is
deposited in the planetary coorbital region, where the wave has not shocked yet. Despite that, simulations show mass evacuation
from the coorbital region even in inviscid discs, leading to smooth, double-trough gap profiles. Here we consider the early,
time-dependent stages of planetary gap opening in inviscid discs. We find that an often-overlooked contribution to the angular
momentum balance caused by the time-variability of the specific angular momentum of the disc fluid (caused, in turn, by
the time-variability of the radial pressure support) plays a key role in gap opening. Focusing on the regime of shallow gaps
with depths of ≲ 20%, we demonstrate analytically that early gap opening is a self-similar process, with the amplitude of the
planet-driven perturbation growing linearly in time and the radial gap profile that can be computed semi-analytically. We show
that mass indeed gets evacuated from the coorbital region even in inviscid discs. This evolution pattern holds even in viscous
discs over a limited period of time. These results are found to be in excellent agreement with 2D numerical simulations. Our
simple gap evolution solutions can be used in studies of dust dynamics near planets and for interpreting protoplanetary disc
observations.

Key words: planet–disc interactions – hydrodynamics – protoplanetary discs – planets and satellites: formation – methods:
analytical

1 INTRODUCTION

Over the last decade, resolved observations of protoplanetary discs
have shown that annular substructures such as rings and gaps are
ubiquitous in these discs (Andrews 2020). While their origin is still
debated, a promising possibility is the gravitational effect of mas-
sive perturbers — planets orbiting within the disc (Lin & Papaloizou
1986; Dong et al. 2017; Bae et al. 2017; Zhang et al. 2018). Grav-
ity of such embedded planet excites density waves (Goldreich &
Tremaine 1979; Goldreich & Tremaine 1980), which travel in a spi-
ral pattern (Ogilvie & Lubow 2002; Rafikov 2002a) across the disc
until they dissipate. After the waves dissipates, its angular momen-
tum gets transferred to the disc fluid, leading to the formation of gaps
in surface density (Rafikov 2002b).

While some wave dissipation can occur due to viscosity (Takeuchi
et al. 1996), this is of secondary importance to dissipation due to the
non-linear evolution and shocking of the wave (Goodman & Rafikov
2001; Rafikov 2002a) or linear wave damping due to radiative cool-
ing (Miranda & Rafikov 2020a,b). In inviscid discs with no cooling,
the only possible cause of dissipation is the non-linear evolution of
the planet-driven density wave. This is the situation that we will fo-
cus on in this work. Planets with masses Mp below the thermal mass
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(Goodman & Rafikov 2001),

Mth =

(
Hp

Rp

)3

M⋆, (1)

where Hp is the local scale height of the disc at the radius Rp of the
planetary orbit and M⋆ is the mass of the star, excite waves that do
not begin to shock (and therefore transfer their angular momentum
to the disc) until they travel a shocking length (Goodman & Rafikov
2001),

lsh ≈ 0.8Hp

(
γ + 1
12/5

Mp

Mth

)−2/5

, (2)

radially away from the planet (Goodman & Rafikov 2001), where γ
is the adiabatic index.

Very importantly, in this picture there is no deposition of angu-
lar momentum in the co-orbital region of the disc near the planet,
at |R − Rp| < lsh. This is illustrated in Figure 1a where we show the
deposition torque density ∂Fdep/∂R — the amount of angular mo-
mentum deposited by the planet-driven wave per unit radial distance.
One can see that indeed ∂Fdep/∂R = 0 for |R − Rp| < lsh. One might
then naively expect that the disc surface density would not evolve
in that region (Rafikov 2002b). This expectation is illustrated by the
blue curve in Figure 1b, which shows the surface density deviation
δΣ/Σ and is computed after 100 orbits based on the standard assump-
tion (Lynden-Bell & Pringle 1974) that the mass flux in the disc is
determined solely by the angular momentum deposition (shown in
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2 Cordwell & Rafikov

panel (a)) into the disc fluid, see Section 4 for details. Indeed, this
curve shows no deviation of Σ from its initial value in the co-orbital
region, while also exhibiting two deep gaps just beyond lsh (where
|∂Fdep/∂R| peaks on each side of the planet, as predicted in Rafikov
(2002b).

Despite this logic, hydrodynamic simulations of inviscid discs,
with no radiative or viscous wave damping, do show a significant
surface density evolution in the coorbital region (Duffell & Mac-
Fadyen 2012; Zhu et al. 2013; Zhu et al. 2014; Dong et al. 2017).
This is illustrated in Figure 1b by the black curve based on our in-
viscid simulations (see Section 5), which differs from the blue curve
in several important ways. First and foremost, Σ deviates from its
initial value in the co-orbital region, δΣ/Σ < 0 for |R − Rp| < lsh,
contrary to the earlier expectation. Second, outside the coorbital re-
gion (|R−Rp| > lsh) the amplitude of δΣ/Σ variations is significantly
lower than that exhibited by the blue curve, although the ’double
gap’ structure still remains in place. Third, the black curve experi-
ences a small dip around 0.65Rp, which is absent in the blue curve.

We therefore have a qualitative discrepancy that must be investi-
gated (Muto et al. 2010): why is mass evacuated from the co-orbital
region even though there is no angular momentum injection in that
part of the (inviscid) disc, and why has the earlier theory not cap-
tured this phenomenon? This issue is less of a problem in viscous
discs, as viscosity smooths out radial inhomogeneities of the surface
density and can wipe out the belt of gas at Rp squeezed between the
two growing gaps on each side of the planet. In the long run, a bal-
ance between the dissipation torque density and the viscous stress
will be established leading to a steady state gap around the planetary
orbit (Duffell 2020; Kanagawa et al. 2015; Fung et al. 2014). How-
ever, as viscosity is now believed to be small in many discs (Rafikov
2017; Flaherty et al. 2017, 2018), the inviscid approximation may
be more relevant, and in many systems the gaps we observe may not
be in a steady state.

In this work we address the aforementioned issues by focusing on
the simplest case of a low-mass, non-migrating planet in an invisicd
disc to re-evaluate the connection between angular momentum de-
position and surface density evolution. Additional effects such as
planetary accretion and migration, as well as the long-term disc evo-
lution can also impact the development of a gap by a planet (Rafikov
2002b; Nazari et al. 2019), however, to untangle their contribution
it is essential we have a solid understanding of gap formation in the
simplest setup. We will demonstrate that the mass evacuation from
the co-orbital region is explained by accounting for a certain term
in the angular momentum balance equation, proportional to the time
derivative of the specific angular momentum of the disc fluid, that
is often neglected in studies of astrophysical discs. We show that in
the linear regime, for small gap depths, one can derive an analytical
solution for the evolution of gap profile in time and space (equations
(23), (C4)), given the knowledge of an angular momentum deposi-
tion function ∂Fdep/∂R. Throughout this work we will compare our
models to hydrodynamical simulations.

Our work is organized as follows. In Section 2 we describe our
physical setup, and in Section 3 we re-derive the evolution of the
disc surface density due to angular momentum injection inncluding
the aforementioned time-dependent term. In Section 4 we apply this
theory in the linear regime to derive an analytical solution for the
growth of a gap in the local (Section 4.1) and global (Appendix C)
settings. In Sections 5, we compare our analytical solution to invis-
cid numerical simulations, while in Section 6 we extend our analysis
to viscous discs and compare our findings with viscous simulations.
Finally, in Section 7 we describe the applications (including obser-
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Figure 1. (a) Representative model of the angular momentum deposition
torque density ∂Fdep/∂R (normalised by Σ, in arbitrary units), equation (13),
evaluated for a Mp/Mth = 0.25 planet in a globally isothermal disc with local
scale height hp = 0.03 and background surface density slope of p = 1.5.
Note that ∂Fdep/∂R = 0 in the coorbital region. (b) Relative surface density
deviation δΣ/Σ0 obtained at t = 100Pp using different methods: blue —
via equation (21) not accounting for the l̇ term, orange — via equation (19)
incorporating the l̇ term, black — taken from a full numerical simulation
(agreeing well with the orange curve near the planet). Gray vertical dashed
lines are at one shocking length away from the planet, |R−Rp | = lsh, marking
the coorbital region.

vational), limitations and possible extensions of this work and sum-
marize our findings in Section 8.

2 PHYSICAL SETUP

We consider an initially axisymmetric, two-dimensional (2D) pro-
toplanetary disc with a radially varying background (unperturbed)
surface density Σ0(R) in the form of a power law:

Σ0(R) = Σp

(
R
Rp

)−p

. (3)

In our derivations we generally allow for a locally isothermal equa-
tion of state (EoS) P = c2

s(R)Σ where cs(R) is a radially-varying
sound speed, but most of our results are obtained for the globally
isothermal EoS for which cs is a constant. The globally isother-
mal EoS is chosen since the locally isothermal EoS is known to not
conserve angular momentum flux of the density waves (Miranda &
Rafikov 2020b), which would complicate the analysis of the prob-
lem. The scale height of the disc is defined as H = cs/ΩK where
ΩK(R) is the Keplerian angular velocity due to the central star and
h ≡ H/R is the disc aspect ratio.

A planet with mass below the thermal mass, Mp < Mth, is placed
in a fixed circular orbit at R = Rp inside the disc, with Keplerian

angular velocity Ωp =

√
GM⋆/R3

p. Also, Pp = 2π/Ωp is the orib-
tal period of the planet and hp is the disc aspect ratio at Rp. In our
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Early stages of gap opening 3

analytical calculations (Section 3) the deposition of angular momen-
tum into the disc fluid through weakly non-linear shocks driven by
a planet is modeled using the semi-analytical approach based on
Cimerman & Rafikov (2021).

We consider both inviscid (Sections 5 and 4) and viscous discs
(Section 6). For viscous discs the kinematic viscosity is given by
(Shakura & Sunyaev 1973)

ν = αcsH = α
c2

s

ΩK
, (4)

where α is a constant. In viscous discs we set the background surface
density of the disc such that prior to the introduction of the planet
the surface density is in a viscous steady state with mass accretion
rate Ṁ ∝ νΣ = const, i.e. Σ0 ∝ R−1.5 for globally isothermal discs.

Our results are presented in units of G = M⋆ = Rp = 1 and
normalised against the background surface density Σ0.

3 BASIC EQUATIONS

To describe the planet-driven evolution of a disc we start from the
standard one-dimensional (1D) equations of continuity and angular
momentum conservation (Pringle 1981; Rafikov 2002b; Muto et al.
2010):

R
∂Σ

∂t
+

∂

∂R
(RΣvR) = 0, (5)

R
∂

∂t
(ΣR2Ω) +

∂

∂R
(RΣvRΩR2) = −

1
2π

(
∂G
∂R
−
∂Fdep

∂R

)
, (6)

where Ω is the gas angular velocity, and vR is its radial veloc-
ity, both of which are properly averaged, see below. Also, G ≡

−2πR3νΣ (dΩ/dR) is the viscous angular momentum flux. For com-
pleteness, in Appendix A we provide a derivation of these 1D equa-
tions from the full 2D continuity and Navier-Stokes equations, show-
ing that they reduce to the form (5), (6) exactly provided that Σ and
the velocity components have been azimuthally averaged and mass-
weighted, i.e.

⟨Σ⟩ ≡
1

2π

∮
Σdϕ, ⟨vi⟩ ≡

1
2π⟨Σ⟩

∮
viΣdϕ. (7)

In particular, angular velocity is defined as Ω = ⟨vϕ⟩/R. In equations
(5), (6) we drop ⟨..⟩ for brevity.

The effect of planet driven waves is included through the ∂Fdep/∂R
term, which represents the deposition of the wave angular momen-
tum into the disc. Introducing the wave angular momentum flux
(AMF)

Fwave(R) ≡ R2
∮
Σ(R, ϕ)vR(R, ϕ)δvϕ(R, ϕ)dϕ, (8)

and the gravitational torque density on the disc due to the planetary
potential Φp(R),

∂T
∂R
≡ R

∮
Σ(R, ϕ)

∂Φp

∂ϕ
dϕ, (9)

conservation of angular momentum allows us to express

∂Fdep

∂R
=
∂T
∂R
−
∂Fwave

∂R
. (10)

Combining equations (5) and (6) one obtains the radial velocity

vR = −
1

RΣ

(
∂l
∂R

)−1 [
1

2π

(
∂G
∂R
−
∂Fdep

∂R

)
+ ΣR

∂l
∂t

]
, (11)

where l = R2Ω is the specific angular momentum of the disc fluid.

Substituting this into equation (5) we find the 1D equation for the
evolution of surface density:

∂Σ

∂t
=

1
R
∂

∂R


(
∂l
∂R

)−1 [
1

2π

(
∂G
∂R
−
∂Fdep

∂R

)
+ ΣR

∂l
∂t

] . (12)

This equation (or its analogues) is most often presented without the
∂l/∂t term, e.g see Lynden-Bell & Pringle (1974), Pringle (1981),
Balbus & Papaloizou (1999), Rafikov (2002b), and often without
the deposition torque term. Dropping ∂l/∂t is certainly justified in a
steady state, however, as we demonstrate in the next section, it can-
not be ignored in the gap opening problem since the evolution of Σ
inevitably causes time dependence of the specific angular momen-
tum l, making ∂l/∂t nonzero in general. Thus, to study the evolution
of Σ in a self-consistent way we will analyze the full equation (12).

4 INITIAL EVOLUTION OF GAPS IN INVISCID DISCS

To study gap development using equation (12), we start by making
several assumptions:

• We assume the disc to be inviscid, allowing us to set G = 0 in
equation (12). The case of a viscous disc is considered in Section 6.
• Thermodynamic response of the disc is characterized by the

locally isothermal EoS, P = c2
sΣ, although later on we specialize to

the globally isothermal EoS.
• The action of the wave on the disc can be described through the

specific angular momentum deposition function, fdep(R), such that

∂Fdep

∂R
= Σ fdep(R), (13)

where the specific form of fdep(R) depends on the physical mecha-
nism of wave dissipation.

Furthermore, to make analytical progress we make several ap-
proximations:

• We consider a linear regime, in which the relative surface den-
sity perturbation δΣ/Σ0 is assumed to be small,

Σ(R, t) = Σ0(R) [1 + σ(R, t)] , with |σ(R, t)| ≪ 1, (14)

and localized, so that σ→ 0 far from the planet.
• The angular velocity in the disc is given by the radial force

balance in the form

Ω2 = Ω2
K +

1
RΣ

∂P
∂R

, (15)

i.e. we neglect the terms ∂vR/∂t and vR∂vR/∂R in the radial compo-
nent of the Navier-Stokes equation.
• We will also assume the deviations from the Keplerian rotation

to be small, so that the second term in the right-hand side of equation
(15) is small compared to Ω2

K. Nevertheless, the difference between
Ω and ΩK will be important when evaluating the ∂l/∂t term in equa-
tion (12).
• At the same time, in the rest of equation (12) we will set Ω =

ΩK.

The validity of these assumptions will be verified in Section E.
With these assumptions and approximations we proceed as fol-

lows. Equation (15) gives

l2 = R4Ω2 = R4Ω2
K +

R3

Σ

∂P
∂R

. (16)

For small deviations from Keplerian rotation we can simplify

l = R2ΩK

(
1 +

1
Ω2

KRΣ
∂P
∂R

)1/2

≈ R2ΩK

(
1 +

1
2

c2
s

Ω2
KR

∂ ln P
∂R

)
. (17)
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Then, using the locally isothermal EoS and the linear anzatz (14),
we can write

∂l
∂t
≈

1
2

Rc2
s

ΩK

∂ ln P
∂t
=

1
2

Rc2
s

ΩK

∂

∂t

[
∂

∂R
ln

(
Σ0c2

s

)
+

∂

∂R
ln(1 + σ)

]
≈

1
2

Rc2
s

ΩK

∂2σ

∂R∂t
. (18)

This equation demonstrates a direct relation between the time evolu-
tion of Σ, or its relative perturbation σ = δΣ/Σ0, and l̇ = ∂l/∂t. The
calculation of l̇ is the only place where we account for the deviation
of Ω from ΩK.

Substituting equations (13), (14) and (18) into equation (12), we
obtain the following equation for σ̇ = ∂σ/∂t,

Σ0σ̇ −
1
R
∂

∂R

(
Σ0Rc2

s

Ω2
K

∂σ̇

∂R

)
= −

1
R
∂

∂R

(
Σ0

πRΩK
fdep(R)

)
, (19)

to lowest (linear) order1 in σ ≪ 1.
This equation is linear in σ̇ and contains only the spatial deriva-

tives when considered as an equation for σ̇. Therefore, if fdep, Σ0 and
cs are independent of time, then σ̇ ends up being the function of R
only. Thus, once we determine σ̇(R), it immediately follows that the
surface density deviation δΣ simply grows linearly in time,

δΣ(R, t)
Σ0(R)

= σ(R, t) = σ̇(R) t, (20)

assuming that σ = 0 at t = 0. In Section 7.3.2 we generalize this
result to the case of disc or planetary parameters varying in time,
e.g. due to disc evolution or planetary migration and accretion.

Equation (19) is a linear, diffusion-type equation for σ̇ with the
source term containing fdep. If fdep(R) = 0 everywhere, i.e. there is
no angular momentum injection across the disc, then σ(R, t) = 0, as
expected. But if fdep(R) is non-zero even in a finite radial interval in
the disc, the diffusion-type nature of equation (19) will make σ(R, t)
non-zero globally, see Section 4.1 and Appendix C.

This is qualitatively different from the standard approach
(Lynden-Bell & Pringle 1974; Pringle 1981), in which one ignores
the l̇ term in equation (12). In that case one would end up with the
modified version of equation (19), without the second term in the
left-hand side. As this would then be an algebraic equation for σ̇,
one would immediately obtain, using equation (20),

δΣ(R, t) = −
t
R
∂

∂R

(
Σ0

πRΩK
fdep(R)

)
. (21)

This solution implies that δΣ = 0 in parts of the disc where fdep(R) =
0, even if fdep is non-zero in other parts of the disc. This is precisely
the situation illustrated in Figure 1, where the blue curve in panel
(b) corresponding to the solution (21) is zero in the co-orbital re-
gion where fdep(R) (shown in panel (a)) is also zero. Just beyond lsh

from the planet where | fdep(R)| peaks, the blue curve shows two deep
narrow gaps as predicted by Rafikov (2002a). This behavior is very
different from the true δΣ computed by fully accounting for the l̇
term, either via equation (19; orange curve) or via the full nonlinear
simulation (black curve): there is a smooth double valley structure
with troughs around |R−Rp| ≈ lsh and mass is evacuated from the co-
oribtal region, as also seen in other inviscid simulations (Cimerman
& Rafikov 2021).

In Appendix C we provide a global solution of the full equation
(19) for the power-law radial profiles of the background Σ0 and cs. In

1 Note that we replaced Σ with Σ0 in the last term of equation (19), since
otherwise we would be introducing a term quadratic in σ.

the rest of this paper, when comparing the analytical predictions for
gap opening based on equation (19) with simulations, we will use
that global solution, equation (C4). However, to gain further analyt-
ical understanding of the surface density evolution near the planet,
we now invoke the local approximation.

4.1 Local Approximation

In the local (or WKB) approximation we assume that the radial scale
of the gap is much smaller than Rp. Then in equation (19) we can ne-
glect the R derivatives of all variables except σ̇ and fdep, with their
values being evaluated at Rp. This approximation should work well
for very cold and geometrically thin discs with H/R ≪ 1, since
the radial scale of Σ variation near the gap is ∼ H, as we show be-
low. Under this approximation the surface density evolution equa-
tion (19) reduces to

σ̇ − H2
p
∂2σ̇

∂R2 = −
1

πR2
pΩp

∂ fdep(R)
∂R

. (22)

This second order ODE for σ̇ can be easily solved with the boundary
conditions that σ→ 0 as R→ 0 and R→ ∞, yielding the following
solution for σ(R, t):

σ(R, t) =
t

2π
1

H2
pR2

pΩp

[
eR/Hp

∫ R

0
fdep(x)e−x/Hp dx

+ e−R/Hp

∫ R

0
fdep(x)ex/Hp dx

− 2 sinh
(
R/Hp

) ∫ ∞

0
fdep(x)e−x/Hp dx

]
. (23)

In Appendix C we compare this local solution with the fully global
solution, equation (C4), for the same angular momentum deposition
function fdep(R) and a range of disc and planetary parameters, focus-
ing on the deviations forced by the local approximation.

The solution (23) is valid for any form of fdep(R), as long as it is
sufficiently localized around Rp. As a result, this solution can be ap-
plied to understand gap opening not only due to the nonlinear wave
dissipation but also as a result of the linear wave damping, e.g. due to
radiative losses (Miranda & Rafikov 2019b, 2020a,b). We will now
explore the solution (23) further by making additional assumptions
and approximations.

4.2 Globally isothermal EoS

We now focus of the particular case of the globally isothermal EoS,
with cs being independent of R. This EoS (like any adiabatic EoS)
possesses the nice property of conserving the wave AMF Fwave in the
absence of explicit dissipation (Miranda & Rafikov 2019b, 2020a),
which considerably simplifies our analysis and interpretation of sim-
ulations; see Section 7 for the discussion of issues emerging when
using the locally isothermal EoS.

Furthermore, adoption of the globally isothermal EoS allows us to
make use of the results for the fdep(R) behavior obtained in Cimer-
man & Rafikov (2021) for the globally isothermal EoS. That study,
based on the theory of Rafikov (2002a), provided a semi-analytical
prescription for fdep(R), which was calibrated against simulations.
For convenience, we re-iterate the detail of this particular angular
momentum deposition model (correcting some errors, as necessary)
in Appendix B, with a representative example of fdep(R) behavior
shown in Figure 1a. This figure illustrates two key properties of
fdep(R) in the globally isothermal case.

First, fdep(R) = 0 in the coorbital region, where the planet-driven
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Eqn. (31)

Figure 2. Dependence of the parameter B defined by equation (28) on
Mp/Mth obtained via the procedure described in Section 4.3 for several val-
ues of hp. Note the universality of B(Mp/Mth) as hp is varied. The gray
dashed line represents the fit (30).

density wave has not shocked yet. Once the wave shocks at R = Rp±

lsh, fdep(R) becomes non-zero. This behavior is typical for nonlinear
damping in the barotropic case and would not occur in the case of a
locally isothermal EoS, or if linear wave damping were present, see
Section 7.

Second, one can see an asymmetry in fdep(R) behavior inside and
outside Rp: for the adopted values of disc parameters the outer peak
of fdep has somewhat larger amplitude than its inner trough. This
asymmetry follows from the fdep(R) prescription in Cimerman &
Rafikov (2021) and gets fully accounted for by the solution (23).
However, to obtain further useful analytical insights, it makes sense
to consider a simplified local model for fdep(R), which is symmetric
relative to Rp, see next.

4.3 Solution for a symmetric fdep(R)

For illustrative purposes and to obtain a simpler form of the solution
(23) we now neglect the aforementioned asymmetry of | fdep(R)| and
assume that fdep(R) is an odd function in R−Rp, bearing in mind the
non-linear nature of the wave damping over a characteristic radial
scale of lsh:

fdep(R) =
1
Σ

∂Fdep

∂R
= sgn

(
R − Rp

) FJ,0

Σplsh
φ

(
|R − Rp|

lsh

)
. (24)

Here

FJ,0 =

(
Mp

M⋆

)2

h−3
p ΣpR4

pΩ
2
p (25)

is the classic expression for the one-sided planet-driven Lindblad
torque (Goldreich & Tremaine 1980), while φ(x) is the dimension-
less function characterising spatial pattern of angular momentum de-
position, which obeys φ(x) = 0 for x < 1 (i.e. no wave dissipation
prior to its shocking) and φ(x) → 0 as x → ∞. We will not specify
a particular form for the symmetric φ(x) as our key results will end
up being insensitive to its detailed form.

Using the anzatz (24) and definition (25), and considering the lo-
cal limit, i.e. Hp/Rp → 0, lsh/Rp → 0, the solution (23) simplifies
to

σ(R, t) = −
Ωpt
π

hp

(
Mp

Mth

)2 [
B−1 cosh

(
R − Rp

Hp

)
− χ

(
|R − Rp|

lsh

)]
, (26)

where the function η(z) is defined for z > 0 as

χ(z) =

 0, z < 1,∫ z

1
φ(x) cosh

[
(z − x) lsh

Hp

]
dx, z > 1,

(27)

and the constant B is defined via

B−1 =

∫ ∞

1
φ(x) exp

(
−

lsh

Hp
x
)

dx. (28)

One can easily verify that σ → 0 far from the planet, for |R −
Rp|/lsh, |R − Rp|/Hp → ∞, as long as φ(z)→ 0 for z→ ∞.

In the coorbital region, within lsh from Rp, the solution (26) takes
a particularly simple form:

σ(R, t) = −
Ωpt
π

B−1hp

(
Mp

Mth

)2

cosh
(

R − Rp

Hp

)
, |R − Rp| < lsh. (29)

The ’coshine’ profile of this solution holds regardless of the actual
structure of the angular momentum deposition function φ(x); only
the constant factor B depends on the details of global φ(x) behavior,
see equation (28). Thus, the solution (29) is a very general result for
the initial shape of a gap in the coorbital region of a small planet
carving it. And, very importantly, it clearly shows that σ (or δΣ) is
non-zero in the coorbital region, even though there is no deposition
of the wave angular momentum there. This is very different from the
behavior predicted by equation (21).

The constant B entering the solution (26) depends not only on the
angular momentum deposition pattern, i.e. φ(z), but also on the ratio
lsh/Hp. According to equation (2), lsh/Hp is a function of Mp/Mth and
γ, therefore for a given φ(x) and γ, one should have B = B(Mp/Mth).
One way to determine this dependence is to choose an expression for
φ(x) and evaluate the integral in (28) as a function of Mp/Mth. How-
ever, we have chosen a different route based on the global solution
of the full equation (19) provided by equation (C4) in Appendix C
with the asymmetric fdep from Appendix B. We use this solution to
extract the value of σ̇(Rp) and then match it to the local, symmetric

solution (29) by setting B = −
[
πσ̇(Rp)

]−1
Ωphp(Mp/Mth)2.

The result of this procedure is shown in Figure 2 for a range of
values of hp. One can see that the results are largely independent
of hp, implying that the anzatz (24) reproduces quite well the actual
dependence of fdep on hp. As a result, B is indeed a rather universal
function of Mp/Mth only. An offset power law in the form

B(Mp/Mth) = 27.9 + 1.41
(
Mp/Mth

)−1.78
(30)

was found to provide a good fit2 to the shape of B(Mp/Mth). This
fit was evaluated for the Σ slope p = 1.5, however tests with other
values of p show no significant deviations. The simple analytical
solution (equation 29) with B given by equation (30) will be used in
various checks of our approximation, see Section E.

4.4 Gap opening timescale

The solution (29) can be re-written as

σ(R, t) = −
t

tgap
cosh

(
R − Rp

Hp

)
, |R − Rp| < lsh, (31)

where we have introduced a characteristic timescale

tgap =
Pp

2hp

(
Mp

Mth

)−2

B
(

Mp

Mth

)
, (32)

2 Using SciPy’s curve_fit routine (Virtanen et al. 2020).
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Figure 3. Map of the relative surface density perturbation σ = δΣ/Σ at t =
200Pp from an inviscid simulation with Mp/Mth = 0.25, hp = 0.05, and
p = 1.5.. It illustrates the planet-driven spiral density waves in the inner
and outer discs, the double gap structure around the planetary orbit, and the
additional inner gap at R ≈ 0.5Rp appearing due to the formation and non-
linear evolution of the secondary arm in the inner disc. An animated version
of this figure including the non-linear period of surface density evolution
and onset of the Rossby wave instability is available in the supplemental
materials.

with Pp being the orbital period of the planet. The formal meaning of
tgap is rather straightforward: it is the time needed for surface density
at Rp to become zero, i.e. σ(Rp) → −1, if the solution (31) were to
hold at all times.

Obviously, other parts of the the gap profile would reach Σ = 0
even earlier than at Rp, for instance, at R = Rp ± lsh this would hap-
pen at t = tgap/ cosh(lsh/Hp) < tgap. And, of course, the solution (31)
would fail before σ could reach −1 simply because it was obtained
in the linear limit, something that we will demonstrate in Section E.
Nevertheless, tgap can still be considered as an order of magnitude
estimate (or an upper limit) of the timescale of gap opening in in-
viscid discs. For example, for a 30M⊕ planet at Rp = 50 AU in a
hp = 0.07 disc around a 1M⊙ star (Mp/Mth ≈ 0.26) equations (30)
& (32) give tgap ≈ 1.6 Myr.

The expression (32) for tgap is rather similar to the gap-opening
time estimate in Rafikov (2002b, equation (26)), although instead
of B that paper has a factor of ∼ (lsh/Hp)2 (as their estimate did not
use a particular model of the wave dissipation). However, the overall
qualitative behavior of the two timescales as a function of Mp and hp

is very similar.

5 INVISICD SIMULATIONS

We now test our analytical results for initial gap evolution obtained
in the previous section, using fully non-linear inviscid hydrodynam-
ical 2D simulations with Athena++ (Stone et al. 2020) obtained as
a part of Cimerman & Rafikov (2021). Full details of the numerical
setup can be found in Appendix D.

We show a typical 2D snapshot from a globally isothermal sim-
ulation with hp = 0.05 at t = 200Pp in Figure 3 to remind the
reader of the main 2D features of the disc-planet interaction. One
can see a prominent one-armed spiral density wave launched by a

4

2

0

2

4

AM
 C

on
tri

bu
tio

n

1e 5
(a) 150 Orbits

0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0 1.1 1.2 1.3
R/Rp

4

2

0

2

4

AM
 C

on
tri

bu
tio

n

1e 5
(b) 700 Orbits

1
2 R R [( l

R ) 1 F
R ]

1
R R [( l

R ) 1R l
t ]

/ t
Reconstructed / t

Figure 4. Different contributions to the angular momentum balance in equa-
tion (12) as measured in a simulation with Mp = 0.25Mth, hp = 0.05, p = 1.5
at t = 150Pp (top) and t = 700Pp (bottom). We show ∂Σ/∂t (red) and the
azimuthally averaged angular momentum deposition term (blue) and l̇ term
(orange); green curve (’reconstructed ∂Σ/∂t’) is the sum of the latter two and
would match the red curve in the absence of numerical artefacts. Dashed gray
lines are at |R − Rp | = lsh away from the planet on each side. In both panels,
the ∂l/∂t contribution is very important and is at least as large as the angular
momentum deposition contribution; both are considerably larger than ∂Σ/∂t.
Note that for this simulation tgap ≈ 7500Pp and tnl ≈ 520Pp (see Equation
(38)), so that panel (b) is in the (mildly) nonlinear regime.

Mp = 0.25 planet in the inner and outer parts of the disc, which
is time-independent in the frame co-rotating with the planet (after
about 10Pp from the introduction of the planetary potential). Non-
linear evolution of the wave leads to its shocking after travelling a
radial distance lsh from the planet, injection of the wave angular mo-
mentum into the disc and formation of a double-valley gap around
Rp, which is deepest around |R−Rp| ≈ lsh and is shallower in the co-
orbital region. Formation of this gap has been studied analytically
in Section 4, and in Section 5.2 we provide a comparison with sim-
ulations. Over time, this gap deepens while maintaining the same
overall radial profile until the onset of the Rossby Wave Instability
(RWI), beyond which point the evolution can no-longer be treated
as approximately axisymmetric.

In the inner disc, at R ≈ 0.5Rp, an additional inner gap forms,
as a result of (linear) emergence and (nonlinear) dissipation of the
secondary spiral arm in the inner disc (Dong et al. 2017; Bae et al.
2017; Miranda & Rafikov 2019a). The inner gap is also the reason
for the depression in the black curve (showing the results of hp =

0.03 simulation) around 0.65Rp in Figure 1b.

5.1 The relative importance of the l̇ term

Our analysis in Section 4 uncovered the importance of the l̇ term in
equation (12) for proper understanding of surface density evolution
in inviscid discs. We now illustrate this fact directly by plotting in
Figure 4 the different contributions to the angular momentum budget
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Figure 5. Evolution of the azimuthally-averaged surface density measured in simulations with a Mp = 0.25Mth planet in globally-isothermal discs with p = 1.5
and (from top to bottom) hp = 0.05, 0.07, 0.1. Vertical gray lines show positions ±lsh away from Rp. Left: Azimuthally averaged Σ/Σ0 at different moments of
time, universally exhibiting a double-valley profile (Rafikov 2002b). Line colours are mapped to time (shown in right panels) normalised to tgap, see equation
(32), to highlight that gap behaviour opening is a function of this parameter. Panel (c) also includes our labelling of the different parts of the central gap
structure as used in Figure 7. Right: Time derivative of δΣ/Σ, i.e. σ̇ at the same moments of time as in the left panels (indicated in the legend). Solid lines
are the simulation results, while the black dashed curves are the global solutions (C4) for σ̇ based on our linear theory. This figure illustrates the self-similar
nature of the initial gap development, with σ(R, t) linearly growing in time, while maintaining a fixed profile in R. Note the discrepancy between the theory and
simulations at R ≈ 0.4Rp (bottom) to 0.7Rp (top), where the inner gap appears because of the secondary arm formation. See text for details.

— individual terms (with viscosity set to zero) in equation (12) —
evaluated using the data from a simulation at two different times. We
can make several observations.

First and foremost, the amplitude of the l̇ term (orange curve) is
large and is close to the magnitude of the angular momentum depo-
sition term (blue curve). They both dominate the angular momentum
budget even at late time, see panel (b). Second, the amplitude of the
∂Σ/∂t term (red curve) is considerably lower than that of the other
two terms. This means that l̇ and Fdep terms nearly cancel each other
to result in a small net ∂Σ/∂t. This near cancellation also naturally
explains the low amplitude in Figure 1b of δΣ/Σ computed with the l̇
term or taken from simulations compared to δΣ/Σ computed without
the l̇ term (blue). Third, in the planetary co-orbital region (between
the vertical dashed lines) ∂Fdep/∂R is almost uniformly zero, as ex-
pected (Goodman & Rafikov 2001; Rafikov 2002a). However, Σ still
evolves in this region, see e.g. black curve in Figure 1b. Figure 4

clearly shows that this evolution is driven solely by the l̇ term, as the
orange and red curves overlap in the coorbital region. This means,
in particular, that when l evolves as a result of time-varying radial
pressure gradient, a one-to-one relationship between ∂Fdep/∂R and
radial mass flux in the disc does not exist. Fourth, the green curve
in Figure 4 shows the sum of the l̇ and Fdep terms, which in theory
should equal ∂Σ/∂t (red curve). This is indeed the case except at radii
where the l̇ term peaks, which we attribute to numerical artefacts.

In retrospect, the importance of ṫ term could have been gleaned
upon even without this comparison against simulations. Indeed, let
us first neglect this term in equation (12). Then we can estimate in
the local limit, to an order of magnitude,

∂Σ

∂t
= −

1
2πR

∂

∂R

( ∂l
∂R

)−1 ∂Fdep

∂R

 ∼ 1
R2

pΩK

∂2Fdep

∂R2 ∼
FJ,0

R2
pΩKl2

sh

, (33)

where we assumed ∂2Fdep/∂R2 ∼ FJ,0/l2
sh. But now let us evaluate
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Figure 6. Same as Figure 5, now illustrating how well the global linear solution (C4) works for planets of mass Mp = 0.1Mth and Mp = 0.5Mth in a
hp = 0.05, p = 1.5 disc (upper two rows), and for a Mp = 0.25Mth planet in a hp = 0.05, p = 0 disc (bottom row). The colours for each line are mapped to
t/tgap, as in Figure 5. See text for details.

the magnitude of the neglected l̇ term using equation (18) and the
result (33):

ΣR
∂l
∂t
∼

R2
pc2

s

ΩK

∂2Σ

∂R∂t
∼

H2
p

l2
sh

FJ,0

lsh
. (34)

For a Mp ∼ Mth planet lsh ∼ Hp and one obtains ΣR(∂l/∂t) ∼
FJ,0/lsh ∼ ∂Fdep/∂R. Thus, for gap opening in inviscid discs the l̇
term is of equal importance to the angular momentum deposition
term, just as we observed in Figure 4.

5.2 Comparison to analytic solutions

Having shown the importance of the l̇ term, we can now compare our
analytic solutions for gap opening with simulations. Left columns
of Figures 5 and 6 show Σ profiles in the vicinity of the planet at
different moments of time, taken from our simulations with different
planet and disc parameters (indicated in panels) to emphasize the
broad applicability of our solutions. In these figures we exclude Σ
measurements after the activation of the RWI; the typical maximum
deviation of Σ from its initial value is ≈ 20%.

In all our simulation and at all times, the radial profiles of Σ evolve
maintaining the same overall general shape of a double-valley gap.
There is a clear but slow evacuation of mass right near the planet,
at Rp, leaving a ribbon of gas in the coorbital region surrounded by

the two deep troughs/gaps, at R = ROG1 and RIG1 (using the labelling
convention of Dong et al. 2018), on each side of the planet just over
lsh away, see Figure 5c. Just outside the troughs the density peaks
at ROR1 and RIR1 (outer and inner peaks/rings, respectively) as the
mass gets expelled from the main gap region. This radial pattern
in robustly reproduced in all our calculations. In the inner disc one
can also see other, weaker overdensities and gaps; for hp = 0.05
these gaps occur at R ≈ 0.6Rp and 0.3Rp as a result of secondary and
tertiary arms forming and shocking in such low hp discs (Bae et al.
2017; Miranda & Rafikov 2019a).

In Figure 7 we show the locations of the main outer and inner
troughs and peaks, as a function of Mp for different hp. These loca-
tions were determined using our global solution (C4). One can see
that even when normalised by lsh, the separations of these features
from Rp still show some hp-dependence, however, it vanishes when
one considers the distance between the troughs (gaps) ROG1 − RIG1

and peaks (rings) ROR1 −RIR1, see panels (e), (f). The dependence of
these distances on Mp can be fitted as

|ROG1 − RIG1| ≈

(
1.09

Mp

Mth
+ 2.44

)
lsh , (35)

|ROR1 − RIR1| ≈

(
2.50

Mp

Mth
+ 5.44

)
lsh. (36)

Analytical solutions for gap opening derived in Section 4 and Ap-
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Figure 7. Locations of the main peaks and troughs around Rp determined
using the semi-analytic solution (C4) (curves of different color for different
hp) and simulations (circles/squares). Locations are labelled according to the
convention of Dong et al. (2018) and illustrated in Figure 5c. We find that
the distances between the main troughs and the main peaks in a disc are
dependent on hp only through lsh, see panels (e) and (f) where the dashed
lines show the fits (35)-(36).

pendix C uniformly predict that σ = δΣ/Σ0 grows linearly in time,
so that ∂σ/∂t must be a function of R only, see equations (23), (26),
(C4). This is indeed what we find, as illustrated in the right columns
of Figures 5 and 6, where we display ∂σ/∂t at the same moments of
time as in the left panels. One can see that self-similarity of σ works
remarkably well, with σ̇ profiles at different times falling essentially
on top of each other over many orbits. For example, in the low mass
case (Figure 6a,d) σ̇ is almost entirely unchanged across many or-
ders of magnitude in time. For this planetary mass, tgap is very long
and t/tgap keeps σ in the linear regime for very long time (this is why
all curves there are blue, according to our color scheme).

Black dashed line in the right panels shows the global version of
the gap opening solution (C4), computed for fdep specified in Ap-
pendix B. One can see that in most cases it reproduces the actual
σ̇ from simulations remarkably well, given the approximations that
went into deriving it. Analytical solution always fails at reproduc-
ing the additional gaps in the inner disc, but this is because it was
not designed to account for them in the first place due to the nature
of the angular momentum deposition function used in Cimerman
& Rafikov (2021); in the outer disc it works very well. The solu-
tion (C4) also works well at predicting the relative depths of the
main troughs near the planet, as well as the overall evolution in the
coorbital region and at R ∼ Rp ± lsh. The agreement gets slightly
worse in hotter discs, see 5f, but it is still reasonably good. Even for
higher Mp = 0.5Mth (Figure 6b,e), when disc-planet coupling starts

approaching the nonlinear regime, the solution (C4) is still fully re-
liable.

As t increases, ∂σ/∂t start to slowly deviate (become shallower)
from their universal, early-time shape, which is most easily seen in
Figure 5. This is caused by the eventual breakdown of the assump-
tions used in deriving the linear solutions in Section 4, mainly that of
σ ≪ 1. In Appendix E we use the results of our simulations, which
fully incorporate all nonlinear effects, to carefully assess the range
of validity of our linear solutions. We draw three main conclusions
from this exercise.

First, the linear model provides a good description (with relative
accuracy of 10%) of the planet-driven gap evolution for gap depths

|δΣ|/Σ0 < 0.2, (37)

regardless of planet/simulation parameters. Second, the time it takes
for our linear solutions to deviate by ∼ 10% from the results of sim-
ulations is, quite universally,

tnl ≈ 0.07 tgap. (38)

Third, the nonlinearity of σ = δΣ/Σ is more important for driving
these deviations than the departure ofΩ fromΩK (except in equation
(17)).

To summarize, our linear gap opening model explicitly accounting
for l̇ term correctly predicts the initial shape of the gap and its time
evolution in the inviscid case for a range of planetary masses and
disc properties, as long as the conditions (37) & (38) are observed.

6 VISCOUS DISCS

Our results so far were obtained for a purely inviscid disc, and it is
natural to ask how they would change when the disc has a non-zero
viscosity ν. Given the tendency of viscosity to smooth out any den-
sity inhomogeneities, we expect that it may become important when
substantial gradients of Σ develop in the process of gap formation.

To verify this expectation we first consider the evolution equation
(12) with the viscous term included, and derive a generalization of
the linear equation (19). Using the anzatz (14) and assuming that
Ω ≈ ΩK, we can write the gradient of the viscous angular momentum
flux as

∂G
∂R
=

∂

∂R

(
−2πR3νΣ

∂Ω

∂R

)
≈
∂G0

∂R
+
∂δG
∂R

, (39)

where G0 = 3πνΣ0l and δG = G0σ.
We will also assume that prior to the introduction of the planet

the disc is in a viscous steady state, as we are interested only in
the planet-driven evolution. Then G0 = Ṁl, where Ṁ is the spatially
constant mass accretion rate, and the ∂G0/∂R term ends up providing
no contribution in equation (12). As a result, equation (19) general-
izes to

Σ0
∂σ

∂t
=

1
R
∂

∂R

[
1

πRΩK

∂

∂R
(G0σ)

]
−

1
R
∂

∂R

[
Σ0

πRΩK
fdep(R)

]
+

1
R
∂

∂R

[
Σ0Rc2

s

Ω2
K

∂2σ

∂R∂t

]
. (40)

Under the local approximation (see Section 4.1) it reduces to

∂σ

∂t
= 3ν

∂2σ

∂R2 −
1

πR2
pΩp

∂ fdep(R)
∂R

+ H2
p
∂3σ

∂R2∂t
, (41)

where ν is evaluated at Rp. This equation is not as amenable to an
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analytic solution3, however we can still analyze it to assess the role
of viscosity compared to the l̇ term, which we do next. We then com-
pare our estimates to viscous simulations in Section 6.2.

6.1 Relative importance of l̇ and viscous effects

As we will show, viscosity does not play a major role in the very
early stages of gap opening, but eventually, after some time tl−ν the
viscous term starts to dominate over the l̇ term and to govern the
subsequent gap development. This expectation is also supported by
our simulations in Section 6.2.

With this in mind, we can compare the roles of the viscous and l̇
term in the angular momentum balance at early times by using our
linear solution in the general form σ(R, t) = tσ̇(R), see equation
(20). Using for simplicity the (local) equation (41), one finds

viscous term
l̇ term

=
3ν

(
∂2σ/∂R2

)
H2

p
(
∂3σ/∂R2∂t

) = 3νt
(
∂2σ̇/∂R2

)
H2

p
(
∂2σ̇/∂R2) = 3αΩpt, (42)

where we employed the α-viscosity anzatz (4) with ν = αH2
pΩp.

Also, Miranda & Rafikov (2020b) have shown that in discs with
α ≲ 10−2 viscosity has a minimal effect on damping of the planet-
driven density waves. This means that fdep term in equation (41)
would remain essentially the same even in viscous discs. Equation
(42) then implies that viscosity starts modifying σ(R, t) away from
the linear (in time) behavior found in Section 4 when

t ≳ tl−ν with tl−ν =
1

3αΩp
=

Pp

6πα
. (43)

Prior to t reaching tl−ν the linear solutions obtained in Section 4
should work fine.

We note that in a self-luminous, purely viscously heated disc tl−ν

would be equal (up to a constant factor) to the thermal (or cooling)
timescale tc ∼ α−1Ω−1 (Gammie 2001). However, protoplanetary
discs are passively heated by their central stars, so that their ther-
mal timescale is different from (43). Also, for sub-Mth planets tl−ν

is shorter than the time α−1Ω−1(lsh/Hp)2 ∼ α−1Ω−1(Mp/Mth)−4/5 it
would take for viscosity to fill the gap of width ∼ lsh; it is also much
shorter than the local viscous time of the disc tν ∼ α−1Ω−1h−2

p .

6.2 Comparison to viscous simulations

We now verify the estimates obtained in Section 6.1 using a suite
of viscous, globally-isothermal simulations, in which we add kine-
matic viscosity in the form (4) to the equations of motion. These
runs used a surface density slope of p = 1.5 to ensure the back-
ground is initially in a viscous steady state, with Ṁ = const and
initial radial velocity vR = 3ν/(2r). Viscous simulations are run for
hp = 0.05,Mp = 0.25, 0.5 and α ∈ {10−2, 10−2.5, 10−3, 10−3.5, 10−4}.
The boundary conditions for Σ and Ω are the same as in the inviscid
case, but a radial velocity of vR = 3ν/(2R) is now enforced at the
boundaries. Further simulation details are available in Appendix D.

In Figure 8, similarly to Figure 4, we display the different terms of
the surface density evolution equation (12) at two different moments
of time based on a simulation with α = 10−3.5. One can see that
early on, at t = 10Pp, the viscous term (green) is subdominant com-
pared to the l̇ term (orange), which itself is comparable to the fdep

term (blue); this is similar to what one finds in the inviscid Figure 4.

3 It is possible, though not very informative for our present purposes, to
solve it using a Laplace transform.
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Figure 8. Different contributions to the angular momentum balance in equa-
tion (12), similar to Figure 4, but now with the viscous term added (green
curve). Data are from our Mp = 0.25Mth, hp = 0.05, p = 1.5, α = 10−3.5 sim-
ulation at t = 10Pp and 200Pp. Note the change of the relative amplitudes of
the l̇ (orange) and viscous (green) terms as t increases, and the steady decay
of the l̇ term compared to the fdep term (blue). See text for details.

However, things look very differently at t = 200Pp: the l̇ term is sub-
dominant compared with the viscous one, which is now comparable
to the fdep contribution. Also, viscous term is noticeably non-zero
even in the coorbital region |R − Rp| < lsh. This switchover can be
naturally understood by noticing that tl−ν ≈ 170Pp for this run. Thus,
panels (a) and (b) in Figure 8 correspond to still essentially inviscid
(t < tl−ν) and viscously modified (t > tl−ν) regimes, correspondingly,
see equation (43). Since the amplitude of the l̇ term decays with time
compared to the fdep term, we conclude that viscosity slows down Σ
evolution in the process of gap opening and ∂l/∂t becomes small.

In Figure 9 we show the time evolution of azimuthally averaged Σ
for different viscosities. One can see how the gap structure evolves
from the inviscid case (black) progressively earlier as α increases,
in agreement with equation (43). For example, at 100 orbits the
α = 10−4 case (lightest yellow) still follows the inviscid case very
closely, whereas the α = 10−2 case has developed a flatter bottom in
its shallow primary gap, which is no longer deepening at that point.
Intermediate values of α fall cleanly in between these two curves.
And by 200Pp even α = 10−3 run shows a near flat-bottomed pri-
mary gap, while the α = 10−3.5 case still maintains a double gap
structure. Both the α = 10−3.5 and α = 10−4 cases display both
secondary and tertiary inner gaps, whereas the higher α cases only
include either the primary and secondary gaps, with the exception
of the α = 10−2 case where only the primary gap forms. This agrees
with the results of Miranda & Rafikov (2020b).

To further quantify the deviation of gap development in viscous
discs from the inviscid case, we calculate in all runs the average
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Figure 9. Evolution of the gap profile as a function of time (different panels)
for different values of α-viscosity (curves of different color). Data are from
simulations with Mp/Mth = 0.25, p = 1.5, hp = 0.05. Dashed lines show
R = Rp ± lsh. While in the inviscid case the gap depth grows linearly with t in
a self-similar fashion, in the viscous case the shape of the gap changes over
time, leading to a shallower and smoother bottom. Note that not all simula-
tions were run for the same length of time (some values of α are missing in
the lower panels).

gap deviation measure4 ∆σav defined by equation (E4) and fol-
low its time evolution as a function of α. We show ∆σav(t) for the
Mp = 0.25Mth case and different α in Figure 10a. Each of the ∆σav(t)
curves initially follow the inviscid curve (black) before tapering off.
In the α = 10−2 case the ∆σav measure is flattening out as the gap
approaches a steady state in this high-viscosity disc.

We use this data to determine a time scale for the viscous effects
to become dominant by measuring the number of orbits N it takes
for ∆σav(t) to deviate from its inviscid counterpart by more than
15% (somewhat arbitrarily chosen). These data are plotted in Figures
10b,c as a function of α for both Mp = 0.25Mth and Mp = 0.5Mth.

4 We choose this particular metric to reduce the effect of the overall gap
shape variation with α.
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Figure 10. Top: Averaged normalised Σ deviation measure ∆σav defined by
equation (E4) for viscous and inviscid simulations. Diamonds indicate the
point of 15% deviation from the inviscid (black) case. Grey dashed curve
represents theoretical linear growth, see Section 4. Initially, the gap depths
follow the inviscid linear prediction, but taper off with time, which occurs
earlier for higher α. Bottom: Number of planetary orbits N that it takes for a
viscous simulation with a given α to deviate by more than 15% in ∆σav from
the inviscid curve, as a function of α. Data are shown for Mp = 0.25Mth (b)
and Mp = 0.5Mth (c). The gray line shows the timescale tl−ν see equation
(43), which matches N(α) data well.

The number N decays with α in very good agreement5 with out pre-
diction (43) for tl−ν shown as the dashed line, and this behavior is
independent of Mp, as expected.

7 DISCUSSION

Our results demonstrate that understanding of gap opening in invis-
cid discs requires a very careful treatment of the angular momentum
budget in the disc near the planet. More specifically, a key role is
played by the time dependence of the specific angular momentum l
caused by its sensitivity to the pressure (or Σ) gradient (see equation
(17)), time-varying in the course of gap opening. This effect quali-
tatively changes the picture of gap opening, by allowing gas to be
evacuated from the planetary coorbital region, where no deposition
of the planet-driven density wave angular momentum takes place.
Under the standard theory (Rafikov 2002b) this would not happen,
see equation (21).

5 This agreement is dependent on our choice of 15% deviation; the slope of
N(α) dependence is more important than its amplitude.
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Figure 11. Schematic diagram of validity of the linear solutions obtained in
Section 4 as a function of time t and dimensionless viscosity α. The upper
and lower axes illustrate a particular case of a disk with hp = 0.05 and a
planet mass of Mp/Mth = 0.25. The linear solution gets invalidated by the
nonlinear effects for t > tnl (see equations (32), (38)) and by viscosity for
t > tl−ν(α) (see equation (43)). See text for details.

Our results suggest the following physical picture of gap opening
and mass evacuation from the vicinity of the planetary orbit when
there is no angular momentum deposition within the shocking dis-
tance from the planet, i.e. fdep(R) = 0 for |R − Rp| < lsh. Let us first
look at the vicinity of R = Rp + lsh and neglect the background pres-
sure gradient due to Σ0(R). Just outside of this radius fdep is nonzero,
pushing gas away from the planet, which leads to ∂P/∂R < 0 around
Rp + lsh. According to equation (17), this would lower the specific
angular momentum l around R = Rp+lsh, including just inside of this
radius. But the total angular momentum of the fluid elements just in-
side of this R has not changed, since fdep = 0 there. This means that
these fluid elements must readjust their radial position to preserve
their angular momentum and, since ∂l/∂R > 0, they must move out-
wards. This gives rise to an outward mass flux at R = Rp+ lsh, result-
ing in mass flow out of the coorbital region. Similarly, gap opening
just inside of R = Rp − lsh leads to positive ∂P/∂R > 0 and locally
increases l(R), meaning that an inward gas flow must take place at
this radius to preserve the total angular momentum of the gas; this
again contributes to the evacuation of the coorbital ribbon of gas. As
this evacuation stars first around Rp ± lsh, it proceeds in an outside-
in fashion and slower at Rp, leading to a local peak of Σ at Rp with
Σ(Rp) steadily decreasing, see Figures 5 and 6.

The importance of the l̇ term in equation (12) has been previously
recognized by Belyaev et al. (2013), Coleman et al. (2022) in their
studies of the boundary layers of accretion discs and by Arzamasskiy
& Rafikov (2018, see their equations (20) and (21)) who studied the
effect of spiral shocks on accretion discs. Also, Muto et al. (2010)
and Kanagawa et al. (2015) mentioned this term with reference to
planet-induced gaps, however in the former study this term was ig-
nored by assuming that Ω ≈ ΩK, and in the latter work the focus
was on the steady state, when l̇ = 0 identically. Based on our results,
we caution against neglecting this term without proper justification,
especially in inviscid discs or in situations when disc properties vary
rapidly.

Analytical solutions that we derived in Section 4 and Appendix C
while accounting for the l̇ contribution can find a variety of appli-
cations, see Section 7.1 below. However, as they have been derived
under the assumption of linearity in σ = δΣ/Σ, they apply only for

a limited time, t ≲ tnl, see the equations (37) & (38). Moreover, in
discs with nonzero viscosity, our linear solutions may break down
even earlier, as the results of Section 6 demonstrate. Using equa-
tions (32), (38), and (43) one can determine a critical value of the
dimensionless viscosity αcrit for which tnl = tl−ν:

αcrit ≈ 1.5 hp

(
Mp

Mth

)2 [
B(Mp/Mth)

]−1
. (44)

For α ≳ αcrit it is the viscosity rather than the nonlinear effects (see
Appendix E) that would invalidate our linear solutions first.

We show a schematic of this in Figure 11, which displays the
range of applicability of our linear solutions from Section 4 as a
function of time t and α. The un-shaded (white) region is where
the linear solutions do apply, while everywhere else some correc-
tions are needed, either due to viscosity (for α > αcrit) or non-
linearity (for α < αcrit) becoming important. The upper/right axes
of this figure illustrate a particular case of a planet-disc system with
Mp/Mth = 0.25, hp = 0.05, for which tnl ≈ 500Pp and αcrit ≈ 10−4.

Next we discus applications (Section 7.1), limitations and exten-
sions (Section 7.3) of our work and compare it with the existing
literature (Section 7.2).

7.1 Applications of our model

7.1.1 Observational implications

Our calculations can be directly applied to understanding the na-
ture of planet-driven substructures in young, low viscosity discs, in
which gap development may still be in its initial phases. For exam-
ple, AS209 is a young (∼ 1 Myr old), low-mass (M⋆ = 0.8M⊙) star
(Andrews et al. 2018) with a protoplanetary disc that features a rich
system of gaps and rings (Huang et al. 2018). Simulations by Zhang
et al. (2018) show that multiple annular substructures can be natu-
rally explained as being due to a Mp/M⋆ = 10−4 (Mp ≈ 27M⊕) at
Rp = 99 AU, provided that the disc is thin, hp = 0.05, and almost in-
viscid, α = 10−5. Adopting these parameters for illustration, we find
Mp/Mth = 0.8 and tgap ≈ 0.5 Myr, see equation (32). Although this is
shorter than the age of the system, the planet is likely younger than
1 Myr, and may easily be younger than tgap, in which case its main
gap would still be evolving. As tnl ≈ 0.036 Myr, see equation (38),
our simple linear solutions of Section 4 would likely not be applica-
ble (although this would change in hotter discs, e.g. for h/r = 0.07
and the same Mp one finds tgap ≈ 3.5 Myr and tnl ≈ 0.26 Myr, likely
comparable to the planetary age). However, the l̇ term should still
be playing an important role in the gap evolution as the viscosity is
very low, tl−ν ≈ 5.8 Myr and α ≪ αcrit ≈ 2×10−3, see equations (43)
and (44).

Possible ongoing gap opening in AS209 may also be supported
by the arrangement of substructures around 100 AU (Huang et al.
2018): two main peaks (B74 and B120) at 74 AU and 120 AU, a
weak peak B97 at 97 AU, and two troughs (D90 and D105) at 90 AU
and 120 AU, respectively. One may interpret B97 as being coorbital
with the planet, two main peaks as residing at the pressure maxima,
at RIR1, ROR1 where gas Σ peaks, and two troughs as being at RIG1,
ROG1 where Σ is minimized, see Section 5.2 and Figures 5,6. We
would then find |RIG1,OG1 − Rp| ≈ 7 AU ≈ 1.5 lsh, |RIR1,OR1 − Rp| ≈ 23
AU ≈ 4.9 lsh, as lsh ≈ 5 AU for the adopted parameters. This is not
too different from 1.6 lsh and 3.7 lsh, respectively, predicted by our
calculations according to the Figure 7a-d, suggesting that the system
of substructures at 74-120 AU may indeed be compatible with the Σ
profile of an evolving gap, as determined in this work.

Obviously, exactly matching the locations of all observed rings
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and gaps would require us to assess the possible role of nonlinear
effects and to fully account for the details of dust dynamics, see Sec-
tion 7.1.2. Disc thermodynamics are also quite important (see Sec-
tion 7.3.1), e.g. we use a globally isothermal EoS, while Zhang et al.
(2018) employ a locally isothermal EoS. Nevertheless, this exercise
clearly shows that our semi-analytical analysis of evolving gaps can
be used to directly interpret substructures observed in young, low-
viscosity discs.

7.1.2 Application to dust dynamics

Disc substructures are most commonly found in sub-mm dust emis-
sion, and dust is known to move differently from gap. For example, it
is known that rather modest (10−20%, consistent with the constraint
(37)), localized perturbations of gas Σ— a regime that we focus on
in this work — can lead to dramatic, order of magnitude variations
of dust density Σd (Dong et al. 2017). This suggests that one could
use the analytical results of Section 4 and Appendix C for the time
evolution of Σ (or σ) in the linear regime to understand the appear-
ance of observable dust substructures in protoplanetary discs with-
out resorting to numerical simulations. This study would be relevant
also for understanding the effect of pebble isolation (Lambrechts &
Johansen 2012; Lambrechts et al. 2014; Bitsch et al. 2018) on plan-
etary growth.

Such a calculation can be accomplished by solving a 1D version
of the continuity equation (5) but for the dust surface density Σd,
which would use the radial velocity of the dust component vR = vR,d

as an input. Takeuchi & Lin (2002) give

vR,d = vR
1

τ2
s + 1

− η vK
τs

τ2
s + 1

, (45)

where vK = (GM⋆/R)1/2 is the Keplerian velocity, η =

−(RΩ2
KΣ)−1(∂P/∂R) is the ratio of the gas pressure gradient to the

stellar gravity, and τs is the dimensionless stopping time of the dust
particles. We can use the equations (11), (13), (18), (20) to find that,
e.g. in an inviscid disc the radial gas velocity is

vR(R) ≈
fdep(R)
πR2ΩK

− H2 ∂σ̇(R)
∂R

, (46)

where we approximated ∂l/∂R ≈ ΩKR/2. Similarly, for the locally
isothermal EoS the equations (14) & (20) give

η(R, t) ≈ h2
(
s − R

∂σ̇(R)
∂R

t
)
, (47)

where s = −∂ ln P0/∂ ln R is the background pressure gradient slope
with P0 = Σ0c2

s (s = p + 2q for power law scalings (3) & (C6)).
The key simplifications allowed by the linear analytical solutions

obtained in this work are (1) that the time dependence of vR,d is sim-
ple, explicit and appears only through η(R, t), and (2) that ∂σ̇/∂R
is a function of R only that needs to be calculated only once using
the solutions (23) or (C10)-(C12). A combination of the continu-
ity equation and equations (45)-(47) allows one to efficiently study
the dust structures forming in the vicinity of a low mass planet (as
a function of dust size or τs), something that will be explored in a
future work.

7.2 Comparison to previous gap opening work

A number of past studies (e.g. Fung et al. 2014; Kanagawa et al.
2015; Duffell 2020) looked into the structure of planet-driven gaps

once they have reached a steady state, in which the injection of angu-
lar momentum by the planetary shock is exactly balanced by the vis-
cous stress and Σ is no longer evolving in time. In this situation the
l̇ term, obviously plays no role. As our work focuses on the initial,
intrinsically non-steady stages of gap opening, when the viscosity
is either absent or is not yet efficient, we cannot compare our work
directly to the viscous steady state studies.

Development of planetary gaps has been previously followed in a
number of numerical works, e.g. Yu et al. (2010), Zhu et al. (2013);
Zhu et al. (2014), Dong et al. (2017), Miranda & Rafikov (2020a).
These studies invariably find the gap to have two minima, around lsh

away on each side of the planetary orbit, with a maximum of Σ —
a ’ribbon’ — in between, as predicted by Rafikov (2002b). At the
same time, the ribbon gets steadily eroded over time (different from
the blue curve in Figure 1b), contrary to the expectation of Rafikov
(2002b), which is precisely the point addressed in our current work.
Some of these simulations also reveal the self-similar, linear in t
character of the early stages of gap opening, see e.g Duffell & Mac-
Fadyen (2012, Fig. 9) or Cimerman & Rafikov (2021, Fig. 12c).

So far, to the best of our knowledge, only Muto et al. (2010) and
Cimerman & Rafikov (2023) have looked into the initial stages of
gap formation from a more (semi-)analytical perspective. Both stud-
ies connected gap formation to the generation of vortensity (specific
vorticity) some distance away from the planet, which is caused by
the planetary density waves evolving into shocks. These studies have
showed that this process naturally results in the depletion of mass
from the planetary coorbital region, something that we find here as
well. Despite this similarity, their methods are different from (al-
though related to) our approach based on the angular momentum
balance in the planetary vicinity. We provide a detailed comparison
of our work with each of these studies in Appendix F.

7.3 Limitations and extensions of our model

Our linear model developed in Section 4, is constrained to work only
for gaps of relative depth ≲ 20%, however the importance of the
l̇ term in mediating planetary gap opening in low-α discs persists
even for deeper gaps (see Figure 4b), when nonlinear effects become
important. We have focused primarily on the non-linear damping of
planet-generated waves with fdep = 0 for |R−Rp| < lsh, and this is not
a problem for viscous discs as non-zero α impacts wave damping
only weakly (Miranda & Rafikov 2020b). However, in discs with
linear radiative damping the radial profile of fdep will be significantly
modified (Miranda & Rafikov 2020a) and would be nonzero in the
planetary coorbital region. However, this is not a problem since our
general solutions (20), (23) and (C4) work for arbitrary fdep(R) (see
also Section 7.3.2).

Similarly, even though we studied only the 2D discs and the form
of fdep that we used (Appendix B) is based on 2D simulations, same
approach can be used for fully 3D discs. One simply needs to come
up with a prescription for fdep(R), based on theory or 3D simula-
tions, that would properly describe the damping of the planet-driven
density waves in 3D.

7.3.1 Role of disc thermodynamics

All semi-analytical calculations presented in this work used fdep de-
termined for globally isothermal discs, see Cimerman & Rafikov
(2021) and Appendix B. At the same time, equation (19) applies also
to the locally isothermal EoS and Appendix C1 provides a global so-
lution (C10)-(C12) for σ in this case. However, to use this solution
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one still needs to provide a prescription for fdep(R) that is intrinsic
to the locally isothermal discs. One curious feature of such discs is
that they do not conserve the angular momentum flux of the freely-
propagating waves even in the absence of non-linear wave damping.
This implies that fdep would be non-zero even in the coorbital region,
prior to wave shocking, driving non-zero mass flux there even in the
absence of l̇ term, see equation (71) in (Miranda & Rafikov 2020a).
However, one can show (e.g. using our analytical solution (31)) that
this anomalous mass flux is formally subdominant (by a factor ∼ hp)
compared to the one due to the l̇ term.

More sophisticated assumptions about disc thermodynamics, e.g.
radiative β-cooling, would change not only fdep(R), but also the form
of equation (19) because a different treatment of the pressure gradi-
ent would be required in equation (17).

7.3.2 Extensions to time-dependent planet parameters

In our study we assumed that planetary characteristics — Rp and
Mp — and disc properties stay fixed in time. In reality, planets can
migrate, changing Rp, and accrete the surrounding gas, increasing
Mp; on long timescales the disc would evolve, changing its Σ and
cs. We can easily extend our model to include the planet’s evolu-
tionary effects by specifying a time-dependent angular momentum
deposition model fdep(R)→ fdep(R, t) in equation (19). Noticing that
t would appear in this equation only as a parameter (in the source
term with fdep), it can be solved for the unknown σ̇ exactly as be-
fore (see Section 4 and Appendix C), but keeping in mind that now
σ̇(R) → σ̇(R, t). For example, in the local limit (Section 4.1) we
would find

σ̇(R, t) =
1

2π
1

H2
pR2

pΩp

[
eR/Hp

∫ R

0
fdep(x, t)e−x/Hp dx

+ e−R/Hp

∫ R

0
fdep(x, t)ex/Hp dx

− 2 sinh
(
R/Hp

) ∫ ∞

0
fdep(x, t)e−x/Hp dx

]
, (48)

instead of equation (23). The full solution is then obtained as

σ(R, t) =
∫ t

0
σ̇(R, t′) dt′, (49)

instead of equation (20). This general solution (with a properly spec-
ified angular momentum deposition model fdep(R, t)) should again be
accurate for gap depths ≲ 0.2Σ0.

8 SUMMARY

In this work we have studied the early stages of gap development by
planets in protoplanetary discs. Our key finding is that the time de-
pendence of the specific angular momentum l (or angular frequency
Ω) of the disc material in the planetary vicinity plays a crucial role
in the angular momentum balance during gap opening. This time
dependence is caused by the time-varying radial pressure support in
the disc (Arzamasskiy & Rafikov 2018), which changes as the gap
develops. This l̇ contribution is responsible for steady mass evacua-
tion from the planetary coorbital region — a part of the disc where
there is no angular momentum deposition by the the planetary den-
sity waves. We developed a linear approach to analytically study
early gap opening with the l̇ contribution fully incorporated, and ob-
tained both local (Sections 4.1-4.4) and fully global (Appendix C)
solutions for gap evolution.

These analytical solutions demonstrate that in inviscid discs gap

opening starts as a self-similar process, with the radial profile of the
gap having a universal shape and amplitude growing linearly in time,
see equation (20), which sets a characteristic gap opening time tgap

(equation (32)). The radial profile of the surface density perturba-
tion δΣ is determined by the radial pattern of angular momentum
deposition in the disc by the planetary density waves.

We verified these predictions with inviscid numerical simulations
over a range of disc and planetary parameters, finding excellent
agreement for relative gap depths δΣ/Σ ≲ 20%; for deeper gaps
nonlinear effects become important. We have also shown that even
in viscous discs our linear solutions remain valid for a certain pe-
riod of time tl−ν, see equation (43). Our analytical approach is suf-
ficiently flexible to potentially account for more sophisticated ther-
modynamic assumptions or for the evolution of planetary and disc
parameters, e.g. planet migration and accretion.

These findings can be directly applied to interpret observations of
substructures in young, low-viscosity protoplanetary discs. Our ana-
lytical results will also be used in the future to explore dust dynamics
in the vicinity of young planets in a fast and efficient way.

Finally, while we focused on the problem of gap opening by plan-
ets, we stress that the importance of the l̇ term is a general result that
may emerge in many other astrophysical disc settings.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank Nicholas Cimmerman for useful discussions and sup-
port in this project and Jeremy Goodman for motivating R.R.R.
to think about this problem. A.J.C. is funded by the Royal Soci-
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APPENDIX A: DERIVATION OF 1D FLUID EQUATIONS

To ensure that our 1D equations (5)-(6) are complete and accurate
we re-derive them from the full 2D fluid equations. In polar (R, ϕ)

coordinates,

∂Σ

∂t
+

1
R
∂

∂R
(RΣvR) +

1
R
∂

∂ϕ

(
Σvϕ

)
= 0 , (A1)

Σ
Dv
Dt
= Σ

[
∂v
∂t
+ (v · ∇)v)

]
= −∇p + ∇ · τ + Σ∇Φ , (A2)

where τ is the viscous stress tensor and Φ is the total gravitational
potential. We do this only for mass-weighed, azimuthally-averaged
velocities defined by equation (7), which we identify as variables
in the 1D equations, as this leads to the simplest formulation of the
problem. To derive conservation of angular momentum we consider
the ϕ component of equation (A2),

Σ

(
∂vϕ
∂t
+ vR

∂vϕ
∂R
+

vϕ
R
∂vϕ
∂ϕ
+

vRvϕ
R

)
= −

1
R
∂p
∂ϕ
+(∇·τ)ϕ−

Σ

R
∂Φ

∂ϕ
. (A3)

We can combine the equations (A1), (A2) into the conservation of
angular momentum equation:

R
∂

∂t
(ΣRvϕ) +

∂

∂R

(
R2ΣvRvϕ

)
+ R

∂

∂ϕ

(
Σv2

ϕ

)
= −R

∂p
∂ϕ
+ R2(∇ · τ)ϕ − RΣ

∂Φ

∂ϕ
. (A4)

As viscous discs are not the primary consideration of this paper,
we will provide only a simplified, approximate expression for the
viscous contribution, assuming axisymmetric flow. In which case the
only non-zero components of τ that enter equation (A4) are

τRϕ = µ

(
∂vϕ
∂R
−

vϕ
R

)
= −

G
2πR2 , (A5)

where µ = Σν and the viscous angular momentum flux G has been
defined after equation (6). Then the divergence of the stress tensor
becomes

(∇ · τ)ϕ = −
1

2πR2

∂G
∂R

. (A6)

We then apply the operator 1
2π

∮
..dϕ to the equations (A1), (A4),

using the mass-weighted definition (7) of the averages:

∂⟨Σ⟩

∂t
+

1
R
∂

∂R
(R⟨Σ⟩⟨vR⟩) = 0, (A7)

R
∂

∂t
(R⟨Σ⟩⟨vϕ⟩) +

∂

∂R

(
R2⟨Σ⟩⟨vRvϕ⟩

)
= −

1
2π

(
∂G
∂R
−
∂T
∂R

)
, (A8)

where ∂T/∂R is the gravitational torque density defined by equation
(9), and we have used (A6).

With δvϕ ≡ vϕ − ⟨vϕ⟩, the second term in equation (A8) can be
written as

R2⟨Σ⟩⟨vRvϕ⟩ =
R2

2π

∮
ΣvR(⟨vϕ⟩ + δvϕ)dϕ

= R2⟨vϕ⟩⟨Σ⟩⟨vR⟩ +
1

2π
Fwave, (A9)

with Fwave is the wave angular momentum flux defined by equation
(8). Substituting this back into equation (A8) we find

R
∂

∂t
(R⟨Σ⟩⟨vϕ⟩) +

∂

∂R

(
R2⟨Σ⟩⟨vR⟩⟨vϕ⟩

)
= −

1
2π

(
∂G
∂R
−
∂T
∂R
+
∂Fwave

∂R

)
. (A10)

Using the definition (10) of the deposition torque density and drop-
ping angular brackets from all variables, equations (A7), (A10) fi-
nally reduce to the 1D equations (5)-(6).

Note that, with the exception of the viscous contribution, these
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Table B1. Corrected fitting parameters for ∆χ(τ) in Equation (30) of Cimer-
man & Rafikov (2021).

A τ̃b α1 α2 ∆

Inner Disc 4.15 0.402 −7.80 0.518 0.595
Outer Disc 6.19 0.255 −6.49 0.540 0.730

equations are exact, thanks to our mass-weighted velocity defini-
tions. This last aspect is critical, as the averages not weighted by
Σ do not result in a set of simple, closed-form equations. Dempsey
et al. (2020) and Muto et al. (2010) performed derivations with the
unweighted (spatial) averages and had to make additional approxi-
mations to arrive at the 1D equations (5)-(6).

Balbus & Hawley (1998) and Balbus & Papaloizou (1999) per-
formed a derivation similar to ours with mass-weighed averages to
describe turbulent stresses in discs, but without planetary potential or
wave transport. We note that our definition of Fwave would in general
also include turbulent angular momentum flux if turbulence were
present; in this work we assume the disc to be laminar.

APPENDIX B: ANGULAR MOMENTUM DEPOSITION
MODEL

We use the density wave angular momentum deposition model from
Cimerman & Rafikov (2021) as an input to our analytical calcula-
tions of the gap structure and evolution. That study verified the the-
ory of Rafikov (2002b) and derived semi-analytical prescriptions for
the strength of shocks caused by planets as a function of the radial
distance from the planet in globally isothermal discs, which were
calibrated using direct 2D hydrodynamic simulations. Cimerman &
Rafikov (2021) considered shallow gaps, so that Σ remains close to
its unperturbed value given by equation (3), and the amplitude of
the density wave does not change as the gap grows, similar to our
work. Here we briefly restate the main steps of their model in terms
of angular momentum deposition (rather than vortensity).

Given Mp, hp, Rp, the value of the angular momentum deposition
function fdep(R) at a given R is found via the following steps.

(i) Transform from R to the space-like coordinate τ(R) using
equation (18) of Cimerman & Rafikov (2021).

(ii) Use this value of τ to compute τ̃ = |τ|−τ0 = |τ|−1.89(Mp/Mth)
and plug into equation (30) of Cimerman & Rafikov (2021), but with
constant factors given in our Table B1, to obtain the rescaled, di-
mensionless jump across the shock ∆χ(τ). Here, we have re-derived
anew the fitting parameters compared to Table 1 in Cimerman &
Rafikov (2021), as an unfortunate scaling error made in that work
caused their ∂Fdep/∂R shown in their figures to be a factor of exactly
2π larger than what would be calculated following their instructions.

(iii) Convert from ∆χ to the true density jump across the shock
ϵ = (Σ−Σ0)/Σ0 using the modified version of equation (20) of Cimer-
man & Rafikov (2021) as

ϵ(R) = ∆χ
(

Mp

Mth

)θ  |(R/Rp)3/2 − 1|
√

2hp(R/Rp)−p+1

1/2

. (B1)

While, theoretically, we would expect θ in this equation to be 1 (as
in Cimerman & Rafikov 2021) when re-fitting the function ∆χ, we
found that θ = 1.075 was required to correctly match the mass de-
pendence of the solutions shown in Cimerman & Rafikov (2021).

1

0
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=
/
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1e 5
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0.5 1.0 1.5
R/Rp

2

1

0

1

=
/
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1e 5
(c) hp = 0.03, p = 1.5
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Local Approximation
Global Solution

Simulation

Figure C1. Comparison of local (equation 22, blue) and global (equation
23, orange) solutions for σ̇, with globally isothermal simulations (black) for
Mp = 0.25Mth at t = 200Pp and 4 sets of disc parameters (labeled in each
panel). The hp = 0.03 case does not have a corresponding simulation — we
include it to show that the local and global solutions converge for lower hp.
There are systematic differences between the local and global solutions, e.g.
the local one systematically overestimates (underestimates) σ̇ in the outer
(inner) gap.

(iv) Finally, we calculate the angular momentum deposition func-
tion using equation (19) of Rafikov (2016):

fdep(R) ≡
1

Σ(R, t)
∂Fdep

∂R
= sign[Ωp −ΩK(R)] m R c2

s ψQ(ϵ), (B2)

with m = 1 as appropriate for planetary density waves and ψQ given
as a function of ϵ by equation (28) in Cimerman & Rafikov (2021)
as appropriate in the isothermal limit.

APPENDIX C: SURFACE DENSITY EVOLUTION IN THE
NON-LOCAL CASE

Correctly matching our gap opening theory with simulations re-
quires fully accounting for the background gradients in Σ, Ω, etc.
We assume a power law background surface density in the form (3)
and write out the R dependence of H in a globally isothermal disc as

H =
cs

ΩK
= hpRp

(
R
Rp

)3/2

. (C1)

We can then re-write the evolution equation (19) as

h2
p

Rp

∂

∂R

[
R4−p ∂σ̇

∂R

]
− R1−pσ̇ = S (R), (C2)

where S (R) is the source term,

S (R) ≡
1
π

∂

∂R

[
R−p−1

ΩK
fdep(R)

]
. (C3)

This equation can be solved in terms of the modified Bessel func-
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Figure C2. Comparison of σ̇ profiles in discs with the same fdep(R) and lo-
cally isothermal thermodynamics. Different curves show the solution (C10)-
(C12) for 3 values of q, see equation (C6): 0, 0.25 and 0.6. The overall effect
of varying q is rather modest, especially for low hp. See text for details.

tions Iα and Kα of order α:

σ(R, t) = 2 t R(p−3)/2 Rp

h2
p

×

[
K3−p (y(R))

∫ ∞

R
I3−p (y(x)) x(p−3)/2S (x)dx

− I3−p (y(R))
∫ R

0
K3−p (y(x)) x(p−3)/2S (x)dx

]
, (C4)

where

y(x) =
2
hp

(
x

Rp

)−1/2

. (C5)

It is this version of the solution that is used in the main body of the
paper when comparing with numerical results.

In Figure C1 we compare the local solution for σ̇ given by equa-
tion 22) with the global solution (C4)-(C5) and simulations (gray),
when available. All plots in that figure made for different hp or p use
the same fdep(R) described in Appendix B. Generally, the local solu-
tion predicts gap depths less accurately compared to the global so-
lution which matches simulations better. As expected, the disagree-
ment between the two solutions reduces as hp decreases. In addition,
lowering hp improves the agreement of the global solution with the
simulation (as expected, the two differ in the inner disc because of
secondary arm forming).

C1 Solution for a background temperature gradient

While in the main body of this work we considered exclusively glob-
ally isothermal discs due to the lack of angular momentum deposi-
tion models for discs with other thermodynamic profiles, our master
equation (19) is valid also for the locally isothermal EoS. Moreover,
we are also able to solve it for σ assuming a power law background
temperature profile. Indeed, let us assume that the sound speed be-
haves as

cs = cs,p

(
R
Rp

)−q

, (C6)

where cs,p is the sound speed at Rp and q is a (positive) constant.
Then

H =
cs,pR−q

p
√

GM⋆

R3/2−q = AR3/2−q, with A ≡ hpR−q−1/2
p . (C7)

Inserting this into the inviscid evolution equation (19) we get

A2 ∂

∂R

[
R4−p−2q ∂σ̇

∂R

]
− R1−pσ̇ = S (R), (C8)

where S (R) retains its previous definition (C3). This equation differs
only by the extra factor of R−2q in the first term compared to the
globally isothermal equation (C4) and reduces to it when q = 0. It
can then be rearranged into

A2R4−p−2q ∂
2σ̇

∂R2 + A2(4 − p − 2q)R3−p−2q ∂σ̇

∂R
− R1−pσ̇ = S (R). (C9)

For q < 1/2 this has the solution

σ̇(R) =
R(p−3)/2+q

A2(q − 1/2)

[
I|β| (y(R))

∫ R

0
K|β| (y(x)) x(p−3)/2+qS (x)dx

− K|β| (y(R))
∫ ∞

R
I|β| (y(x)) x(p−3)/2+qS (x)dx

]
,

(C10)

and for q > 1/2

σ̇(R) =
R(p−3)/2+q

A2(q − 1/2)

[
I|β| (y(R))

∫ ∞

R
K|β| (y(x)) x(p−3)/2+qS (x)dx

− K|β| (y(R))
∫ R

0
I|β| (y(x)) x(p−3)/2+qS (x)dx,

]
,

(C11)

where now

β ≡
p + 2q − 3

1 − 2q
and y(x) ≡

∣∣∣∣∣ 1
q − 1/2

1
A

xq−1/2
∣∣∣∣∣ . (C12)

For q = 1/2 the solution involves exponentials in R.
Just to illustrate of the effect of varying q, in Figure C2 we plot this

solution for different q and hp using the globally isothermal angular
momentum deposition function from Appendix B, with fdep(R) = 0
in the coorbital region |R−Rp| < lsh (even though the true fdep would
be different in locally isothermal discs). One can see that for a fixed
fdep the dependence of σ on q is rather weak, but that it is stronger
for larger hp.

APPENDIX D: NUMERICAL METHODS

Athena++ solves the hydrodynamic equations,

∂Σ

∂t
+ ∇ · (Σv) = 0, (D1)

∂(Σv)
∂t
+ ∇ · (Σv ⊗ v + PI) = −Σ∇Φ, (D2)

in conservative form using a Godunov scheme, where P is the pres-
sure, Σ surface density and v is the velocity vector. Gravitational
potential Φ is the sum of the gravitational potential of a central star,
Φ⋆ = −GM⋆/R, and the gravitational potential of the planet Φp.
To avoid singularities at the location of the planet, a fourth order
smoothed potential (Dong et al. 2011),

Φp = −GMp
d2 + (3/2)r2

s(
d2 + r2

s
)3/2 , (D3)

is used, where d = |R − Rp| is the distance from the planet and
rs = 0.6Hp is the smoothing length. We neglect the indirect potential
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of the planet. To avoid spurious shocks, the planetary potential is
ramped up over 10 Pp at the start of the simulation.

We evaluate the hydrodynamics in a non-rotating frame centered
on the star. The simulation domain covers the full 2π in azimuth
and (0.2, 4.0) in R with the planet placed at Rp = 1 in code units.
Damping zones are used for R < 0.28 and R > 3.4, and damp vR and
Σ to their initial values. The radial grid structure is logarithmic in R
and a resolution of (Nϕ,NR) = (7200, 3600) is used. Further details,
including tests of this setup are available in Cimerman & Rafikov
(2021).

APPENDIX E: QUANTIFYING THE VALIDITY OF OUR
ASSUMPTIONS AND LINEAR SOLUTIONS

One approximation made in deriving the linear equation (19) is that
the relative perturbation of the surface density σ ≪ 1, which in
particular allowed us to obtain the result (18) and to neglect some
higher order terms in equation (19). As the depth of the gap linearly
increases, at some point σ will become large enough for this ap-
proximation to break down. Let us assume that this happens when
the maximum of σ reaches some characteristic value, max(σ) ≈ βΣ,
which we will determine later using simulations. We can then es-
timate the characteristic time tnl,Σ for nonlinearity in Σ to become
important by adopting the solution (31), which should be at least ap-
proximately valid for t < tnl,Σ, and setting σ = βΣ and R ≈ Rp ± lsh

(as this is where the deepest part of the gap is). This exercise gives

tnl,Σ ≈ βΣ tgap

[
cosh

(
lsh/Hp

)]−1
(E1)

for the characteristic time when our linear solutions may start being
inaccurate.

Another assumption we made in Section 4 is that Ω can be re-
placed with ΩK (except in the l̇ term). Let us denote tnl,Ω the charac-
teristic time when this assumption gets violated upon |Ω2 −Ω2

K|/Ω
2
K

reaching some characteristic tolerance βΩ. Using equation (15), so-
lution (31), and approximating Σ−1(∂P/∂R) ≈ c2

s(∂σ/∂R) we find

Ω2 −Ω2
K

Ω2
K

=
t

tgap
hp sinh

(
R − Rp

Hp

)
(E2)

in the coorbital region. Setting again R ≈ Rp ± lsh we obtain

tnl,Ω = βΩ h−1
p tgap

[
sinh

(
lsh/Hp

)]−1
. (E3)

For small (Mp ≲ Mth) planets lsh > Hp, and, assuming βΣ ∼ βΩ, one
has tnl,Ω ∼ h−1

p tnl,Σ ≫ tnl,Σ (as sinh y ≈ cosh y for y ≳ 1). This means
that our linear solutions always become inaccurate because of δΣ/Σ
becoming nonlinear at t ≈ tnl,Σ, and not because of Ω deviating from
ΩK by too much.

We now test these expectations with simulations. As equation
(E1) predicts tnl,Σ to be some fraction of tgap, we will use simula-
tions to measure the ’nonlinearity timescale’ tnl at which our linear
solutions for σ deviate by a certain margin from what is found in
simulations. We can use different metrics in this exercise, for exam-
ple, the gap depth at the location of the planet (∆σp), or at the deepest
part of the closest inner (∆σin) and outer (∆σout) gaps. To account for
the more global characteristics of σ(R, t) profile, we also introduce
an ’integrated’ measure ∆σav defined as

∆σav =
1

4lsh

∫ Rp+2lsh

Rp−2lsh

σdR, (E4)
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Figure E1. Different measures of gap depth as a function of time (in units
of tgap): σ at the planetary location (∆σp), at the nearest inner (∆σin)
and outer (∆σout) gaps, as well as the average gap deviation (∆σav) de-
fined by equation (E4). We compare simulation (solid), linear theory, equa-
tion (23) (dashed), and the linear (in t) evolution of ∆σ with ∂∆σ/∂t
measured in the simulation between 10 and 15 orbits. The gray vertical
lines shows the time when the Rossby Wave instability sets in (Cimer-
man & Rafikov 2023). Top: All ∆σ measures from a simulation with
Mp/Mth = 0.25, hp = 0.10, p = 1.5. Bottom: ∆σin and ∆σav com-
pared to simulation-calibrated linear evolution from the simulations with
(Mp/Mth, hp, p) = {(0.25, 0.05, 1.5), (0.50, 0.05, 1.5), (0.50, 0.10, 1.5)}. All
simulations measures share the common trajectory of evolving initially lin-
early, before non-linear effects force them to slow down in evolution. See
text for details.

where the integration range is chosen such that σ < 0, predomi-
nantly, see Figures 1b,5,6; ∆σav is less sensitive to slight changes in
the gap structure than the other metrics.

We plot these different measures in Figure E1a, by showing sim-
ulations as solid curves and analytical predictions with the dashed
curves of corresponding color. One can see that initially the two
types of curves follow each other while decaying linearly with t,
as expected from our linear solution, with the exception of ∆σin, for
which the analytical and numerical curves have somewhat different
slope from the start. This difference is caused by a systematic over-
estimate of the depth of the inner gap by our global solution (C4),
see e.g. Figure 5f. To avoid this issue while focusing on understand-
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Table E1. List of parameters and various derived characteristics for the p = 1.5 inviscid simulations. Time to RWI onset, tRWI, is taken from Cimerman &
Rafikov (2023). We also display the analytical gap opening timescale tgap (equation (32)), the time tnl for the inner gap depth ∆σin to deviate from linear growth
by 10%, and deviation metrics for Σ and Ω.

Mp/Mth hp tgap Time to reach 10% deviation tnl/tgap Maximum inner gap Maximum Value of Time to RWI tRWI/tgap
from linearity, tnl depth at tnl, ∆σav |Ω −ΩK |/ΩK at tnl onset, tRWI

(Pp) (Pp) (Pp)

0.1 0.05 113313 >7000 - - - >7000 -
0.1 0.07 80938 >5000 - - - >5000 -
0.1 0.1 56656 >3000 - - - >3000 -

0.25 0.05 7550 522 0.073 0.210 0.108 760 0.104
0.25 0.07 5390 376 0.072 0.210 0.152 540 0.103
0.25 0.1 3780 256 0.072 0.210 0.220 380 0.104

0.5 0.05 1540 98 0.075 0.192 0.078 146 0.112
0.5 0.07 1010 69 0.075 0.185 0.109 112 0.120
0.5 0.1 779 51 0.078 0.190 0.156 82 0.126

ing the departure of gap evolution from the linear (in t) track (rather
than worrying about the accuracy of the radial profile of analytical
σ(R, t)), we also perform a second semi-numerical estimate of dif-
ferent gap depths. In this case we measure ∂σ/∂t from simulations
between 10Pp and 15Pp and use it to linearly extrapolate the gap
depths as a function of time. These are shown as dotted lines in Fig-
ure E1, and provide a considerable improvement in the case of ∆σin.

Comparing solid and dotted curves, one can see that all gap depth
measures from simulations are initially approximately linear and
agree with the dotted lines, but begin to slowly level off at t/tgap

increases and eventually exhibit oscillations due to the onset of the
Rossby Wave Instability (Cimerman & Rafikov 2023). The inner and
outer gap measures deviate from linearity the earliest, whereas ∆σp

is still near linear even after the activation of the RWI.
In the end, we have adopted ∆σin as our metric of choice, and

defined tnl as the time at which the inner gap depth deviates in our
simulations by more than β = 10% from the initial linear trend. Table
E1 shows this tnl along with other relevant timescales and deviation
measures for a range of simulated discs/planets. One can see that for
all our simulations the 10% deviation from linear theory occurred
when ∆σin ≈ 0.2. When time-scales are placed into units of tgap, the
time tnl at which this relative deviation is reached does not depend
on hp or Mp/Mth and is about 0.07tgap. Also, |Ω − ΩK|/ΩK at t =
tnl is quite small, the departure of Ω from ΩK ≲ 10 − 20%. These
observations are summarized in the end of Section 5.2, see equations
(37) & (38).

APPENDIX F: LITERATURE COMPARISON

F1 Comparison to Cimerman & Rafikov (2023)

Cimerman & Rafikov (2023) developed a semi-analytical method
for computing gap profiles following Lin & Papaloizou (2010). This
method considers the injection of vortensity (potential vorticity) ζ =
(RΣ)−1d(R2Ω)/dR in an axisymmetric disc by the planetary shock,
leading to an overall linear growth of vortensity as

ζ(R, t) = ζ(R, t = 0) + tS ζ,sh(R), (F1)

where S ζ,sh is the vortensity source term for which a semi-analytical
prescription was developed in Cimerman & Rafikov (2021). At any
moment of time, once ζ(R, t) is specified via (F1), the surface density
profile is obtained by numerically solving the non-linear ordinary
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Figure F1. Comparison of gap properties calculated using our linear solu-
tions (orange), the vortensity reconstruction method of Cimerman & Rafikov
(2023) (blue), and fully non-linear numerical simulations (green) at two
different moments of time t = 50Pp (left) and 400Pp (right). Top row:
Mp/Mth = 0.25, hp = 0.05, p = 1.5; bottom row: Mp/Mth = 0.25, hp =

0.10, p = 1.5. The linear and vortensity-based methods agree well at early
times, however later on the linear model deviates as it does not capture some
nonlinear effects that the vortensity-based model accounts for.

differential equation

1
R3

d
dR

(
R3 d lnΣ

dR

)
+
ΩK

c2
s
= ζ

2Σ
c2

s

(
Ω2

K +
c2

s

R
d lnΣ

dR

)1/2

. (F2)

If we set Σ = Σ0(1+σ) and linearize equation (F2) in terms of σ ≪ 1
assuming the local approximation, it can be reduced to a form anal-
ogous to equation (22). This demonstrates a close correspondence
between the vortensity reconstruction technique of Cimerman &
Rafikov (2023) and our current framework. However, at later times
the method of Cimerman & Rafikov (2023) may be more accurate
because equation (F2) incorporates some nonlinear effects.
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Figure F2. Comparison of Muto et al. (2010) solution (F4) for Σ evolution in
the co-orbital region and our simplified local solution (31)), assuming Mp =

0.25Mth, hp = 0.05.

Cimerman & Rafikov (2023) and our work both use the same
model for the planetary wave damping. Therefore by comparing
our studies with the same fdep we can directly compare the differ-
ent methods of constructing gap profiles. We compare Σ(R) using
our linear solution (C4), their calculation based on equation (F2),
and simulations in Figure F1, for two different hp and moments of
time. The two semi-analytical methods agree with each very well at
early times. At later time the agreement noticeably worsens in the
higher hp case (panel (d)) but is still good in the low hp case (panel
(b)). This is because tnl ≈ 250Pp for hp = 0.1, while tnl ≈ 500Pp for
hp = 0.05, meaning that in panel (d) our linear solution is no longer
accurate because of nonlinear effects. Quite generally, the vortensity
reconstruction technique provide a somewhat better match to Σ(R)
from simulations (aside from the secondary gap in the inner disc
and small over-density at Rp at early times in simulations, which is
an initial transient).

On the other hand, the linear solutions developed in this work are
more practical at early times, while the condition (38) holds, than the
method of Cimerman & Rafikov (2023) in a few key ways. Firstly,
our model is linear in time and does not require the numerical solu-
tion of a non-linear differential equation at every t, it can therefore
be evaluated and manipulated with much greater ease by computing
σ̇(R) just once and then using equation (20). Secondly, the vortensity
reconstruction method of Cimerman & Rafikov (2023) is not easily
amenable to the inclusion of viscosity.

F2 Comparison to Muto et al. (2010)

Muto et al. (2010) studied planetarty gap opening by considering
the second order perturbations to the background hydrodynamical
equations in the shearing sheet approximation. They have shown
that a localized production of vortensity (e.g. by the planet-driven
shock) can drive a mass flux globally, including the planetary coor-
bital region where vortensity production is absent. They obtained an
explicit expression for the mass flux driven by the vortensity produc-
tion only for a model in which the vortensity source is composed of
two Dirac δ-functions,

S (r) = S 0[δ(r − xs) − δ(r − xs)], (F3)

where S 0 and xs are positive constants and r = R − Rp; vortensity

production occurs only at R = Rp ± xs, and in our case we can as-
sociate xs → lsh. Their equation (54) provides an explicit expression
for the mass flux induced by this source, which leads to (in the local
approximation)

∂Σ

∂t
= Σ0σ̇ ∝ −

[
K1

(
lsh − r

Hp

)
+ K1

(
lsh + r

Hp

)]
. (F4)

where K1(z) is the modified Bessel function of order 1.
We show a comparison between this solution (F4) and our local

solution (31) in Figure F2, matching them to have the same value at
R = Rp. Very close to the planet these solutions have a similar struc-
ture, but they quickly diverge away from each other. They follow the
same qualitative pattern of gap opening being slowest at R = Rp and
the fastest closer to the site of angular momentum deposition.

The key difference is that the Muto et al. (2010) solution (F4)
diverges as |R − Rp| → lsh, whereas our local solution (31) stays
finite. We note that this crucial difference is inherent to the Muto
et al. (2010) method rather than to the particular prescription (F3) of
the highly localized (only at xs) planetary effect on the disc. Indeed,
our local solution (26)-(28) holds for any anti-symmetric angular
momentum deposition function φ (see equation (24)) starting at lsh

away from the planet, including the model (F3). And, if we use the
anzatz (F3) with S → φ and xs → lsh, we still find the solution
in the form (26)-(28) or (31) but with B = exp(lsh/Hp), i.e. always
remaining finite.

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by the author.
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