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ABSTRACT

We perform a three-dimensional nonideal magnetohydrodynamic simulation of a strongly magnetized
cloud core and investigate the complex structure caused by the interchange instability. This is the first
simulation that does not use a central sink cell and calculates the long term (> 10* yr) evolution even as
the disk and outflow formation occur. The magnetic field dissipates inside the disk, and magnetic flux
accumulates around the edge of the disk, leading to the occurrence of interchange instability. During
the main accretion phase, the interchange instability occurs recurrently, disturbing the circumstellar
region and forming ring, arc, and cavity structures. These are consistent with recent high-resolution
observations of circumstellar regions around young protostars. The structures extend to > 1,000 au
and persist for at least 30,000 yr after protostar formation, demonstrating the dynamic removal process
of magnetic flux during star formation. We find that the disk continues to grow even as interchange
instability occurs, by accretion through channels between the outgoing cavities. The outflow is initially
weak, but becomes strong after ~ 103 yr.

Keywords: Magnetohydrodynamical simulations (1966) — Protostars (1302) — Protoplanetary disks
(1300) — Circumstellar disks (235) — Stellar jets (1807) — Star formation (1569)

1. INTRODUCTION

Recent observations have unveiled complex fine structures around circumstellar disks during the main accretion phase
(Tokuda et al. 2014, 2023, 2024; Favre et al. 2020; Harada et al. 2023; Ohashi et al. 2023; Shoshi et al. 2024; Riaz et al.
2024; Fielder et al. 2024). Some structures are quite complex, and include arcs, cavities, and spikes around the disk
(see, e.g., Fig. 2 of Tokuda et al. 2018). It has been considered that these structures are related to binary formation,
fragmentation, and/or disk gravitational instability in a turbulent environment (Tokuda et al. 2018), in addition to
external mass inflow (see review by Pineda et al. 2023). However, it is difficult for some structures (such as cavities
and spikes) to be explained by external mass inflow and there is insufficient mass to induce gravitational instability
and fragmentation (Tokuda et al. 2024). Thus, these structures have remained largely a mystery. It remains crucial
to clarify the disk and protostar formation process during the main mass accretion phase in order to comprehensively
understand star and planet formation.

Using the highest spatial resolution observations by ALMA, Tokuda et al. (2023, 2024) pointed out that these
complex structures could be caused by interchange instability (see also Fielder et al. 2024; Tanious et al. 2024).
Interchange instability occurs when neighboring flux tubes interchange positions in order to reach a lower energy
state. In compressible gas, the interchange instability can be related to a buoyancy instability (Hughes & Proctor
1988), in which a flux tube with stronger magnetic field and lower density exchanges position with another that has
weaker magnetic field and greater density. In a rotating gas structure with a poloidal magnetic field, Spruit et al.
(1995) showed that interchange instability can occur through incompressible motions of flux tubes in a region of strong
gradient in the local mass-to-flux ratio, if the magnetic field is a strong source of radial support against gravity. The
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arc, cavity, and spike structures were proposed to be formed through the magnetic flux leaking from the circumstellar
disk due to interchange instability. Tokuda et al. (2024) also showed that, for MC27, interchange instability seems
to occur recurrently and the structure is maintained for ~ 10° yr. In addition, Tokuda et al. (2023) proposed that
a ring of radius ~ 3,500 au is caused by the magnetic flux removal process. Several additional objects observed with
ALMA have complex circumstellar structures that may be caused by interchange instability (K. Tokuda et al., in
preparation), but they remain unpublished due to a lack of proper interpretation. Theoretical research that confirms
structures formed by interchange instability and emphasizes their role in the star formation process is crucial for
understanding star formation and improving the interpretation of current and future observations.

The condition responsible for interchange instability can be analyzed based on the distribution of the mass-to-flux
ratio. For interchange instability to occur, the molecular cloud core must have a strong magnetic field, and a subregion
needs to develop an inversion (outward gradient) of the mass-to-flux ratio (Spruit & Taam 1990; Spruit et al. 1995).
Using Zeeman measurements, Crutcher (1999) showed that the magnetic field in prestellar cores is strong enough that
p =~ 2 —3 (see also Crutcher et al. 2010), where p is the mass-to-flux ratio normalized to the critical value for collapse.
They also showed that some prestellar cores are in a subcritical state with 1 < 1. Recent polarization observations,
using the Davis-Chandrasekhar-Fermi method, indicate that g < 1 in some molecular cloud cores (Eswaraiah et al.
2021; Sharma et al. 2022; Priestley et al. 2022; Yen et al. 2023; Lin et al. 2024). These observations expand the
scope of the already significant magnetic flux problem of star formation, which refers to the fact that the magnetic
flux in molecular cloud cores is at least several orders of magnitude greater than that in protostars (Nakano 1984).
To resolve this issue, magnetic flux must be removed from the central region of the collapsing core where the disk
and protostar form. Nakano et al. (2002) pointed out that the magnetic field dissipates in the circumstellar disk
on a diffusive time scale. On the other hand, Machida & Basu (2020) proposed that both magnetic dissipation and
the dynamically-occurring interchange instability play a significant role in removing magnetic flux from the star and
disk-forming region when the initial prestellar core has a strong magnetic field with p < 1.

The complex or cavity structures caused by interchange instability in three-dimensional simulations were first pre-
sented by Zhao et al. (2011). Subsequently, the structures created by interchange instability have been seen in many
three-dimensional simulations using different numerical codes (Seifried et al. 2011; Joos et al. 2012; Li et al. 2013; To-
mida et al. 2015; Masson et al. 2016; Matsumoto et al. 2017; Vaytet et al. 2018; Mignon-Risse et al. 2021; Tsukamoto
et al. 2023a). As described in Machida & Basu (2020), interchange instability occurs when magnetic flux accumulates
near the edge of the circumstellar disk. The magnetic flux is transported from the inner to the outer regions of the disk
through ohmic dissipation and ambipolar diffusion. Thus, the inclusion of nonideal MHD effects and the high spatial
resolution to resolve the circumstellar disk are necessary to realistically investigate whether interchange instability
occurs. This is because interchange instability can also occur numerically when using a sink cell. This is especially
true if matter is transported into a sink cell but magnetic flux is not, resulting in a mock magnetic diffusion with the
mass-to-flux ratio having an outward gradient just outside the sink cell. Zhao et al. (2011) had modeled interchange
instability using an ideal MHD code in which the sink cell treatment as described above was an ad-hoc means of
magnetic field dissipation. The sink-cell method is not well suited for investigating interchange instability even with
a nonideal MHD code because the numerically-induced inversion of mass-to-flux ratio is difficult to separate from a
physical inversion due to magnetic dissipation (see Machida et al. 2014, 2016). Machida & Basu (2020) employed
nonideal MHD, did not include a sink, and resolved the protostar with a spatial resolution of 0.01 au. However, due
to the high resolution, the calculation could be performed for only 500 yr after protostar formation. To compare the
simulation with observations, it is necessary to run the calculation for > 10* yr, as the main accretion phase lasts
approximately 10° yr. In this new study, we achieve a long-term calculation while resolving the protostar and using
an adiabatic equation of state (EOS). We discover outcomes that reproduce observational characteristics that were
proposed to be related to interchange instability (Tokuda et al. 2024).

2. MODEL AND NUMERICAL METHODS

This study is a continuation of the work by Machida et al. (2018) and Machida & Basu (2020). The difference
between this study and our previous ones is the equation of state adopted in the simulations. In this Letter, we
present the results for a single parameter set (initial magnetic field strength and rotation rate), while the results for
different parameter sets will be submitted to a main journal. Detailed numerical settings will also be described in the
main journal. Thus, we briefly explain our model and numerical settings in the following.
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The equations [3]—[7] in Machida et al. (2018) are used in this study. The same basic equations are also used in our
other studies (Higuchi et al. 2018, 2019; Machida & Basu 2020). The coefficients for ohmic dissipation and ambipolar
diffusion are taken from Machida et al. (2018) and Machida & Basu (2020). We adopt the barotropic equation of state
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where p. = 2.0 x 107"* gem ™3, corresponding to number density n. = 5 x 10° cm~3.
equation of state used by Machida et al. (2018) and Machida & Basu (2020).

Referring to observations in low-mass star-forming regions, we determine the parameters of the initial cloud. As
the initial condition, we adopt a sphere with a Bonnor-Ebert (B.E.) density profile, with a central density 10 cm—3
and an isothermal temperature of 10 K. To promote collapse, the density is enhanced by a factor of 1.8 (Machida &
Hosokawa 2013). Note that the density enhancement factor determines the thermal stability of the core as ag = 0.84/ f.
The thermal stability adopted in this study «g = 0.47(= 0.84/1.8) is typical for prestellar cloud cores in low-mass
star-forming regions (Tatematsu et al. 2016). The cloud’s central density, n.o = 105, cm ™3, is determined based on
Tokuda et al. (2020). Combining the central density and isothermal temperature, the B.E. density profile (or its mass
and radius) is uniquely determined. The mass and radius of the Bonnor-Ebert sphere are 0.74 My, and 4.4 x 103 au,
respectively. To break the symmetry and better match observations, an m = 2 mode and a m = 3 mode of density
perturbation are added to the initial state at 1% and 0.1% levels, respectively, which is determined based on our
previous works. (for details, see eq. [14] of Machida et al. 2005).

A uniform magnetic field By = 1.8 x 107% G and a rigid rotation Qg = 2.3 x 1073 s~! are adopted. The thermal,
rotational, and magnetic energies normalized by the magnitude of gravitational energy are o = 0.47, § = 0.03, and
v = 0.89, respectively. The mass-to-flux ratio normalized by the critical value (2rG'/2)~! (Nakano & Nakamura 1978)
is 4 = 1 for the whole cloud core and is less than unity in the inner region of the initial cloud (see Fig. 1 of Machida
et al. 2018). It should be noted that the angular velocity is set to achieve Sy = 0.03, which is slightly larger than the
observed average value of 5y = 0.02 (Caselli et al. 2002). The magnetic field strength is chosen to yield po = 1, which
falls within the observed range (Crutcher et al. 2010). Thus, the parameters used in this study are consistent with
those observed in low-mass star-forming regions (see also, review by Tsukamoto et al. 2023b).

To calculate the evolution of the B.E. core, we use our nested grid code (Machida et al. 2004; Machida & Hosokawa
2013; Machida et al. 2018). Each grid has a size of (¢, 7, k) = (128, 128, 32). We apply mirror symmetry at the z =0
(equatorial) plane. Before starting the calculation, we prepare six grid levels (I = 1 — 6). The base grid (I = 1) has a
box size of L(1) = 1.4 x 10° au and a cell width of h(1) = 1.1 x 103 au, respectively. The initial B.E. core is embedded
in the fifth grid level (I = 5). A uniform density of nisy = 1.3 x 10° em ™3 is distributed outside the B.E. core. Once
the calculation begins, a new finer grid is automatically generated to ensure the Jeans wavelength is resolved by at
least eight cells. The finest grid is set to [ = 11, with a box size of L(11) = 137 au and a cell width of A(11) = 1.1 au.

It differs somewhat from the

3. RESULTS

Once the central density of the collapsing cloud core reaches ~ 10° cm™3, an adiabatic core (i.e., the first core, or
protostar; Larson 1969) forms at the center, as shown in Figure la. In this paper, we define the protostar formation
epoch (tps = 0) as the time when the central or maximum density of the collapsing core reaches 1019 cm 3.

A bipolar cavity structure appears immediately after the formation of the protostar. Figure 1b shows that the cavity
extends up to ~ 300au from the protostar. The velocity within the cavity exceeds 2kms™! (~10 times the sound
speed). The cavity structure extends to ~ 400 au at about 8,000 yr after protostar formation (Fig. 1¢). Thus, the
expansion velocity of the cavity structure is 0.24kms~!, which roughly corresponds to the sound speed at T = 10 K.
The expansion velocity of the cavity is consistent with that estimated in observations (Tokuda et al. 2023, 2024).

The cavity structure is created by interchange instability. Figure 2a—c shows the density (left), magnetic field
strength (middle), and plasma beta (right) distributions on the equatorial plane at the same epoch as Figure 1b. The
magnetic field strength B, within the cavity is about 1 — 2 orders of magnitude greater than that outside the cavity
(Fig. 2b). In addition, the plasma beta in the cavity is 8, < 1072, while Bp > 1 — 10 outside the cavity. This shows
that magnetic flux is being expelled from near the circumstellar disk, where there is a strong magnetic field. We show
that this is a robust effect that lasts throughout the main accretion phase of star formation (> 10% yr), going well past
the 500 yr calculated by Machida & Basu (2020).
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Figure 1. Time sequence of density (color) and velocity (arrows) distributions on the equatorial plane. The time t after
the calculation begins and the time tps after protostar formation are indicated in the top left corner of each panel. The
spatial scale of each panel is different. For reference, a scale bar of 300 au is included in each panel. An animated version of
this figure is available. In the animation, the time sequence of the density on the equatorial plane (top left and bottom left
panels) and on the x = 0 plane (bottom right), as well as the magnetic field distribution (top right), as shown in Figures 1
and 2, is displayed from the beginning to the end of the simulation. The duration of the animation is 16s. (For a high-
resolution animation see https://archive.iii.kyushu-u.ac.jp/public/L6JGgbAI9cskrW7zjQ2GGCD05syLw-gWRzdA Ae90AEnm,
https://vimeo.com/10410434877share=copy)

In Figure 1b and ¢, we can see that new small cavities form within the larger cavities, indicating that interchange
instability occurs recurrently. This recurrence of the instability forms the complex structure shown in Figure 1d. The
middle and bottom panels of Figure 2 indicate that, although the density distribution is not uniform outside the disk,
which corresponds to the yellow and white regions (see also Fig. 3), the low-density regions correspond to areas with
a strong magnetic field and low plasma beta.

Figure 1f shows the density distribution about 3 x 10* yr after protostar formation and indicates that the disk
is enclosed by several cavities. Figure 3 is a close-up view of Figure 1f. It suggests that a circumstellar disk with
radius ~ 50 au forms and remains for at least 3 x 10* yr after protostar formation, even when interchange instability
intermittently occurs. In addition, Figure 3 shows that mass accretion onto the disk occurs through channels between
the cavities. It also shows that part of the accreting gas moves in a direction opposite to the disk (or protostar) because
the gas is frozen to the magnetic field outside the disk, and the magnetic flux moves outward. At ~ 10* yr the cavities
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Figure 2. Density (left), z-component of the magnetic field (center), and plasma beta (right) distributions on the equatorial
plane at tps = 2,668.6yr (top), 17,211.2 yr (middle), and 29,947.6 yr (bottom). The time ¢ after the calculation starts is also
indicated in each panel of the left column. The spatial scale of the panels in each row is different. For reference, a scale bar
of 300 au is included in each panel. It should be noted that, to produce each panel, we used physical quantities (gas density,
magnetic field strength, and plasma beta) located closest to the z = 0 plane, as there are no physical quantities exactly on each
plane (or axis) in our numerical code (see Fukuda & Hanawa 1999; Matsumoto & Hanawa 2003). Thus, the plotted quantities
are slightly offset from the z = 0 plane by h(l)/2, where h(l) is the cell width of the I-th grid. The discontinuity seen at the
grid boundaries (especially in Fig. 2f and 1) is caused by the difference in the cell width between grids.
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Figure 3. Density and velocity distribution around the circumstellar disk on the equatorial plane. The time ¢ after the
calculation begins and the time ¢,¢ after protostar formation are indicated at the top of the panel. For reference, a scale bar of
50 au is included.
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extend up to > 1,000 au from the protostar (Fig. 1f). Figure 2h shows that the distribution of the magnetic field is
highly complicated. However, Figure 2¢—i confirms that the low-density region is correlated with the strong magnetic
field region.

The structures formed by interchange instability exhibit similarities between observations and simulations: ring-
like or horn-shaped structures are observed around the circumstellar disk. In addition, the sizes of the structures
are comparable between the simulations and observations. Furthermore, the expansion velocity of the observed ring
structures is approximately the sound speed, which is consistent with the simulation results.

Machida & Basu (2020) showed that a weak magnetically-driven outflow appears even as interchange instability
occurs. However, the evolution of the outflow was calculated for only ~ 500 yr after protostar formation. Thus, it
was not clear whether the outflow could be sustained for a long duration. Figure 4 shows a three-dimensional view
of the outflow, magnetic field lines and density structure on a small scale (left) and a large scale (right) at the same
epoch as Figure 1f (tps = 29,947.6yr). The top panels of Figure 4 indicate that the outflow is driven from near
the edge of the circumstellar disk (see Basu et al. 2024 and Machida & Basu 2024 for details of the wind driving in
less magnetized models). In addition, the magnetic field lines are strongly twisted in the outflow (Fig. 4 middle left
panel). On a larger scale (Fig. 4 top right), the high-velocity component of the outflow is enclosed by the low-velocity
component. In the middle right panel of Figure 4, the magnetic field lines followed outward from the density cavity
are slightly inclined but remain mostly straight without being strongly twisted. Although the outflow is driven by the
circumstellar disk with a density > 10'% cm™3, the bottom panels of Figure 4 show that multiple rings and cavities
surround the circumstellar disk.

To quantitatively investigate the properties of the disk and outflow, the disk radius and mass are plotted as a function
of time after protostar formation in Figure 5a. To identify the disk, we determine the location with the maximum
density as the position of the protostar (or the disk center). We calculate the radial v, and azimuthal vy velocity
components in cylindrical coordinates with respect to the position of the protostar. Then, we estimate the disk’s
minimum density, pq. We define the minimum density of the disk as the lowest density where vy > faisk vy is satisfied
on the equatorial plane, in which fgsx = 5 was adopted after trial and error. The disk mass (plus protostellar mass)
is estimated as

Mpd = / pdV (2)
P>pd

We define the disk radius as the distance to the farthest point from the central star where vy > fyiskvr is satisfied.
Figure 5a shows that although there is variability in the time evolution, the disk radius increases from ~ 25au to
~ 50au over 3 x 10* yr. The mass of the disk and protostar reaches Mpq = 0.27Mg at the end of the simulation.
Thus, the disk continues to grow gradually even as interchange instability occurs around the edge of the disk.

The mass and momentum of the outflow are plotted as a function of time after protostar formation in Figure 5b.
Firstly, we define the outflow as the region where the gas has a z-direction velocity greater than the isothermal
sound speed, v, > ¢; for z > 0 (v, < —cs0 for z < 0), where ¢59 = 0.2,kms~!, corresponding to an isothermal
temperature of 10 K, and v, is the vertical velocity component in cylindrical coordinates. We use the z-component
of the velocity to exclude the gas expansion caused by interchange instability (for details, see below). As shown in
Figure 1, the gas expansion velocity in the cavities exceeds the sound speed. Figure 5b shows that the outflow mass
reaches Moy = 0.01 Mg by the end of the simulation. This is about 10% of the infalling gas, so that the outflow mass
is about 10% of the disk and protostellar mass. The outflow momentum is Pyy, ~ 1072 Mg kms™! in the time range
5x 103 yr < tps < 3 x 10% yr, which is comparable to observations (Machida & Hosokawa 2013 and references therein).
Therefore, we find that even when interchange instability occurs and forms a complex envelope around the disk, the
outflow does not weaken significantly. Note that the outflow in the early accretion phase (t,s < 1,000yr) is very weak,
which is consistent with Machida & Basu (2020). However, the outflow becomes powerful for 5 2 1,000 yr.

Next, to estimate the total mass inflowing into and outflowing from the star and disk system, we examine the inflow
and outflow rates, taking into account both the outgoing flows caused by interchange instability and the disk wind (or
outflow). We estimated the mass inflow and outflow rates on the [ = 7 and | = 8 grid surfaces, which have box sizes of
L(l=7)=2,200au and L(l = 8) = 1,100 au, respectively (Machida & Basu 2024). The mass inflow rate is calculated
as

Mn(l=17,8) = / pv-n(< 0)ds, 3)

surface of 1=7,8 grid
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Figure 4. Three-dimensional structure of the outflow (red and green surfaces), magnetic field (black and white lines) and high-
density region (orange surface) at tps = 29,947.6 yr with [ = 8 (left) and [ = 6 (right) grids. The middle panels are the same as
the top panels, but with magnetic field lines plotted. The high-density region of n = 8 x 10° cm™ (bottom left) and 3 x 10" cm ™3
(bottom right) are plotted in the bottom panels. The density distribution on the z = 0, z = 0, and y = 0 planes is projected onto
each wall surface. The circumstellar disk is represented by the purple surface, where the density n > 10'° cm™3. An animated
version of this figure is available. In the animation, the time sequence of the outflow (v, > 2kms™') as in Figure 4 top right
panel (I = 6) from the beginning until the end of the simulation is shown. The duration of the animation is 19s. (For a high-
resolution animation see https://archive.iii.kyushu-u.ac.jp/public/L6JGgbAI9cskrW7zjQ2GGCD05syLw-gWRzd AAe90AEnm,
https://vimeo.com/10410435937?share=copy) (An animation of this figure is available in the online article.)
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Figure 5. (a) Disk radius (red; left axis) and mass (blue; right axis) as a function of time after protostar formation. (b)
Outflow mass (red; left axis) and outflow momentum (blue; right axis) as a function of time after protostar formation. (c)
Azimuthally averaged vertical magnetic field component, B., as a function of distance from the protostar at four different
epochs. (d) Azimuthally averaged local mass-to-flux ratio, 3/B,, normalized by its critical value, (2rG*/?)~?, as a function of
distance from the protostar at four different epochs.

where n is the normal vector of each surface, and the integration is performed only when v -n < 0 (i.e., inflow). The

mass outflow rate consists of two components: the outgoing flow due to the disk wind (Moyt,pw) and the outgoing flow
caused by interchange instability (Mout,IC)- We confirmed that gas flows out laterally due to interchange instability
when v, > v,. On the other hand, the outgoing flow originating from the disk wind (or protostellar outflow) satisfies
the condition v, > v,.. The outflow rate due to the disk wind is calculated as

Moy ow(l=17,8) = / pv-n(>0)dS, forwv, > v, (4)
surface of 1=7,8 grid

and the outflow rate due to interchange instability is calculated as

Mouw1c(l=17,8) = / pv-n(>0)dS, forwv, >uv,. (5)
surface of [=7,8 grid

For equations (4) and (5), the integration is performed when v - n > 0 (i.e., outgoing flow).

Figure 6 shows the mass infall and outflow rates, with the mass outflow rates due to the disk wind, interchange
instability, and the total outflow rate plotted. The figure indicates that the mass inflow rate gradually decreases from
~107% to ~ 4 x 1079Mg yr~! for both [ = 7 and 8 grids. Both the mass outflow rates due to the disk wind and
interchange instability oscillate, indicating that mass ejections caused by the disk wind and interchange instability are
time variable. In the early phase, only the disk wind contributes to the mass outflow rate at both the 1,100 au and
2,200 au scales. For t,s = (1 —2) x 10*yr, gas flows caused by interchange instability also contribute to the mass
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Figure 6. Mass inflow and outflow rates (left axis) for box scales of 2,200au (I = 7, top) and 1,100 au (I = 8, bottom) are
plotted against the elapsed time after protostar formation. The total outflow rate is composed of contributions from the disk

wind (or protostellar outflow) and interchange instability. The ratio of inflow to outflow (right axis) is also plotted against the

elapsed time after protostar formation.

ejection. The mass outflow rate due to interchange instability becomes comparable to that of the disk wind in the
later phase. In addition, the ratio of the infall to outflow rates is in the range Mout,total/Min ~ 0.3 — 0.6. Thus, while
further time integration is necessary, the mass ejection caused by interchange instability may play a significant role in
the early stages of star formation.

To examine the magnetic field distribution, the component B, is plotted against the distance from the protostar in
Figure 5¢, where B, is averaged azimuthally. The figure shows that the magnetic field strength near the center (< 20 au)
is about 0.1 G at approximately 1,000 yr after protostar formation. As seen in Figure 5¢, the field strength around the
center gradually decreases over time. By the end of the simulation, the central field strength is approximately 0.01 G.
Thus, the magnetic field near the center weakens by roughly one order of magnitude over 3 x 10* yr. In contrast, the
magnetic field strength in the outer region (r 2 20 au) increases over time. Around r = 1,000 au, the magnetic field at
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tps = 29,947 yr is stronger than at other times. As shown in Figure 1, the cavity created by the interchange instability
extends beyond 1,000 au at tps ~ 3 x 10% yr.

To confirm the importance of the magnetic field, the plasma beta, 3,, on the equatorial plane around the central
region is plotted in the left panels of Figure 7. The plasma beta within the disk at each epoch reaches 3, > 10 — 104,
whereas 3, < 1 outside the disk, as described above. Thus, the magnetic field plays a significant role outside the disk,
as also seen in Figure 2.

Figure 5d shows the ratio of the surface density, 3, to the vertical component of the magnetic field, B,, normalized
by its critical value, (27rG1/ 2)~1 as a function of the distance from the protostar, where the ratio is azimuthally
averaged. Note that the surface density and scale height of the disk or outer disk-like region (pseudodisk) are taken
to be ¥ = ph and h = c,/(7Gp)*/?, respectively (Scott & Black 1980; Saigo & Hanawa 1998). There is an inversion
(outward gradient) of the mass-to-flux ratio outside the disk radius of 30 —50 au at various locations and times. These
gradients are then reduced at later times through the action of the interchange instability, which dynamically moves
magnetic flux outward and brings the local mass-to-flux ratio back toward the critical value.

To examine the ratio in detail, we plotted (X/B, )i on the equatorial plane at different epochs in the middle panels
of Figure 7. In addition, the ratio along the z-axis, (X/B,)ai(z), and y-axis, (X/B,)wi(y), are plotted in the right
panels of Figure 7. Figure 7b and ¢ show that (X/B,)c; has a local minimum just outside the disk (r ~ 30au). In
addition, (X/B;)ai(x) is slightly lower than (3/B,)qi(y) outside the disk. Then, interchange instability occurs in
the z-direction and creates a cavity structure, as shown in Figure 7e and f. We can confirm a complicated structure
created by interchange instability outside the disk in Figure 7e, h, and k. After interchange instability occurs, the
continuing evolution causes the ratio (X/B, )i to again become lower than unity near the disk. There is once again
a local minimum of (/B )e; just outside the disk in Figure 7f, i, and . This indicates that interchange instability
occurs repeatedly after the first instability occurs.

4. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

Finally, after discussing the spatial resolution necessary to investigate interchange instability and the evolutionary
stage considered in this study, we conclude our results.

The spatial resolution in this study differs from that in our previous work. The minimum resolution in this study is
h(lmax) = 1.1au (see, §2), which is coarser than the h(lyax) = 0.01 au resolution adopted in Machida & Basu (2020).
Despite the lower resolution, we have sufficiently resolved the first core, which has a size of 2 10 au, where magnetic
dissipation occurs (Machida et al. 2007, 2018). The first core directly evolves into a rotationally supported disk or
circumstellar disk (Machida & Matsumoto 2012), and interchange instability occurs at the edge of the first core or
circumstellar disk, where magnetic flux accumulates (Machida & Basu 2020). Therefore, it is possible to investigate
interchange instability as long as the first core or circumstellar disk is adequately resolved. However, differences in
resolution can lead to subtle variations in the density and magnetic field distributions between low- and high-resolution
simulations. As a result, properties of the interchange instability, such as the timing of its onset and the growth of
cavity structures, may differ quantitatively. While these aspects should be addressed in future studies, we believe this
study sufficiently captures the structures formed by interchange instability outside the first core or circumstellar disk,
provided the outer edge of these regions is resolved.

As described in §2, interchange instability can occur numerically when a sink cell is introduced. To avoid this issue,
we adopted an adiabatic EOS method. We consider that the adiabatic core appearing in the simulation represents both
the protostar and the circumstellar disk. However, its size is larger than that of the protostar because part of the core
is supported by thermal pressure, similar to the first (Larson) core (Larson 1969). Based on core collapse simulations
(Tomida et al. 2010, 2013), the first (or adiabatic) core can persist for ~ 10% yr before it begins to shrink significantly.
After this point, the protostellar (or adiabatic core) radius is expected to become smaller than the maximum resolution
of the simulation. Therefore, it can also be interpreted that the simulations in this study cover the earliest phases of
protostellar evolution, during which the adiabatic (Larson) core remains resolved. Although the long-term evolution
beyond this point is not covered in this study, we believe the current approach adequately captures the dynamics of
interchange instability during the early stages.

We investigated the evolution of a cloud core with a strong magnetic field and performed the simulation until about
3x 10% yr after protostar formation. In the simulation, we confirmed many features in the disk and circumstellar region
that are associated with interchange instability. The simulation showed that interchange instability and a significant
removal of the magnetic flux from the disk recurrently occurs during the mass accretion phase. The structures formed
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critical value, (¥/B.)ari, on the equatorial plane. The contours of (X/B.)cri = 1 (white) and 2 (red) are plotted in each panel.
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by interchange instability such as arcs, cavities, and spikes, are maintained for > 10* yr and extend to distances
> 1,000au. We found that even with the significant removal of magnetic flux from near the disk edge, the disk
continues to grow gradually, although its size remains small. An outflow is initially weak in the strongly magnetized
cloud, but strengthens considerably after ~ 102 yr following protostar formation. Our findings explain the complex
structures around circumstellar disks seen in recent observations (Tokuda et al. 2023, 2024) and strongly imply that
the interchange instability is occurring there.

The interchange instability is closely tied to the disk formation process. Thus, its form and strength, or whether
it occurs at all, is influenced by many factors. These include the magnetic field strength, rotation rate, and thermal
stability of the prestellar core (see review by Tsukamoto et al. 2023b). The effects of the EOS and ohmic and ambipolar
resistivities are also crucial. The stiff EOS we have used creates a strong pressure gradient at densities > 10'° cm™3,
and other implementations of the EOS may lead to a different interplay with the magnetic pressure gradient, which
needs to exceed the pressure gradient for the interchange instability to occur (Spruit & Taam 1990; Lubow & Spruit
1995). Future work can explore a wide parameter space of initial conditions and microphysics, while maintaining high
spatial resolution and long time integration.
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