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ABSTRACT

Hydrodynamic instabilities likely operate in protoplanetary disks. One candidate, Convective Over-
stability (COS), can be triggered in regions with a negative radial entropy gradient. The ensuing
turbulence and flow structures are expected to affect dust dynamics directly. We revisit the interaction
between dust and the COS with high-resolution spectral simulations in the unstratified, axisymmetric
Boussinesq shearing box framework. We find zonal flows, or pressure bumps, formed by the COS trap
dust, as expected, but dust densities increase at most by a factor of O(10) over its background value
due to the zonal flows’ unsteady nature. Furthermore, dust feedback can impede the formation of
zonal flows, even at small dust-to-gas ratios € ~ O(0.1). We interpret this phenomenon as a com-
petition between the negative gas angular momentum flux associated with zonal flow formation and
the positive dust angular momentum flux associated with its drift towards pressure maxima. Dust
concentration significantly weakens when a large-scale radial pressure gradient induces a background
dust drift. Ultimately, we find that dust concentration by COS-induced zonal flows is limited to € < 1.
Whether this can be improved under more realistic geometries must be addressed with stratified and

full 3D simulations at equivalent resolutions.

1. INTRODUCTION

Protoplanetary disks (PPDs) — the birth sites of
planets — comprise mainly of gas with a sub-dominant
solid component by mass (Miotello et al. 2023). While
solids provide the raw material for planet formation
(Drazkowska et al. 2023), they are immersed in a gaseous
environment. The gas dynamics of PPDs thus pro-
foundly impact dust evolution. For example, turbulence
can stir dust grains, which works against their collisional
growth. At the same time, coherent structures such as
pressure bumps or vortices can concentrate dust and
facilitate their gravitational collapse into planetesimals
(Birnstiel 2024).

PPDs are prone to several gas dynamical instabili-
ties (Fromang & Lesur 2017; Lyra & Umurhan 2019;
Lesur et al. 2023). Due to their low ionization levels,
magneto-hydrodynamic instabilities are limited in the
disk bulk. This has renewed interest in purely hydrody-
namical mechanisms for driving turbulence and struc-
ture formation. Over the last decade, at least three hy-
drodynamic instabilities have been discussed: the Verti-
cal Shear Instability (VSI, Nelson et al. 2013; Barker &
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Latter 2015); the Convective Overstability (COS, Klahr
& Hubbard 2014; Lyra 2014); and the Zombie Vortex
Instability (ZVI, Marcus et al. 2013, 2015).

The VSI, COS, and ZVI are also termed thermo-
hydrodynamic instabilities because of their respective
requirements on the gas’ thermal or cooling timescales.
The VSI requires rapid cooling and applies to the outer
disk (Lin & Youdin 2015), while the ZVI requires slow
cooling and is thus applicable to the innermost disk
(Lesur & Latter 2016, but see Barranco et al. (2018)).
On the other hand, intermediate cooling timescales op-
timize the COS and may apply to planet-forming re-
gions. The COS also requires an entropy profile that
decreases outward, which is atypical in the midplane
of radially smooth disks, but could occur around par-
ticular locations such as gap edges or dead zone bound-
aries.  Alternatively, regions away from the midplane
may exhibit a negative radial entropy gradient and de-
velop COS (Lesur et al. 2023).

The COS arises from destabilized inertial waves,
which are usually restored by the Coriolis force (Balbus
2003) and thus only exist in rotating flows. They also
have smaller frequencies than the rotation frequency.
However, in COS, a radially oscillating fluid parcel can
increase its oscillation amplitude if it loses (gains) suf-
ficient heat to its surroundings when it moves outward
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(inward) (Latter 2016). This translates into the above
thermal and structural requirements. Under axisymme-
try, the COS leads to the formation of zonal flows or
pressure bumps (Teed & Latter 2021, hereafter TL21);
while in 3D, vortices also form (Lyra 2014; Raettig et al.
2021; Lehmann & Lin 2024). Interestingly, a non-linear,
non-axisymmetric version of a similar process, the Sub-
critical Baroclinic Instability (SBI), was discovered be-
fore the linear COS that can amplify pre-existing vor-
tices (Petersen et al. 2007a,b; Lesur & Papaloizou 2010;
Lyra & Klahr 2011; Raettig et al. 2013).

Raettig et al. (2015); Raettig et al. (2021) found that
COS-produced and SBI-sustained vortices can concen-
trate dust to sufficiently high densities for gravitational
collapse into planetesimals (Lyra et al. 2024). In these
studies, gas is modeled in an augmented compressible
shearing box (Lyra & Klahr 2011). This contrasts with
the Boussinesq framework typically used to model con-
vection and can be self-consistently derived (Latter &
Papaloizou 2017).

In this work, we revisit the problem of dust interact-
ing with the COS in a Boussinesq shearing box. We
append dust as a second, pressureless fluid coupled to
the gas via drag forces. This approach was also taken
in our recent linear analyses of non-isothermal gas-dust
interaction (Lehmann & Lin 2023). We showed that
dust-loading hampers the COS by reducing the disk’s
effective buoyancy. Furthermore, finite drag forces set a
minimum length scale for instability.

Here, we perform spectral simulations to examine the
nonlinear evolution of a dusty gas subject to the COS.
Our simulations are dusty extensions to the pure gas
COS simulations in TL21. We find that dust concen-
tration by the COS is dynamic and can be limited by
feedback even at low dust-to-gas ratios. We also find
that a background dust drift reduces the efficacy of zonal
flows to act as dust traps. This suggests it may be dif-
ficult to trigger the streaming instability (SI, Youdin
& Goodman 2005; Youdin & Johansen 2007) — the
de facto route to planetesimal formation — by COS-
induced zonal flows.

This paper is organized as follows. We describe the
physical setup and basic equations for modeling dusty
COS in a Boussinesq shearing box in §2. We briefly
review the linear stability of the system in §3. We de-
scribe the numerical approach to simulate its nonlinear
evolution in §4. We present results in §5 and conduct
a parameter survey in §6. We discuss our results in §7
and conclude in §8.

2. BASIC EQUATIONS

We consider a three-dimensional, dusty protoplane-
tary disk (PPD) orbiting a star of mass M, with cylin-
drical coordinates (r,¢,z) centered on the star. The
gas has density p,, pressure Py, and adiabatic index +.
These yield the squared radial Brunt-Viisalé frequency,

Ni=-— 2l (1)

where S = In (Pg / pg) is the dimensionless entropy; and
the dimensionless radial pressure gradient

1 op,
=——— 2
n 2r(22p, Or’ 2)

where Q = /G M, /r3 is the Keplerian frequency and G
is the gravitational constant. For radially smooth, thin
disks in equilibrium, |N,| ~ O(hg§2) and |n| ~ O(hg),
where

H
r

hg 3)

is the disk aspect ratio and hg ~ 0.05—0.1 for PPDs.
The COS requires N? < 0, together with thermal
losses. On the other hand, a dusty gas with n # 0
exhibits dust-gas relative drift, which drives the SI
(Youdin & Goodman 2005). For a recent explanation
of its instability mechanism, see Magnan et al. (2024).

2.1. Local model

We consider scales much smaller than the typical ra-
dius r and thus adopt the shearing box framework (Gol-
dreich & Lynden-Bell 1965) to focus on a small patch
of the disk centered at a fiducial radius ry in the mid-
plane, (ro, g — Qot,0), where Qg is the local Keplerian
frequency. For clarity, hereafter, we drop the subscript
zero. Cartesian coordinates (x,y,z) in the box corre-
spond to the global disk’s radial, azimuthal, and vertical
directions.

We are interested in sub-sonic gas dynamics but wish
to retain (radial) buoyancy effects. We thus adopt the
Boussinesq shearing box equations derived by Latter &
Papaloizou (2017) and take its unstratified limit. The
gas has a solenoidal velocity vg, and we introduce the
buoyancy variable 6 (with dimensions of length) that
tracks density fluctuations associated with the gas tem-
perature evolution. The gas equations are:
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where p is the local pressure fluctuation. Here, the back-
ground density p, is a constant. It will be convenient to
refer to the enthalpy W, defined via,

W_/Z. (7)

For p, approximately uniform, we have W = p/p, plus
a constant. Thus W is equivalent to the pressure in the
Boussinesq approximation. We will use ‘pressure’ and
‘enthalpy’ interchangeably.

In the shearing box, N, and 7 are constants and cor-
respond to their equilibrium, local values in the global
disk. We also take the kinematic gas viscosity v to be
constant. In Eq. 5, the final term o € represents feed-
back from dust, described below.

In the energy equation (6), 6, is the deviation from
the equilibrium radial gas velocity, t¢oo1 1S a constant,
optically thin cooling timescale, and £ is the constant
thermal diffusion coefficient. We include both thermal
loss models here for completeness. See Lyra & Klahr
(2011) for a similar thermal treatment. However, in
practice, we will effectively neglect the optically thin
cooling by adopting a long cooling timescale.

Following Lehmann & Lin (2023), we append dust as
a pressureless fluid interacting with the gas through a
drag force characterized by a constant stopping time 7.
The dust has velocity vq and an associated dust-to-gas
mass density ratio € that evolves according to mass con-
servation. The dust equations are:
9¢ + V- (evq) = DV, (8)
ot
% +ﬁd'v5d =—-20z X§d+392$£i'

- l (’Ed — Eg) + VdVZ’Ed. (9)
Ts

Here, D and vq are constant diffusion and viscosity co-
efficients, respectively. The fluid treatment applies to
dust grains tightly coupled to the gas, which have cor-

responding 7.2 < 1 (Jacquet et al. 2011).
In Eqgs. 5 and 8—9, we include viscosity and mass
diffusion primarily for numerical stability, but one could

also motivate these terms by attributing them to some
underlying turbulence. For simplicity, we set

D=vys=v (10)

in practice, but will retain separate notations to keep
track of their origin. On the other hand, thermal losses
or diffusion in Eq. 6 is a physical requirement for the
COS to operate.

2.2. Gas-based formulation for arisymmetric dynamics

Instead of evolving the dust velocity directly, we
evolve the relative dust-gas velocity

Av =g — Ug. (11)

The equation for Aw is obtained by subtracting Eq. 5
from 9. It is also convenient to define the gas velocity
v, relative to its equilibrium value in the dust-free limit,
such that the total velocity is

Vg = Vg — gﬁxﬁ —nrQy (12)

In terms of vy and Av and restricting to axisymmetric
flow (9, = 0), the governing equations become:

S (13)
9 Q
% + vg - V’Ug = QQvgyﬁc — 5713;7;79 + Z/V2'Ug
— VW — N20& + = Aw, (14)
Ts
90 1 V0 = v — —0— 4 £V (15)
ot Ve = e teool ’
0
5 HveVe= -V (edv) + DV, (16)
0Av
W +(,Ugv)A,v+(AfUV)ng+(A’UV)A'U
Q
= 20Av,% — 5 Av, + vaV?Av
1
+ VW — MAU_QUTQQi'-FNfQi', (17>

S

where we set v = 4 when deriving Eq. 17.

2.3. Alternative forms of the dust-to-gas ratio equation

By taking the divergence of Eq. 14 and combining
it with Eq. 16, we obtain an alternative form of the
dust-to-gas ratio equation as:

% + vy - Ve =1,V - [(2Qugy, — N}0) & — v, - V|

+ DV?e — 7, V2W. (18)

This has the advantage of not involving Aw, and its
linearized form is simple. Notice also that the dust-
trapping nature of pressure maxima is explicitly re-
flected in Eq. 18, which is opposed by dust diffusion.
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For numerical simulations, however, it is desirable to
ensure that e > 0. To this end, we evolve the quantity

Q:mm<;> (19)

where € is the initial dust-to-gas ratio and thus Q =0
initially. Then € = e¢gexp (Q/eg) > 0. The equation for

Q is
oQ
ST

2
+D (VQQ + Wj') : (20)

The term oc [VQ|? arises from expressing the diffusion
term o V2e (see Eq. 16) in terms of Q. This formulation
was also employed by Wu et al. (2024).

(vg + Av) - VQ — eV - Av

2.4. Equilibrium

The equilibrium consists of constant velocities

2eSt

= , 21
’ng St2 + (1 +€)277T ( )
e(l+e)
=~ (), 22
Ugy St2 + (1 +E)277/r ( )
Vg =0, (23)
and constant differential velocities
2St(1
Av, = 7728 (L+e) nrel, (24)
St + (1 +¢)2
St?
Av, = ———— 1), 25
Uy St2 + (1 +6)2”7T ( )
Av, = 0. (26)

The equilibrium pressure and buoyancy variables are
zero,

W =6=0. (27)

Strictly speaking, a dusty, non-isothermal gas disk
cannot remain in thermodynamic equilibrium: the dust-
induced radial gas flow would transport the background
entropy and act as an effective heat source. Our local
model neglects this by assuming a constant heat sink
exists to offset it, such that dvg, is the perturbation rel-
ative to the background gas drift. See §6.6.1 of Lehmann
& Lin (2023) for a further discussion on this issue.

2.5. Dimensionless parameters and fiducial values

We define several dimensionless parameters to label
our simulations. Although the Boussinesq shearing box

is unaware of H, or hg, we use these in the definitions
below to connect our parameters to the global disk.

The buoyancy parameter A/ describes the radial strat-
ification,

N2
a2’
so that radially buoyant disks have A" > 0. The fiducial
N =0.1.

We define the reduced radial pressure gradient param-
eter

(28)

II

S 29
i (29)
to set 7 in the box. In the linear theory of the classical
SI, II is the relevant parameter instead of 7 itself. Our
fiducial setup adopts II = 0.

Note that, in a global disk, IT and A are not inde-
pendent since they are related by the radial entropy
gradient. Thus, one cannot vanish without the other.
However, the local model treats them as separate pa-
rameters representing different physical effects.

Thermal diffusion is parameterized by the Péclet num-
ber,

H20
¢

The fiducial Pe = 16072. We effectively disable New-
tonian cooling by setting 8 = tcoo12 = 106.

We characterize dissipative effects by the Reynolds
number

Pe =

. (30)

HZQ
Re = o (31)

and likewise for vq and D. With this definition, Re™?
is equivalent to the « parameter often used to param-
eterize turbulent angular momentum transport in clas-
sical viscous accretion disks (Shakura & Sunyaev 1973;
Pringle 1981).  We fix Re = 10° (o = 107) for all
calculations and runs.

The Stokes number St characterizes the degree of
dust-gas coupling,

St = 7.Q. (32)

Our fiducial St = 0.1. This is relatively large com-
pared to the smallest pebbles expected in PPDs (which
have St = 1072 to St = 1072, Ormel 2024). The fluid
treatment of dust requires 7swf < 1, where wy is the
characteristic frequency of the gas dynamics. The fluid
approximation is expected to remain applicable since the
COS corresponds to inertial waves, which have w; < Q.
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Where necessary, we denote the initial dust-to-gas ra-
tio by €g, while we omit the subscript zero in discussing
equilibrium solutions and linear theory for clarity. The
fiducial ¢g = 0.01.

2.6. Disabling dust feedback

We can disable dust feedback on the gas as follows:
We set the drag term in the gas momentum equation
(14) to zero, eAv/7s — 0. Similarly, the drag term
in the differential velocity equation (17) becomes (1 +
€AV /Ty = Av/Ts.

Disabling feedback allows one to examine how the gas
flow and drag forces affect dust concentration and dis-
persal without complications from drag instabilities such
as the SI. Neglecting feedback is usually justified for
€ < 1, but we shall find that it affects the COS even in
this regime.

2.7. Terminal velocity approximation

One expects Av to be small for tightly coupled grains
and formally vanish for perfectly coupled dust. This
leads to an approximate but explicit expression for Av
in the ‘terminal velocity approximation’ (TVA). The
governing equations are then reduced by one at the ex-
pense of increased complexity of the drag term in the
gas momentum equation and the dust continuity equa-
tion, which also involves Av. The TVA is described in
Appendix A and is used for interpreting some results
obtained from the full treatment.

3. LINEAR THEORY

We first show that the above system of equations en-
capsulates the COS and the SI. We consider axisymmet-
ric, Eulerian perturbations of the form

Svg = Re [%; exp (ot + ik, x + ik:zz)} . (33)

and similarly for other variables; where ~ denotes a com-
plex amplitude, o is the complex growth rate, and k.
are real wavenumbers. We take k, , > 0 without loss of
generality. For clarity, hereafter we drop the ~.

The linearized equations are:
ik - dvg = 0, (34)
Q
00V + ikyVr 0V = 2Q00g, T — §5vgmy - uk2(5vg

— ik0W — N250&

+ L (deAv + edAv), (35)
Ts
000 + 1k 0,00 = dvgy — —— — £k250, (36)
cool
od€ + ikyvgpde = iky Ty (QQévgy — NTQJG)
+ 1.k%6W — Dk?6e, (37)

00AV + ik Ver 0AV + 1k Avydvg + ik AvgdAv
= 2Q6Av, & — %(SA’nyA — vgk?5Av.

A 1
Fikow — 2%~ UFD a1 N2002. (38)

TS 7_S

Note that we used the alternative form of the dust-to-
gas ratio equation (Eq. 18) to obtain Eq. 37. The
above system constitutes a generalized eigenvalue prob-
lem of the form AU = oBU; where the elements of
the matrices A and B can be read off Eqs. 34—38,
and U = [0W, d¢, dvg, 6 A, 50]T is the 9-element eigen-
vector. It is possible to reduce the linear problem to a
standard eigenvalue calculation by using the incompress-
ibility condition to eliminate the pressure perturbation.

In the discussion below, we refer to the dimensionless
wavenumber

K. =k, H,. (39)

3.1. Convective overstability

Our fiducial parameter values for the COS are N =
0.1, Pe = 16072, and Re = 10°. We neglect the back-
ground radial pressure gradient by setting II = 0, sup-
pressing the SI.

Fig. 1 show the maximum growth rates, Spax, as a
function of K, , for g = 0.01 (left) and ey = 1 (right).
In either case, COS corresponds to the higher-K,, nearly
horizontal ‘slab’ of modes. The ‘square’ at small K ,
are destabilized cooling modes in a dusty gas, as dis-
cussed by Lehmann & Lin (2023). These require long
cooling times, which apply to long wavelengths under
thermal diffusion. However, they are irrelevant to this
work because they have smaller growth rates, scales
larger than our simulation domains, or both.

For g = 0.01, the largest COS growth rate is Spax =~
0.0139, occurring at K, ~ 40 ~ /Pe, in agreement
with TL21. For ¢¢ = 1, the COS is weakened to
Smax = 0.00392. Dust loading reduces COS growth rates
because the effective squared buoyancy frequency is re-
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duced by N' — N'/(1+¢g). Modes are suppressed by vis-
cosity at high wavenumbers. According to Latter (2016),
the cut-off K, oc (N/Pr)3 for small Prandtl numbers
Pr =v/¢ < 1. Consequently, there is a slight reduction
in the cut-off vertical wavenumber as ¢y increases as it
decreases the effective N, as observed. At large ¢, finite
drag forces further reduce the cut-off radial wavenum-
ber, an effect explained in Lehmann & Lin (2023).

3.2. No dust concentration by channel modes

We can assess the ability of linear gas modes to con-
centrate dust as follows. For this discussion, we neglect
viscosity, diffusion, and a background radial dust drift.
We also neglect dust feedback as described in §2.6. We
linearize the primitive dust-to-gas ratio equation (16)
and apply the TVA to find

ode = —€Ty (ikwa(SO — k:25W) ,
= —2ik,€Stdvgy,

where we used the divergence of the gas momentum
equation (neglecting dust drag) for the second equality.

Channel modes with k; = 0 cannot concentrate dust.
Since the most unstable gaseous COS modes have k, —
0 (Lyra 2014; Lehmann & Lin 2023), the COS can-
not drive meaningful dust concentrations in the linear
regime. This is indeed what we observe in simulations.
Thus, one must examine the nonlinear regime.

3.3. Streaming instability

We also recover the SI, powered by a background dust-
gas relative drift, by setting IT = 0.1. We suppress the
COS by taking N' = —0.1. Other parameters are as
above. We consider ¢y = 3 to obtain appreciable growth
rates. Fig. 2 shows growth rates as a function of K ..
Apart from high K, . modes being stabilized by viscos-
ity, this plot is qualitatively similar to the classical SI
in isothermal disks (e.g. Lin & Hsu 2022, see their Fig.
2). We checked that the most unstable SI modes are
unaffected by Pe.

4. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

We use the DEDALUS spectral code! (Burns et al. 2019)
to evolve the gas equations (13—15), the full relative
drift equation (17), and the positive-definite formulation
of the dust-to-gas ratio equation (20). The solenoidal
condition (Eq. 13) is supplemented with a pressure
gauge following the DEDALUS documentation®. Axisym-
metry (0y = 0) is assumed throughout.

L https://dedalus-project.org/

2 https://dedalus-project.readthedocs.io/en/latest /pages/
gauge_conditions.html

We set the radial and vertical domain sizes to L, = H,
and L, = Hg/2, respectively, and adopt a resolution of
N, x N, = 2048 x 1024, which is justified in Appendix
C. For axisymmetric flow, the boundary conditions are
strictly periodic. We use a standard dealiasing factor of
3/2 and the RK443 time stepper in DEDALUS. We use
a Courant—Friedrichs-Lewy (CFL) number of 0.4. We
limit the maximum step size to 75 since the non-linear
drag terms are treated explicitly.

We adopt units such that Hy = Q = 1. Then P =27
corresponds to one orbit. The background gas density

pe = 1.

5. RESULTS
5.1. A fiducial case

Our fiducial simulation adopts the same parameters
as the disk described in §3.1 and is initialized with
€0 = 0.01 (left panel of Fig. 1). This case produces
steady zonal flows, making studying dust-trapping by
COS-induced pressure bumps easier. Cases with faster
thermal diffusion using Pe = 1672, which exhibit more
time variability, are presented in §5.5.

The blue curve in Fig. 3 shows the evolution of the
maximum gas velocity perturbations for the fiducial run.
The orange, green, and red curves correspond to the
same run without feedback, with a larger dust-to-gas
ratio of ¢ = 0.1, and a non-zero pressure gradient II =
0.05, respectively. These additional runs are discussed in
the following sections. To aid visualization, we perform
a running-time average over 10 orbits.

The fiducial run proceeds with a linear phase with
a growth rate of 1.15 x 1072(, slightly smaller than
the maximum value expected from linear theory (1.28 x
1072Q). This may be due to the finite radial do-
main size, which cannot accommodate the most unstable
COS modes with vanishing k,. The run saturates with
max |dvg| ~ 0.1.

Figs. 4—5 show the evolution of the vertically-
averaged pressure and dust-to-gas ratio for the fidu-
cial run. The system develops and sustains two quasi-
steady pressure rings at * ~ —0.4H, and 0.1H, from
~ 500—800P, which traps dust at their respective radii.
However, the pressure bumps and dust concentrations
weaken once € reaches O(0.1) around 800P due to dust
feedback onto the zonal flows.

The dust distribution displays significant spatial and
time variability within the pressure bumps. This is
shown in Fig. 6 with several snapshots of e. Dust-to-
gas ratios are typically ~ 0.1 within the rings, though
it can reach ~ 0.6 temporarily. Dust rings are rarely
columnar as they frequently undergo regular buckling
due to the meridional flows of the COS. Although the


https://dedalus-project.org/
https://dedalus-project.readthedocs.io/en/latest/pages/gauge_conditions.html
https://dedalus-project.readthedocs.io/en/latest/pages/gauge_conditions.html

DUST DYNAMICS IN NON-ISOTHERMAL GAS

COS (g0 =0.01)

103
102_

101
Im

x' 100
10-1

-2 . .
10 102 10° 102

10-2 10° 102

EN|

COS (e0=1)

og

Figure 1. COS with ey = 0.01 (left) and € = 1 (right). Other parameters are: A’ = 0.1, Pe = 1607%, Re = 10°, and St = 0.1.

No background global radial pressure gradient is applied.
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Figure 2. SI with ¢p = 3 and a background pressure gra-
dient with II = 0.1. Other parameters are: Pe = 16072
N = —0.1, Re = 10%, St = 0.1.

system lacks vertical gravity, vertical flows arise from
parasitic inertial waves with nonzero radial wavenum-
bers and pressure perturbations (Latter 2016, TL21).

In Fig. 7, we plot the maximum e evolution. We nor-
malize the curves by the initial € to quantify the ability
of COS-induced zonal flows to concentrate dust. In the
fiducial case, concentration factors are typically O(10)
and appear limited by ¢ = 0.6 (attained at 800P and
850P) as e rapidly declines afterward.

5.2. Effect of dust feedback

I

N

L

s

E ——Fiducial
——No feedback
—&0=0.1
—MN =0.05

102
0 200 400 600 800 1000

t/P

Figure 3. Evolution of the gas velocity perturbations for
the COS in the fiducial run (blue), that without feedback
(orange), a larger dust-to-gas ratio (green), and with a non-
zero pressure gradient (red).

500
t/P

Figure 4. Space-time plot of the vertically-averaged pres-
sure distribution in the fiducial run.

We examine the role of dust feedback with one run
strictly without feedback and one run with stronger feed-
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Figure 5. Similar to Fig. 4 but for the dust-to-gas ratio.
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Figure 6. Selected snapshots of the dust-to-gas ratios of the
fiducial run.

back using €y = 0.1. These are shown as the orange and
green curves in Figs. 3—7, respectively.

COS turbulence is weakened by dust feedback for € 2
0(0.1). This is evident from Fig. 3, which shows that
with €9 = 0.1, max |dvg| decreases by a factor of ~ 2
compared to the fiducial case. On the other hand, the
run without feedback behaves similarly to the fiducial
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Figure 7. Similar to Fig. 3 but for the maximum dust-to-
gas ratios, normalized by its initial value.

case until 900P, whence € reaches O(0.1), and activity
drops towards the ¢y = 0.1 run.

Fig. 7 shows that even without feedback, dust con-
centrations are limited to a factor of O(10), due to the
internal turbulence of zonal flows. The two epochs of
rapid dust growth at 800P and 850P in the fiducial run
show that feedback may temporarily boost concentra-
tions, probably via streaming-type instabilities. How-
ever, for the most part, feedback weakens dust concen-
trations: the fiducial run has marginally lower concen-
trations than the run without feedback.

For ¢y = 0.1, dust concentrations are significantly re-
duced to less than a factor of two. Here, we find a qual-
itatively different reason: zonal flows do not form. In-
stead, the system remains in ‘wave turbulence’ (TL21).
This is shown in Fig. 8 as snapshots of the velocity fields,
which can be compared to Fig. 7 in TL21. The lack of
persistent vg, perturbations, i.e., zonal flows, produces
negligible dust concentrations. This is evident in the
space-time pressure evolution in Fig. 9.

5.3. Angular momentum fluzes

To interpret the above result, we examine the total
turbulent angular momentum flux (AMF), defined as
F = Fg + egFy, where

Fy = 00g,00gy, Fq = 6045004y (40)

are the specific AMFs associated with gas and dust, re-
spectively. For the dust, we calculate dvq; = 0vg, +
0Av,, and similarly for dvg,. Recall the §’s denote de-
viations from the equilibrium values, which are zero in
the present case due to the absence of a global pressure
gradient.

In Fig. 10, we compare the box-averaged total AMF
between the fiducial case and the ¢y = 0.1 case. We plot
—F since F' < 0 for COS-driven turbulence in the dust-
free limit (TL21), corresponding to inwards angular mo-
mentum transport. Indeed, F' is negative on average,
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Figure 8. Wave turbulence exhibited by the run with
stronger feedback using ¢g = 0.1. The gas velocity com-
ponents are shown.
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Figure 9. Space-time plot of the vertically-averaged pres-
sure distribution for the run with stronger dust feedback us-
ing g = 0.1 (green curves in Figs. 3 and 7). No zonal flows
form in this case.

although it has large fluctuations on orbital timescales,
sometimes rendering F' > 0 momentarily.

We find that, on average, F' becomes less negative
with higher dust abundance. Notice also the signifi-
cant drop in |F| in the fiducial run at 900P, coinci-
dent with the dispersal of pressure bumps after sufficient
dust accumulation. These observations are consistent
with TL21’s explanation for zonal flow formation that
involves F' < 0, see also §7.1.

Moreover, we find F; < 0 and are comparable between
the two cases before 800P, while Fy > 0 is marginally
larger in the fiducial run. This is offset by the ten-fold
increase in dust abundance for ¢y = 0.1, leading to a
noticeably reduced inwards AMF for the mixture. Al-
though |F| only decreases slightly, this appears sufficient
to suppress zonal flows.

5.4. Effect of a background pressure gradient

We next introduce a radial pressure gradient by set-
ting IT = 0.05, which produces a background dust-gas
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Figure 10. Total angular momentum flux in the fiducial
run (blue) and the run with stronger feedback using ey =
0.1. Fluxes are averaged over 100 orbit intervals to improve
visibility.
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Figure 11. Space-time plot of the vertically-averaged, local
radial pressure gradient for the run with a background global
radial pressure gradient IT = 0.05 (red curves in Figs. 3 and
7).

radial drift. The SI is then formally active, but we
verified it has lower growth rates than COS modes.
(SI modes also have wavelengths exceeding the domain
size as the imposed dissipation suppresses smaller-scale
modes.) Note that having both IT and A being nonzero
is a more self-consistent treatment in the context of
global disks; see Eqs. 1—2.

The red curves in Figs. 3 and 7 show that, while
a radial pressure gradient does not affect the COS-
turbulence levels, dust concentrations are significantly
reduced to a factor of two, similar to €9 = 0.1. Unlike
that case, which does not form zonal flows (Fig. 9),
here we find zonal flows still form, but dust does not
accumulate effectively.

In Fig. 11, we plot the space-time evolution of the
radial pressure gradient (9, W), which attempts to con-
centrate dust into zonal flows. We normalize it with a
global pressure gradient (—2nrQ?) that tends to drive a
box-wide inward drift. The two contributions are com-
parable in magnitude around pressure bumps. Beyond
the pressure maximum, they work in tandem, but inte-
rior to it, the background drift opposes dust accumula-
tion.
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Figure 12. Evolution of the gas velocity perturbations for
the COS under stronger thermal diffusion Pe = 1672 for
€0 = 0.01 (blue) and € = 0.1 (orange).

When II # 0, dust concentration becomes more diffi-
cult because it drifts in response to the box-wide pres-
sure gradient. Zonal flows are no longer perfect pressure
maxima wherein radial drift halts. In the context of a
global disk, these correspond to ‘traffic jams’ where dust
only slows down but eventually drift through. (Pinilla
& Youdin 2017).

5.5. Intermittent zonal flows with faster thermal

diffusion

We briefly present selected simulations with Pe =
1672. In this case, the most unstable vertical wave-
length, equal to 2rH, Pe™2 (TL21), is H,/2, i.c., the
vertical box size, which optimizes the instability. Oth-
erwise, the setup is identical to the fiducial one with
IM=0.

Fig. 12 shows the maximum gas velocity perturba-
tions for ¢g = 0.01 and 0.1. Here, zonal flows form
in both cases, indicating that a stronger instability can
offset the stabilization of zonal flow formation by dust
feedback. The average amplitudes are slightly larger
than the runs with higher Pe. However, they exhibit
predator-prey cycles associated with the formation and
destruction of zonal flows by the primary COS and sec-
ondary parasitic instabilities, respectively.

Fig. 13 shows the space-time evolution of the dust-
to-gas ratios. Due to the intermittency of zonal flows,
dust rings are also transient features lasting only a few
tens of orbits, although higher dust-loading (e = 0.1)
slightly extends their lifetimes. Notice, as for the higher
Pe runs above, that € reaches at most ~ 0.6 in the dust
rings before its dispersal.

6. PARAMETER STUDY

We conduct a parameter survey across €g, St, and II.
In each set, we vary one of these while keeping the other
two fixed to their fiducial values, which are (e, St,II) =
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Figure 13. Space-time evolution of the dust-to-gas ratios
for the COS under stronger thermal diffusion Pe = 1672 for
eo = 0.01 (top) and € = 0.1 (bottom).

(0.01,0.1,0). We return to the reference value of Pe =
16072. We lower the resolution to N, x N, = 1024 x 512
to make these surveys computationally feasible. This
is expected to give similar results to that at the full
resolution; see Appendix C.

6.1. Varying €

Fig. 14 shows the maximum dust-to-gas ratios for
varying initial values, averaged between 500 to 1000 or-
bits. For ¢y < 0.05, the maximum attainable (time-
averaged) € ~ 0.3, regardless of the initial value. In
this regime, well-defined zonal flows reach a quasi-steady
state. However, for larger ¢, we find no apparent
pattern, as in some cases, zonal flows are weak (e.g.,
€0 = 0.09), and there is little concentration. At the
same time, some instances exhibit dynamic zonal flows
with SI-like instabilities that concentrate dust more ap-
preciably (e.g., eg = 0.07) but these events are transient.
Even in those cases, however, max(e) < 1, which reflects
the difficulty of trapping dust in turbulent zonal flows.

In Fig. 15, we compare the vertical and time-averaged
pressure profiles for selected cases across ¢g. While pres-
sure bumps appear in all runs, there is a dichotomy be-
tween €y < 0.05 and €g 2 0.05, with the former having
noticeably larger amplitudes (i.e., persistent zonal flows)
than the latter. However, the amplitudes within each ¢g
regime are similar.

Fig. 16 shows the time and box-averaged AMFs asso-
ciated with the gas, dust, and total flux. Fluxes decrease
in magnitude with increasing €;. However, there is con-
siderable scatter in F, (with a maximum difference of
~ 30%); while Fy drops by ~ 67% by eg = 0.07. This
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Figure 15. Vertically and time-averaged (from 500 to 1000
orbits) radial profiles of the pressure distribution from the
lower-resolution parameter survey across the initial dust-to-
gas ratio (eo).

indicates the underlying gaseous COS is not strongly
affected by dust feedback for ¢y < 0.1.

On the other hand, the dust’s response weakens with
feedback as increasing ¢ reduces drift speeds (see §7.1).
Notice that the dust AMF's are almost an order of mag-
nitude larger than those in gas. This is consistent with
linear fluxes associated with low-frequency COS modes
(see Appendix D.1). |Fy| decreases with €y and satu-
rates for ¢y 2 0.07, meaning dust contributes a more
significant mass fraction to the total flux as ¢y further
increases. Thus, overall, the total AMF becomes less
negative with increasing dust abundance.

6.2. Varying St

We next vary the degree of dust-gas coupling via St.
We extend these simulations to 2000 orbits to ensure
that dust rings reach a quasi-steady state. Fig. 17 shows
the maximum e, averaged between 500 and 2000 orbits.
As expected, dust concentrations increase with St. The
increase is well-approximated as linear, with max(e) ~
1.25St + 0.01. For this fit, we impose max(e) — 0.01 as
St — 0, since in the perfectly coupled limit € remains
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Figure 16. Angular momentum fluxes as a function of ini-
tial dust-to-gas ratios. Top: negative of the gas flux; middle:
dust flux; bottom: negative of the total flux. Fluxes are av-
eraged over [500, 1000] orbits.
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Figure 17. Maximum dust-to-gas ratios averaged between
t € [500, 2000] P of simulations with varying Stokes numbers.

constant. However, this dependence is steeper than one
expects from simple diffusion theory. We discuss this in
§7.2.2.

6.3. Varying II

Fig. 18 show the maximum dust-to-gas ratios for sim-
ulations with IT € [0,0.05]. This range is motivated by
the fact that IT is O(hg) in a global disk, and typically
he ~ 0.05—0.1. Dust concentrations decline rapidly
with increasing II, or equivalently the background dust
drift. As we discuss in §7.2.3, this is due to the weak
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Figure 18. Maximum dust-to-gas ratios averaged between
t € [500,1000]P as a function of the background radial pres-
sure gradient.

pressure perturbations associated with the COS relative
to the background gradient. Zonal flows form in all sim-
ulations, and AMFs are similar (not shown). This is
expected because the main effect of dust drift at low
abundances is to drive a constant background gas flow,
which has little impact on the gas evolution.

7. DISCUSSION

To facilitate the following discussion, it is helpful to
summarize the mechanism for zonal flow formation by
the pure gas COS as proposed by TL21. Their inter-
pretation considers how the COS turbulence affects the
disk’s stability properties. This is measured by the lo-
cal Rayleigh number Ny, = (NE/QQ) (040:/0:7), rep-
resenting the competition between a destabilizing radial
entropy gradient (0,0,, where 6, = 0 — z) and a sta-
bilizing radial angular momentum gradient (9,7, where
Jj = Qx/2 4 vgy). The background angular momentum
gradient is positive, equal to /2. It is assumed that
COS-turbulence drives a negative AMF, F, < 0, whose
strength increases with Mg, i.e., 0| Fg|/0MNoe > 0.

Next, consider a wave-like perturbation to j, say dj,
with a §7 > 0 in z < 0 and vice versa. The region sur-
rounding = = 0 has 0,6 < 0, offsetting the background
positive gradient. This leads to a smaller |0,j| and a
larger [MVoc|, which increases an inwards flux, §F, < 0.
However, this flux is directed towards x < 0, which al-
ready has 7 > 0. This enhances the perturbation there,
and the process runs away. The result is layer forma-
tion. See TL21 for a detailed description (their Section
6.2 and Fig. 19).

7.1. AMF of dusty gas under geostrophic balance

TL21’s mechanism relies on a negative AMF. We ex-
pect the same requirement for dusty gas but for the total
gas-plus-dust AMF, F' < 0. Here, we demonstrate that
the specific AMF for dust, Fy, is more positive than the

gas, which allows the possibility of Fy > 0, which can
then reduce |F|. This would then work against zonal
flow formation. For this discussion, we neglect viscos-
ity and temporarily restore the subscript ‘0’ to denote
equilibrium values.

We begin with the definition

5de = 5'ng + (A’Ux — A'UxO) s (41)

where Awv,q is the equilibrium relative radial drift. For
St < 1, we can apply the TVA to first order in St, which
implies dvg, = dvgy (see Appendix A). Multiplying Eq.
41 by the azimuthal velocity perturbations, we have

Fyq = Fy + dvgy (Avy — Avgyg) . (42)

We expect the second term on the RHS to be positive
because dust tends to drift toward pressure maxima.
Consider, for simplicity, the case without a background
radial pressure gradient (n = 0) so that the equilibrium
velocities vanish. Then dvg, < 0 corresponds to sub-
Keplerian flow, for which dust drifts inwards (Av, < 0),
and vice versa. Thus the product dvgyAv, > 0.

We can quantify the above argument as follows. We
invoke the TVA for Aw,,

Av, = 7o fy (0.W — 20rQ% + N70) (43)

to O(St), see Eq. A3—A4. Here, the gas fraction is
fe = 1/(1+¢€). We also define the dust fraction, fqg =
1 — fg. Then, using Avyy = —27nr2? fyo in the TVA
(see Eq. A9), we find

Av, — Avgg = Tofy (0. W + N7O) — 21qrQ®S f,. (44)

We next assume the gas attains geostrophic balance
such that

0= 2Qv,, — 0, W — N20 + —Av,. (45)
o

S

This is motivated by zonal flows corresponding to the
conventional geostrophic balance between Coriolis forces
and the pressure gradient (TL21). Using the TVA again
(Eq. 43) to eliminate Av,, we find:

Vgy = Nr2fq + Qng) (0.W + N20) . (46)

Subtracting the TVA equilibrium azimuthal gas velocity
Vgyo = faonr) (see Eq. A8), we find

fi (0, W + N26) = 2060, — 207025 fa. (47

Finally, combining Eqs. 42, 44, and 47 to eliminate
the pressure and buoyancy variables give

Fy = Fy + dvgy [TS (2ﬂévgy — 2nr§225fd) — 2Tsn7°(226fg] ,
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Figure 19. Vertically and time-averaged (between t €

[500, 1000]P) angular momentum flux difference associated
with dust and gas velocity fluctuations (blue), and its value
according to the model given by Eq. 48 with dvg, given
via Eq. 46 (orange). The close match shows that the flux
difference results from geostrophic balance in the gas and
dust-trapping in response to pressure fluctuations and buoy-
ancy.

which yields
Fy = Fy + 25t (Jvgy)?, (48)

where we used fq + fy = 1 and thus dfq + dfs = 0.
Since the second term is positive definite, the dust AMF
is always more positive than the gas AMF. We usually
find Fy > 0, implying the second term outweighs the
first in practice.

In Fig. 19, we plot the vertically and time-averaged
Fy — F, as measured from our fiducial run (blue) and
compare with that according to Eq. 48 (orange), with
dvgy given via Eq. 47, which encapsulates geostrophic
balance and the TVA. The average dust AMF is indeed
more positive than the gas AMF and is consistent with
the model.

Eq. 48 relates Fy and F, but cannot be used to predict
their relative magnitudes. Instead, this can be done
within linear theory. In Appendix D, we show that low-
frequency COS modes induce a positive dusty AMF for
sufficiently large Stokes numbers relative to the COS
growth rates. Below, we also use it to estimate the dust-
to-gas ratios beyond which the dust AMF overcomes the
gas AMF and find consistency with simulation results.

7.2. Limitations to dust concentration by COS
7.2.1. By dust feedback

Our simulations show that dust feedback mitigates
zonal flow formation by the COS and limits dust concen-
tration in existing zonal flows. At first, it is somewhat
surprising that this manifests at € ~ 0.1, where feedback
is usually considered negligible. However, this is consis-
tent with the argument that the effect stems from the

positive dust AMF (Fy > 0) counteracting the negative
gas AMF (F, < 0) that necessitates zonal flow forma-
tion. The fact that dust drift is sensitive to pressure
fluctuations means that the dust AMF can overcome
the gas AMF, even when € < 1.

We can estimate the critical € by considering linear
COS modes as discussed in Appendix D. For slowly-
growing, low-frequency modes, the dust-weighted AMF
ratio |eFq/Fg| ~ €St/s for St > s, where s is the modes’
dimensionless growth rate. (Note that St > s is neces-
sary for Fy > 0.) For the inviscid COS, s = N'/4 (Latter
2016; Lehmann & Lin 2023). We then find the weighted
dust-to-gas AMF ratio exceeds unity when € > N/(4St).
This evaluates to ¢ = 0.25 for our fiducial parameters.
Indeed, the maximum dust-to-gas ratios first saturate at
this value in Fig. 14.

In a global disk, we expect |N| ~ hg on dimensional
grounds. Then, setting s ~ hg and the AMF ratio to
unity, we find the critical dust-to-gas ratio

h2
€2 S—i to inhibit zonal flows, (49)

which can be less than unity. For example, with hgy ~ 0.1
and grain sizes St ~ 0.1, we have € 2 0.1. For hy ~ 0.05
and smaller grains St ~ 0.01, the critical € ~ 0.25.

7.2.2. By grain size

In §6.2, we observed that the maximum dust-to-gas
ratio attained increases linearly with St. This differs
from the conventional advection-diffusion description of
dust trapping with a constant diffusion coefficient (e.g.
Dullemond et al. 2018). Here, one expects a Gaussian
zonal flow with width Azr to produce a Gaussian dust
ring with width Aq ~ y/aq/StAzr, where aq is a di-
mensionless radial diffusion coefficient for the dust, as-
sumed to be < St, which results from turbulent stir-
ring by the gas. Given a total dust mass, we expect
max(€e) (St/ozd)l/2 /Azp. Thus, if aq and Agzp are
independent of St, then max(e) o v/St.

Our empirical result max(e) ~ St can be recovered if
aq ~ St~! while Ayzp remains constant. This should be
tested in COS simulations with Lagrangian particles to
measure dust diffusion coefficients explicitly.

7.2.3. By a background drift

Our simulations with IT # 0 demonstrate the result-
ing background dust drift significantly mitigates their
concentrations in zonal flows. This can be understood,
again, within the TVA as a competition between the
local and global pressure gradients. Neglecting buoy-
ancy, Eq. A4 shows that these become comparable when
0, W ~ 2nrQ?. Again considering a zonal flow width
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Ayzr, we can estimate the critical I as

w H
Oz (=) (= to inhibit dust trapping. (50)
Cg AZF

In our fiducial run, zonal flows have max(W) ~ 0.003¢2
and Azp ~ 0.1H, (Fig. 4, §5.1), which imply even
IT ~ 0.03 will interfere will dust trapping. Indeed, Fig.
18 shows that dust concentrations become negligible for
IT = 0.02.

7.3. Implications for planetesimal formation

Our simulations suggest feedback sets an upper limit
to dust concentration by the COS zonal flows with € <
O(1071), even for relatively large grains with St = 0.1.
This is far smaller than that needed for direct gravita-
tional collapse (Shi & Chiang 2013) or the SI, requiring
€ 2 1 to drive meaningful dust clumping.

Furthermore, zonal flows’ weak pressure perturbations
make dust concentrations vulnerable to background dust
drift. Therefore, a small global radial pressure gradient
is desirable. Unfortunately, this also reduces the mag-
nitude of the buoyancy frequency needed to drive COS
in the first place. For definiteness, consider local power-
law density and temperature profiles with ps o< r=# and
T o« r~9, respectively. The buoyancy parameter be-
comes

(Lehmann & Lin 2024, see their Eqs. 15—16). For in-
stability, it is necessary to have N’ > 0, which implies
a shallow or rising density profile (1 < 0), assuming
IT > 0. Requiring A to be sufficiently large for signif-
icant growth and II to be sufficiently small to produce
effective dust traps requires a sharply increasing density
profile, perhaps unrealistically so.

One way to overcome the above difficulties is dust
trapping by COS-induced vortices. This is beyond the
scope of our axisymmetric models. However, Raettig
et al. (2015); Raettig et al. (2021) have shown that
such vortices concentrate dust grains effectively, pro-
vided they form in the first place. Indeed, their sim-
ulations are first evolved without dust to allow the pure
gas COS to create a large-scale vortex. This process
likely involves the break-up of COS-induced zonal flows
(Latter 2016; TL21). If zonal flows are a prerequisite
to vortex formation, our results suggest that the disk
cannot be too dusty initially (i.e., € < 0.1). We spec-
ulate that COS-assisted planetesimal formation should
be more relevant to dust-poor disk regions.

7.4. Caveats and outlook

Our models adopt the minimal geometry for the COS:
axisymmetric and unstratified. These simplifications
need to be relaxed in the future.

Equating our horizontal box sizes to ~ H in a corre-
sponding global disk, zonal flows in our simulations are
narrow, with widths ~ 0.1H, and even smaller in the
dust. Such structures are likely unstable to the Rossby
Wave Instability (RWI, Lovelace et al. 1999; Li et al.
2000) and its dusty analogs (Liu & Bai 2023), leading
to vortex formation (Li et al. 2001). On the other hand,
we find COS zonal flows are dynamic and internally tur-
bulent. It is unclear how vortex formation by RWI-like
processes would be affected, particularly for dusty zonal
flows. This will need to be studied using models includ-
ing the azimuthal direction.

Our unstratified disk models, with |z| < 0.25H,, apply
to the gas since a stratified gas disk has a Gaussian
distribution with scale height H,. Thus, the gas density
drop over our vertical domain is negligible. On the other
hand, in a weakly turbulent disk, the expected dust scale
height is given by

Hq _ M,?Teddy, (51)

H, St
where M, is the average vertical Mach number and 7eqqy
is the eddy turnover timescale normalized by Q! (e.g.
Lin 2019). For St = 0.1, M, ~ 0.02 as measured our
fiducial run, and taking Teqay S 1 gives Hyg < 0.06H,.
That is, the dust should be stratified. Future simula-
tions should thus include vertical gravity, at least on
the dust (M. Lehmann & M.-K. Lin, in preparation).

However, stratification adds significant complexity as
it enables a plethora of other instabilities. This in-
cludes the gaseous VSI and generalizations of the COS
(Lehmann & Lin 2023; Klahr et al. 2023; Klahr 2024),
as well as drag instabilities such as the Dust Settling
Instability (Krapp et al. 2020) and the Vertically Shear-
ing Streaming Instability (Lin 2021). As preparation
for such a study, it is perhaps worth first investigat-
ing the impact of vertical domain size and, particularly,
boundary conditions on the COS within the unstratified
setting.

Finally, the Boussinesq approximation requires that
gas velocities remain subsonic and density perturba-
tions remain small. This is expected for COS-driven
turbulence since they comprise inertial waves, which
are locally incompressible (Balbus 2003). We thus do
not expect dust dynamics (which responds primarily to
pressure variations) to be significantly affected on small
scales.

On the other hand, simulating the COS across a more
significant portion of the global disk, or in 3D where
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vortex formation occurs and would launch spiral den-
sity waves, requires a compressible treatment as these
are expected to significantly modify the underlying disk
structure (Lehmann & Lin 2024).

8. SUMMARY

In this paper, we conduct high-resolution spectral sim-
ulations of the COS in a dusty PPD. We adopt the con-
ventional Boussinesq shearing box framework for study-
ing convection in a local disk patch. We add dust as
a second, pressureless fluid coupled to the gas via drag
forces. Our fiducial setup considers a relatively steep
entropy gradient with a squared buoyancy frequency
N? = —0.102, weak thermal diffusion with Peclet num-
ber Pe ~ 1600, and large grains with Stokes number
St = 0.1 and a dust-to-gas mass ratio ¢ = 0.01. We
fix the Reynolds number to Re = 10°, equivalent to
an « viscosity of 107° in our setup, which sets the gas
viscosity and dust diffusion coefficients.

In the limit of negligible dust feedback, our setup pro-
duces quasi-steady zonal flows (pressure bumps) that
concentrate dust to ~ 10 times its initial density. The
internal turbulence of zonal flows limits concentration.
Concentration factors typically decrease when feedback
is included or upon increasing the initial e. We find max-
imum dust-to-gas ratios ~ 0.2, after which zonal flows
weaken. When initialized with € = 0.1, we find zonal
flows are suppressed. We interpret these as a result of

the positive dust AMF offsetting the negative gas AMF
needed to form zonal flows.

We also find that a background dust drift, usually at-
tributed to a global radial pressure gradient, strongly
reduces the dust-trapping capability of COS-produced
zonal flows. This is due to the weak pressure pertur-
bations associated with zonal flows compared to typical
values of the global radial pressure gradients. However,
this gradient cannot be too small as it also sets the disk’s
buoyancy response, which is responsible for driving the
COS in the first place.

We conclude that COS-driven zonal flows are not di-
rectly conducive to triggering planetesimal formation.
However, relaxing the unstratified and axisymmetric ap-
proximations, thereby allowing dust settling and vortex
formation, respectively, will be necessary to assess the
impact of the COS in a realistic disk.
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APPENDIX

A. TERMINAL VELOCITY APPROXIMATION

We can simplify the relative velocity equation (Eq. 17) when St < 1. In this limit, applicable to dust tightly coupled
to the gas, the relative dust-gas drift is expected to be small. We thus neglect terms quadratic in Av. We further
assume that dust reaches terminal velocity following the gas

0A
92 | (v - V) Av = 0. (A1)
ot
We are then left with
Y . 2 (1+e¢) 2.4 204
(Av - V) vy = 2QAv, & — aAva +vaVAY — —Av + VW = 2prQ°2 + N 0Z. (A2)
TS

Without dissipation (vg = 0), Eq. A2 is an algebraic equation for the components of Aw that, in principle, can be
solved explicitly. Here, we instead assume the expansion

Av = AvOSt + AvWSt2 ... (A3)

which vanishes as St — 0 as expected on physical grounds. Inserting this into Eq. A2, we find at zeroth order in St:

Av® = % (VW —2prQ& + N20%) , (Ad)
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which corresponds to the classical terminal velocity approximation (e.g. Lovascio & Paardekooper 2019) with the
addition of radial buoyancy.
At order St, we find:

Q
AvM = % {l/dva’U(O) - EAU;O)Q — Av®). va} , (AD)
where we have used the fact that AUZ(/O) = 0 at all times for axisymmetric flow.

Next, we insert the TVA to simplify the drag term on the RHS of Eq. 14, so that

iAv —ef) [A'U(O) + Av(l)St}

Ts
Q
= fa (VW — 2prQ%& + N202) + St fa {udv2m<0> - EAU;% — Av®. va} . (A6)
The gas-based formulation with the TVA consists of Egs. 13—15, Eq. 20, with Eq. A6 replacing the dust-gas drag
term. The evolutionary equation for Awv (17) is then dropped.

A.1l. TVA equilibrium
In the TVA, the equilibrium velocities are given by

2Ste
Vg (1 4 6)2 UTQ, (A?)
€
Uy = T enrQ, (A8)
2
Av, = — 1 ite nre, (A9)
St?
Av, = mnrﬁ, (A10)

while the equilibrium vertical velocities remain zero, vy, = Av, = 0. The above TVA equilibrium can be obtained
from Egs. 21—26 by setting St> — 0 in the denominators. Note that

A = —2f,nrQ, (A11)
Avl) = fnrQ, (A12)
while Avg(cl) = Avéo) =0.
A.2. Linearized drag forces in the TVA
Linearizing the drag force under the TVA (Eq. A6) yields

2 2
5 <EA”> — (1 - ”dkﬂfgs’t) (kW + N266&) — 2902 f2 (1 + ”dkdet) Seds

s Q
- %St fafaiko WG + StyrQ? 2 (fy — fa) 6egy — %St fafeN2009 — ik, StfaAv 6w, (A13)

where we used
SAV) = 2rQf25ed + % (ik6W + N260%) . (A14)

Inserting the above into the linearized gas momentum equation (Eq. 35), we obtain

z/dedet

vak? faSt Sei
O €T

Q
00Vg + ikyVer 0V = 2000, T — 56vgmgj — fe (1 + )

) (ik6W + N260&) — 2nrQ> f2 (1 +

1 1
— St feikzdW g + StnrQ? f2 (fo — fa) deg — 55t faN260y — ik, St fa Av\V dv, — vk?Sv,.
(A15)
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Figure 20. Same as Fig. 1 but in the terminal velocity approximation.

A.3. COS and SI in the TVA

We demonstrate the utility and limitations of the TVA by recomputing the linear COS and SI modes presented in
§3 under the TVA. We solve the same linearized equations as in that section but replace the gas momentum equation
with Eq. A15 and drop the relative drift equation.

Fig. 20 shows results for the COS and are almost indistinguishable from the full treatment (Fig. 1). For ¢y = 1,
growth rates are underestimated in the TVA and modes with 3 < K, < 15 are entirely missed. This indicates that
the TVA is only appropriate for modeling COS at low dust abundances.

On the other hand, Fig. 21 shows results for the SI, and while the most unstable modes are reproduced (cf. Fig.
2), spurious modes also appear in the TVA as the ‘triangle’ region to the left, which are absent in the full treatment;
see Fig. 2. (We find these spurious modes vanish in the isothermal limit with small Pe.) Although one expects the
most unstable modes — which are correctly captured by the TVA — to dominate, these spurious modes may pollute
simulations over long timescales. Thus, the TVA is not recommended for simulating the SI, unless the spurious modes

can be filtered out, e.g. by choosing the appropriate domain size.

B. CODE TEST

We test our implementation of the gas-based equations (13—15, 17, and 20) in the DEDALUS code by comparing
the growth rates of the COS and SI obtained from the simulations and that from linear theory (§3). We also test
an implementation with the TVA, in which case the dust-gas drag term in Eq. 14 is replaced by Eq. A6, and the
linearized gas momentum equation (35) is replaced by Eq. A15.

We consider the same disk parameters as that in §3 and Figs. 1 — 2. The simulations are initialized with a
linear eigenmode with wavenumbers K, ., and its amplitude normalized such that the azimuthal velocity perturbation
dv, = 107%¢,. We choose the box size to be one wavelength in each direction, i.e. L, . = (2r/K, .) H,. For the
COS, we choose K, = 1 and K, = v/Pe ~ 40 (0 = 0.01) and K, = 20 (¢g = 1). For the SI, we set K, = 80 and
K, =20. We use N, = N, = 64 spectral modes in each direction. For the full treatment, we use a dealising factor
of 3/2, while for the TVA runs, we use a factor of 2 because of the higher degree of nonlinearity in the drag term.
We remark that, although there are fewer TVA equations, the simulations did not run faster than the full treatment
because of the higher complexity of the TVA equations and the larger dealiasing factor employed. For these tests, we
set the maximum time step to 0.17;.

Fig. 22 shows the evolution of the maximum magnitude of gas velocity perturbations for the COS. For ¢y = 0.01 (left
panel), there is a negligible difference between theoretical growth rates obtained from the TVA and exact treatment; we
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Figure 21. Same as Fig. 2 but in the terminal velocity approximation.
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Figure 22. Linear growth of the COS simulated by DEDALUS (lines), compared with analytic growth rates (asterisks). Dust
drag is treated via the full differential velocity equation (blue solid) or the TVA (orange dashed). Left panel: a dust-poor disk
with eg = 0.01 (only the exact analytic growth rate is shown since it is similar to the TVA value); right panel: a dust-rich disk
with ¢g = 1.

thus only plot the latter for clarity. The simulation growth rates, in either case, are in close agreement with theoretical
expectations.

The right panel Fig. 22 compares growth rates for the COS with ¢y = 1, which is weakened by dust feedback.
Theoretical growth rates are again reproduced. However, the TVA underestimates growth rates by a factor of ~ 2.4.
Fig. 23 shows the corresponding results for the SI. Here, TVA growth rates are marginally larger than the exact
treatment, but simulation and theoretical values again agree.

For completeness, Table 1 compares the theoretical growth rates to that obtained from the DEDALUS runs. For the
COS with g = 0.01 and ¢y = 1, the simulation growth rates are measured between ¢ € [0, 50] Py, and ¢ € [0, 300] Py,
respectively. For the SI run, we measure growth rates between ¢ € [0,20]P,,. Our code implementation accurately
reproduces theoretical growth rates with a maximum relative error of O(107%).
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Figure 23. Linear growth of the SI simulated by DEDALUS (lines), compared with analytic growth rates (asterisks). Dust drag

is treated via the full differential velocity equation (blue solid) or the TVA (orange dashed).

Table 1. Selected growth rates of unstable modes.
TVA

Exact
theory simulation theory simulation
8.928487565399063e-03  8.928510894888546e-03  8.905393949389773e-03  8.905379670248154e-03
2.003292402239390e-03  2.003276214949109e-03  8.406434890964416e-04  8.406249376883315e-04

COS (eo = 0.01)
4.333622586208401e-02  4.337942195298779%-02 4.391189786778842e-02 4.390035549322855e-02

COS (e = 1)
SI

Mode

102
—Nyx X N,=512 x 256
Ny X N; =1024 x 512
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Figure 24. Maximum dust concentration factors at different resolutions, using the fiducial setup for the physical parameters

(85.1).
C. RESOLUTION STUDY
Here, we perform lower-

Our fiducial resolution of N, x N, = 2048 x 1024 is limited by computational cost.
resolution runs to test for convergence. Fig. 24 compares the fiducial run in §5.1 to that with half and a quarter of

the resolution. Convergence is largely attained at NV, x N, = 1024 x 512, while even lower resolutions yield notably

reduced concentrations deep in the nonlinear regime (¢ 2 300P).
D. DUSTY ANGULAR MOMENTUM FLUX IN THE LINEAR REGIME

We derive the AMF associated with linear dust velocity fluctuations in the limit of € — 0, i.e., no feedback. That
is, the flux induced by COS perturbations. We make use of the linearized horizontal gas momentum equations for the
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standard, inviscid COS:
06Vg = 2Q0vgy — (1k6W + N266) (D16)

Q
00Vgy = —aévgaj, (D17)

which may be obtained from Eq. 35 by neglecting drag terms, the background radial flow, and viscosity. These
equations apply to axisymmetric, inviscid gas dynamics; only when we evaluate o do we specialize in the COS. It is
convenient to write

o= (s —iw), (D18)

where s and w are real, dimensionless growth rates and frequencies, respectively.

The average gas AMF for linear perturbations of the form in Eq. 33, is given by F, = 3 Re (dvg,0v,), where
denotes the complex conjugate, and similarly for the dust AMF, Fy. (These definitions differ from TL21 by a factor
of four, which is immaterial to the discussion below.) Using Eq. D17, we obtain

*

Fy = —s|0vg,|”. (D19)

For unstable COS modes, s > 0, and thus F, is always negative, as discussed by TL21.
We next calculate the average dust AMF, Fy = %Re (5vdz5v3y). We will make use of the TVA in the limit of zero
feedback:

§Av, = 7 (ika W + N266) (D20)

to O(7s). This can be obtained from Eqs. A3 and A14 by setting ¢ — 0 and hence fy — 1. Using dvqy = 0vgy + 0AV,
and the fact that dvgy = dvgy in the TVA, we have

dvdz Vg, = 0V 0Vy, + TsOVg, (ik‘méW + Nfé@) ,
= Vg2 0V, + Ts0Vg, (2Q00gy — 06V, ) - (D21)

where we used Eq. D20 and D16 for the first and second equality, respectively. We then use Eq. D17 to eliminate
0vge and multiply by a half to obtain

1 N 1 " o? 2
§5de5vdy = iévglévgy +St {1+ %) [dvgy|”

Finally, taking the real part gives

Fy = Fy + St (1452 — w?) [0vg,|? (D22)
=[St (1+s* —w?) — 5] |5vgy\2 .
For nearly stationary modes with s?, w? < 1, we have Fy ~ F, + St|dvg,|?, which is equivalent to Eq. 48 in the main

text?.
The total AMF, F' = F, + eFy, can be written as

F=(1+4¢F;+eSt(1+ 2 —w?) [dvg,|”. (D23)
The COS corresponds to destabilized inertial waves, which have |w| < 1. Then, the second term is always positive,

though smaller in magnitude compared to the first term because €, St < 1. The total AMF is, therefore, still negative.

3 The factor of two difference stems from the fact that dvgy, here
is the complex amplitude of the perturbation, while that in Eq.
48 is the complete perturbation.
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D.1. Low frequency limit

For the COS, growth rates s < 1 since these are of O(|N2|/Q?). Then in the low frequency limit with |w| < 1, we
have

Fy = (St—s) |<5vgy|2 (low frequency limit). (D24)

The dust AMF is thus positive (outward) if St > s. This is the regime in our simulations with s < O(1072) but
St = 0.1. Notice also |Fyq/Fg| = |St/s — 1|, implying |F4| ~ 10|Fy|, as observed in simulations (Fig. 16).

Furthermore, if we equate the fluxes accounting for the dust-to-gas ratios, i.e., set |eFyq| = |Fy|, then the critical
dust-to-gas ratio for the dust to affect the gas AMF is € ~ 0.1. This is roughly consistent with our simulations where
zonal flows are suppressed at this e.

D.2. High frequency limit
On the other hand, for high-frequency modes w? — 1, so

Fg=—(1-Sts)s \5vgy|2 (high frequency limit), (D25)

which is generally negative because St, s < 1.
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