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ABSTRACT

It has been suggested that star-forming galaxies may host a substantial, dark reservoir of gas in the

form of planetary-mass molecular clouds that are so cold that H2 can condense. Here we investigate

the process of tidal disruption of such “snow clouds” by close passage of field stars. We construct a

suite of simulations using the hydrodynamic formalism introduced by Carter and Luminet, and use

it to explore the properties of the resulting tidal debris. The debris streams are tiny structures that

are highly over-pressured relative to the ambient ISM. They are also unusual in their composition —

initially consisting of cold, gaseous He together with H2 “snowballs” that may be as much as a metre

in size. Each stream expands and cools and is subsequently shocked as it ploughs through the ISM;

the snowballs are gradually eroded by the shocked gas. Snowballs streaming through the shocked

ISM create microstructured plasma that is somewhat reminiscent of the “scattering screens” revealed

by radio-wave scintillation studies. However, the tidal disruption rate is too low to account for the

observed number of scattering screens if, as we assume here, the stars and clouds have no prior physical

association so that disruptions occur as a result of chance encounters between stars and clouds.

Keywords: Interstellar medium (847) — Hydrodynamics (1963) — Molecular clouds (1072) — Plasma

clouds (1262) — Interstellar scattering (854)

1. INTRODUCTION

It is a well-established idea that a reservoir of dark

gas may help to explain the observed properties of star-

forming galaxies (Pfenniger et al. 1994), and many stud-

ies have been undertaken with a view to constraining,

or uncovering, interstellar gas in hard-to-see forms (e.g.

Grenier et al. 2005; Planck Collaboration et al. 2011;

Langer et al. 2014; Allen et al. 2015; Murray et al. 2018;

Madden et al. 2020; Siebenmorgen 2023). As originally

pointed out by Pfenniger & Combes (1994), gas clouds

that are simultaneously cold and dense will lie close

to the H2 phase equilibrium curve, and it is therefore

likely that they contain hydrogen in condensed form:

the hypothesised reservoir ought to be made up of “snow

clouds”.

Despite being a material that has been extensively

studied in the laboratory (e.g. Silvera 1980), solid H2
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in the interstellar environment has not been much ex-

plored. That is because the pure form of the solid is

expected to sublimate rapidly (Field 1969; Greenberg &

de Jong 1969), and was therefore thought to be of no

practical relevance. However, recent developments have

changed the outlook for solid H2. First, in the ISM the

solid is expected to charge-up; the resulting electric field

increases the binding energy of the molecules, and the

sublimation rate can be many orders of magnitude below

that of the pure solid (Walker 2013). Secondly, quan-

tum mechanical calculations have demonstrated that

solid H2 is expected to be rich in spectral features: it

has been suggested to be the carrier of the major mid-

infrared bands of the ISM (Lin et al. 2011), and it has

also been suggested to be the carrier of the many op-

tical absorption lines known as the Diffuse Interstellar

Bands (Walker 2022). And thirdly, it has been recog-

nised that the interstellar object 1I/‘Oumuamua (Meech

et al. 2017) might be principally composed of solid H2

(Füglistaler & Pfenniger 2018; Seligman & Laughlin

2020).

These developments motivate theoretical exploration

of the possible astrophysical manifestations of both solid
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H2 and the sort of clouds within which H2 can con-

dense. Structural models of spherically symmetric H2

snow clouds yield masses in the planetary range, and

radii comparable to those of planetary orbits (Walker &

Wardle 2019). Thus although the model clouds are well-

defined entities, with a hard outer edge, they do have

much lower volume-/column-densities than planets and

stars, and that makes them vulnerable to collisions.

At the hypersonic speeds that are expected inside

galaxy halos, physical collisions are destructive and

clouds that have a low column-density will almost all

be wiped out over the course of a Hubble time (Ger-

hard & Silk 1996). That constraint was investigated

by Walker (1999), who found that a dark halo initially

made entirely of snow clouds evolves under the influ-

ence of collisions to yield a specific, power-law relation-

ship between the visible mass content and rotation speed

of a galaxy. Using published data, Walker (1999) fur-

ther demonstrated that real galaxies do indeed follow

the predicted relationship, thus providing a physical ba-

sis for the Tully-Fisher relation1 of star-forming galax-

ies. Matching the model to data allowed Walker (1999)

to determine the mean column-density of the individual

clouds: ⟨Σ⟩ ≡ Mc/πR
2
c ≃ 140 g cm−2, where Mc and Rc

denote a typical cloud mass and radius, respectively.

If snow clouds and stars are both present then an-

other two-body process comes into play: tidal disrup-

tion of clouds by stars. This process is expected to occur

with a much larger cross-section than physical collisions

between these two species (see §6.3). Tidal disruption

events (TDEs) provide a second, separate pathway to

destruction for snow clouds — a pathway that becomes

increasingly important as the number-density of stars in-

creases. We therefore have the possibility of interstellar

gas in potentially unusual kinematic and morphological

forms.

As one possible example of the latter: Wang et al.

(2021) discovered five, rapidly scintillating radio sources

all in a line. They inferred that those sources are seen

through a long, thin plasma filament, and suggested that

the filament could have arisen as the result of tidal dis-

ruption of a snow cloud by a star.

In respect of the kinematics of the debris we are in-

terested in both the individual characteristics and the

ensemble of all collision products, because 21cm line ob-

servations constrain the amount of atomic gas that is

1 It is now widely accepted that a relationship between visible mass
and circular speed does indeed underlie the Tully-Fisher rela-
tion. Ironically, the name “Baryonic Tully-Fisher Relation” is
now commonly used for the visible-mass:circular-speed relation,
following McGaugh et al. (2000).

moving at high speeds relative to the local standard of

rest (LSR) (Dickey & Lockman 1990; Wakker & van Wo-

erden 1997). It is possible that snow cloud tidal debris

could constitute a portion of the intermediate-velocity

cloud (IVC) population that is thought to occupy the

lower Galactic Halo (Lehner et al. 2022).

In this paper we explore the process of snow-cloud

tidal disruption by stars. As part of our exploration

we simulate a suite of TDEs, using the “affine” for-

malism introduced by Carter & Luminet (1982, 1983,

1985). While the affine description was initially devel-

oped to study the problem of stars being disrupted by

black holes (see also Khokhlov et al. 1993; Casalvieri

et al. 2006), after a few straightforward adjustments we

show that it is equally useful for describing snow clouds

disrupted by stars. The main advantage of the affine ap-

proach is that computational demands for a given sim-

ulation are modest when compared to, say, smoothed-

particle hydrodynamics (e.g. Price 2012; Lodato et al.

2020); as a result we are able to build a library of simu-

lations with a wide range of initial conditions, and thus

study both individual and statistical properties of the

collision products.

This paper is structured as follows. Section 2 de-

scribes the snow-cloud structural model that we take as

an initial condition for our affine calculations of TDEs.

The basics of tidal disruption theory are described in

Section 3, as is the affine model itself, together with

some specifics relating to our numerical implementa-

tion. Models of TDEs typically assume that the dis-

rupted body is initially weakly gravitationally bound to

the disruptor, so that the initial orbit can be approx-

imated by a parabola. We, on the other hand, con-

sider unbound (hyperbolic) orbits and these populate

a two-dimensional parameter space. Illustrative exam-

ples of individual events are shown in Section 4, where

we evolve a small number of models of clouds swing-

ing past a star with specified initial velocity and impact

parameter. A library of simulations, covering a dense

grid in the two-dimensional parameter space of initial

orbits, is constructed and described in Section 5. All

of our simulations are undertaken with the stellar mass

fixed at M⋆ = 1 M⊙. The simulation library serves as

input for statistical summaries, such as the kinematics

of cloud debris streams, with results given in Section

6. Section 7 describes the likely evolution of a typical

debris stream as it moves through the diffuse ISM, and

in Section 8 we consider possible connections to known

astrophysical phenomena. Section 9 discusses some key

issues that remain outstanding, and we wrap up with

summary and conclusions in Section 10.
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2. CLOUD HYDROSTATICS

In this first investigation of the tidal disruption of

snow clouds, our main goal is to illustrate the general

characteristics of the collision products for a single, sim-

plified cloud model. That goal requires us to construct

a large number of simulations covering a range of star-

cloud impact parameters and relative velocities, so com-

putation speed is important. Consequently (for reasons

explained in §3.1) we adopt a single polytropic equa-

tion of state (EOS) with P = Kργ , for fluid pressure

P and density ρ, given constants K and γ = 1 + 1/n,

with n being the polytropic index. The structural mod-

els of snow clouds presented by Walker & Wardle (2019)

are also polytropic in the central regions of the cloud,

where the partial pressure of H2 is sub-saturated, and

in those models it is the core that carries most of the

mass. We therefore follow Walker & Wardle (2019) and

employ an EOS that describes adiabatic convection in

an effectively-monatomic, ideal gas — namely a poly-

trope with index n = 3/2. But in our model that EOS

applies throughout the whole cloud.

Although a wide range of snow cloud parameters may

yield physically acceptable models, for the purposes of

the present paper we seek a single, representative model.

We therefore impose the following macroscopic require-

ments:

(i) The selected cloud mass is Mc = 3 × 10−5 M⊙.

This value is the centre of the preferred mass range

identified by Tuntsov & Walker (2022) from con-

sideration of the lensing characteristics of a cos-

mological population of dense gas clouds.

(ii) As discussed in the Introduction, the mean cloud

column-density is fixed at ⟨Σ⟩ ≃ 140 g cm−2,

as determined by Walker (1999) from fitting to
the observed properties of star-forming galaxies.

Thus, for the mass specified in (i) we require a

cloud radius Rc ≃ 0.78 AU.

For a polytrope with n = 3/2 to yield these values of

mass and radius we require (see, for example, Walker &

Wardle 2019) a central density of ≈ 5.4× 10−11 g cm−3

and a central pressure of ≈ 9.9×10−3 dyne cm−2. Again

following Walker & Wardle (2019), we assume that the

composition, by mass, is 75% H2 and 25% helium (no

metals), so these values of central pressure and density

correspond to a central temperature of approximately

5.1 K. That is substantially lower than the central tem-

peratures of the models presented by Walker & Wardle

(2019) – which range from 23 K to 100 K – and there-

fore the fluid in our models has a central sound speed

(cs ≃ 0.18 km s−1) that is smaller by a factor of 2 to 5.
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Figure 1. Initial density profile, ρ(r) (upper panel), and
speed-of-sound, cs(r) (lower panel), as functions of radius
for the hydrostatic model adopted in this work: a polytrope
of index n = 3/2, with mass Mc = 3 × 10−5 M⊙ and radius
Rc = 0.777 AU.

Readers should bear in mind this difference when, later,

we consider the expansion of the debris stream, because

the sound speed sets the free-expansion rate of the fluid.

Figure 1 shows the density and sound speed of the fluid,

for our model, as a function of radius within the cloud.

3. TIDAL DISRUPTION THEORY

The strength of a tidal encounter with periastron dis-

tance Rp is often quantified via the dimensionless pa-

rameter η, defined through

η2 =
Mc

M⋆

(
Rp

Rc

)3

≈
(

Mc

3× 10−5M⊙

)(
Rp

32Rc

)3(
M⊙

M⋆

)
(1)

(e.g. Rees 1988; Kochanek 1994). Disruption occurs if

η is less than some critical value that depends on the

hydrostatic model of the disruptee. For an n = 3/2

polytrope, for instance, Carter & Luminet (1983) find

ηcrit ≈ 1.2 for parabolic orbits. This implies that,

for a solar-mass star interacting with the model cloud

described in the previous section, impact parameters

b ≲ 28 AU should lead to disruption. As we will see,
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that is broadly in agreement with our numerical inves-

tigations (§3.4), which are primarily concerned with hy-

perbolic (unbound) orbits but which extend down to

the parabolic limit. For hyperbolic orbits the cloud is

moving faster than for a parabolic orbit with the same

periastron, so there is less time for the tidal forces to

effect distortions and a closer approach is required in

order to disrupt the cloud.

3.1. Affine cloud model

In general, fully-fledged hydrodynamics codes are

needed to describe the complex flows that arise in TDEs,

such as shocks and accretion disk formation (see Table

1 in Lodato et al. 2020 for a survey on numerical ap-

proaches to TDEs). But in this paper we do not wish

to examine the detailed properties of the fluid flows but,

rather, to form statistical summaries of various aspects

of the debris streams. Moreover, there is no fall-back

and accretion in our circumstance, because the orbits

are hyperbolic. Thus for our purposes a simpler treat-

ment suffices, and we therefore adopt the semi-analytic

affine model of Carter & Luminet (1982, 1983, 1985).

The affine approach builds on the incompressible mod-

els of Chandrasekhar (1963), tracking ellipsoidal con-

tours of constant density that are allowed to undergo

three-dimensional deformations under a time-dependent

matrix. In general, one may consider an infinitesimal

fluid parcel of the cloud located at coordinates xi, in

a Cartesian system oriented about the centre-of-mass

(COM) of the star. We introduce Lagrangian displace-

ments ri(x, t), measuring the position of the fluid parcel

relative to the COM of the cloud, through

xi = Xi + ri, (2)

where X = X(t) is the position of the COM of the

cloud. The key assumption of the affine model is that

fluid parcels are not permitted to mix within the cloud,

though the time dynamics are maintained at the fully

non-linear level. More precisely, r is assumed to be lin-

early, though dynamically, related to the position of the

same fluid parcel prior to deformation of the cloud (rep-

resented by tildes) through

ri = qij(t) r̃j , (3)

where we employ the Einstein convention of summing

over repeated indices. The nine components of q are

constrained by the Euler and continuity equations, and

by the EOS of the fluid that makes up the cloud (Carter

& Luminet 1983). We neglect reflex motion of the star,

because M⋆ ≫ Mc, so that we do not need to recentre

the coordinate system at each time step during numeri-

cal implementation.

The size and shape of the cloud at any time are fully

described by the lengths of the three principal axes of the

ellipsoid, which we designate l1, l2, l3, with l1 ≥ l2 ≥ l3;

these are denoted (though without hierarchy) by ai in

Carter & Luminet (1983). Relative to the initial cloud

radius, their values can be obtained from the “configura-

tion matrix”, S, defined by Sij ≡ qikqjk: the squares of

the lengths of the principal axes are given by the eigen-

values of S (Luminet & Carter 1986). To fully describe

the shape of our deformed model cloud requires informa-

tion on two axis ratios, but as far as shape goes we are

mainly interested in characterising the general appear-

ance of the debris to a distant observer: is it elongated

(“cigar shaped”) or flattened (“disk-like”)? To differ-

entiate between these two types of debris we make use

of the ratio of the longest axis to the root-mean-square

of the shorter axes: Mrms ≡ l1
√

2/(l22 + l23). Under

this definition: Mrms ∼ 1 for roughly spherical bod-

ies (l1 ∼ l2 ∼ l3); Mrms ∼
√
2 for flattened, disk-like

structures (l1 ∼ l2 ≫ l3); and, Mrms ≫ 1 for highly

elongated streams (l1 ≫ l2 ≳ l3).

Conservation of mass implies that the fluid density

obeys a simple geometric relation (Luminet & Carter

1986):

ρ(r, t) =
ρ̃[q−1(t) · r]
|det q(t)|

. (4)

The density distribution of the deformed cloud can

therefore be anticipated immediately from its size and

shape, because the radial profile simply follows that

of the original hydrostatic equilibrium — as shown in

Fig. 1.

The COM trajectory and evolution equations for q(t)

follow from the Euler-Lagrange equations, with the La-

grangian made up of contributions from the internal en-

ergetics (LI), the “external” (COM) energetics (LE),
and the tidal coupling (LC) (Carter & Luminet 1985):

L = LI + LE + LC . (5)

The internal Lagrangian is given by LI = TI −
Ω − U , with kinetic energy TI , and potential terms

related to self-gravity and to pressure. The ki-

netic energy can be expressed as TI = 1
2M̃ q̇ij q̇ij ,

where M̃ is the scalar-quadrupole moment of the

hydrostatic equilibrium state, evaluated from M̃ ≡
1
3

∫
dM r̃kr̃k. The self-gravity term, obtained from

Poisson’s equation via a Green’s function, is Ω =

− 1
2G

∫∫
dM dM ′ [(ri − r′i) (ri − r′i)]

−1/2
, while U is the

internal energy of the fluid:

dU = −Π
d (det q)

det q
+ Q̇dt. (6)
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Here Π =
∫
dV P is the (perturbed) volume-integrated

pressure, and Q̇ (zero, in our case) describes the injec-

tion of heat (e.g. from nuclear reactions; Carter & Lu-

minet 1982) or dissipation. The virial theorem ensures

that Ω̃ = −3Π̃ (e.g. Carter & Luminet 1985) which can

be used to fully eliminate pressure terms since

Π(t) =

∫
dV Kργ

= K

∫
(dṼ det q)

[
ρ̃γ (det q)

−γ
]

= K (det q)
1−γ

∫
dṼ ρ̃γ

= Π̃ (det q)
1−γ

(7)

for a polytrope (see equation 9 in Casalvieri et al. 2006).

Thus for a polytropic model we can evaluate Π(t) di-

rectly from q(t), with no additional calculation, and it

is primarily because of this simplification that we have

employed a polytropic EOS.

The second term on the right-hand-side of (5) expands

to LE = TE − McΦ⋆, where Φ⋆ = −GM⋆/
√
XiXi is

the gravitational potential due to the star, and the ki-

netic energy is TE = 1
2McẊiẊi. These two terms ac-

count for the dynamics of the COM of the cloud in

the gravitational field of the star. The third contri-

bution to the total Lagrangian is the tidal coupling,

LC = 1
2M̃Cij qikqjk, where C is the Hessian of the stel-

lar gravitational potential,

Cij = − ∂2Φ⋆

∂Xi∂Xj
. (8)

Introducing the gravitational self-energy tensor, Ωij =

−qjk∂Ω/∂qik, Carter & Luminet (1983) derive the over-

all equations of motion as2

M̃ q̈ij = M̃Cik qkj +Π
(
q−1

)
ji
+Ωik

(
q−1

)
jk

, (9)

and

McẌi = −Mc
∂Φ⋆

∂Xi
+

1

2
M̃ qℓjqkj

∂Cℓk

∂Xi
. (10)

The three terms appearing in (9) represent nondissipa-

tive contributions due to the tidal field, internal pres-

sure, and self-gravity of the cloud, respectively. The

system is closed by specifying an EOS for the fluid —

polytropic, in our case, see §2. Equation (10) describes

the acceleration of the COM of the cloud in the gravita-

tional field of the star, accounting for the non-zero size

2 Luminet & Carter (1986) show how one may also include a vis-
cous term in the above to properly handle shock fronts (essen-
tially through a negative Q̇). We ignore that complication here.
Note also a typo in the indices in the second term on the right
hand side of equation (3.17) in Carter & Luminet (1983).

of the cloud. Except near periastron, the second term

on the right-hand side of equation (10) is small.

In its current form equation (9) is rather unwieldy,

mostly because of the self-gravity term which does not,

in general, admit a closed-form solution. The Green’s

function can, however, be evaluated in terms of simpler

elliptic integrals for affine clouds (e.g. Chandrasekhar

1987). Using this fact together with (7), equation (9)

reduces to

q̈ij = Cikqkj + (γ − 1) Ψ̃ (det q)
1−γ (

q−1
)
ji

− 3

2
(γ − 1) Ψ̃

∫ ∞

0

dµ
(S + µI)−1

ki√
det (S + µI)

qkj ,
(11)

where Ψ = U/M is constant in the absence of dissipa-

tion and heat injection, so we have set Ψ = Ψ̃ in equation

(11). The kernel of the integral over the dummy vari-

able µ involves the configuration matrix S, introduced

earlier (Sij = qikqjk), and the identity I.

We have now fully specified the problem: one must

simultaneously solve the non-linear system of 9 trans-

formation equations (11) for the components qij and the

three equations (10) for Xi simultaneously, for a given

polytropic cloud with particular values of the initial po-

sition and velocity. In practice the number of equations

(11) that need to be solved can be reduced from 9 to

5, without loss of generality, if we restrict attention to

orbits in a fixed plane, as the dynamics perpendicular

to the orbital plane decouple from the in-plane dynam-

ics (Luminet & Carter 1986), at least for irrotational

clouds.

If the orbit of the cloud was followed inward from ra-

dial infinity at t = 0 then initial conditions qij(0) = δij
and q̇ij(0) = 0 would be appropriate; however, it is

not necessary to follow the evolution numerically when

the separation between cloud and star is very large. In

that regime the tidal tensor is tiny, so the cloud is only

slightly distorted away from a sphere, and the linearised

equations admit an analytic quasi-static solution when

the evolution is slow compared to the free-fall time of

the cloud, τff (defined in §3.4):

qij(t) ≈ δij +
5

4

M̃
Π̃

Cij(t) (12)

(Carter & Luminet 1983). Furthermore, in this regime

the COM trajectory is well approximated by that of a

point mass, so Xi(t) is easily evaluated for any speci-

fied impact parameter and relative velocity, with Cij(t)

and qij(t) following. The linear approximation (12) thus

allows us to specify the initial conditions, qij(0) and

q̇ij(0), for the fully non-linear evolution at any desired

star-cloud separation for which the linearised solution

remains a good approximation.
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3.2. The tidal impulse approximation

The star-cloud interactions under consideration in this

paper cover the two-dimensional space of impact param-

eter, b, and initial relative velocity, ui, with the restric-

tion that orbits should be unbound (hyperbolic) because

the cloud and star are assumed to (initially) have no

physical association. This situation is quite different to

the parabolic orbit assumption that is commonly em-

ployed in TDE studies, for which the family of distinct

orbits is described by a single parameter (the perias-

tron distance). As a guide to the likely outcomes in our,

larger parameter space, it is useful to have a simplified

analytic solution of the affine model, as follows.

Clouds in hyperbolic orbits move at high speeds in

comparison with those in parabolic orbits (having the

same periastron distance), so a natural simplification is

to treat the tidal forces as impulses acting on a spher-

ical cloud. In that case the second and third terms on

the right-hand side of equation (11) cancel, because the

structure is as per the hydrostatic equilibrium, and we

can integrate over time to obtain

q̇ij =

∫
Cij dt, (13)

having used qij = δij (cf. equation 12).

Restricting attention to orbits in the plane z = 0

permits further simplification without loss of generality,

and the tidal tensor for that case is given in Luminet &

Carter (1986); four of the six off-diagonal components

of C are zero. If we now neglect the deflection of the

cloud COM by the gravitational field of the star then

the position is a linear function of time and the integral

of C is easy to evaluate. The remaining two off-diagonal

elements of Cij are anti-symmetric about periastron and

thus integrate to zero, leaving only the diagonal compo-

nents of q̇ij to be determined. We orient the coordinate

system so that the trajectory of the cloud is x = uit,

y = b (constant). Here, and subsequently, the subscript

i denotes an initial (t = 0) value, and the subscript f

denotes a value at the end of the simulation. The three

diagonal components of q then evaluate to

q̇xx = 0, and, q̇yy = 2
GM⋆

b2ui
= −q̇zz. (14)

In this simplified treatment, then, the result of the inter-

action is that the cloud is not deformed in the direction

parallel to the velocity (x), but it receives deformation-

kicks of equal magnitude in the two orthogonal direc-

tions — tensile for the in-plane direction (y), and com-

pressive for the out-of-plane direction (z).

The magnitude of the deformation-kicks determines

the fate of the cloud, according to whether the rate of

deformation (14) is large or small compared to the recip-

rocal of the free-fall time, τff , for the hydrostatic config-

uration of the cloud in isolation (see §3.4). If |q̇zz| ≪ τ−1
ff

then the deformation is highly subsonic and the cloud

will simply oscillate in response, whereas if |q̇zz| ≫ τ−1
ff

the deformation is highly supersonic and the cloud will

be disrupted by the tidal impulse. The dividing line

between these two regimes thus provides us with an ap-

proximate boundary, in the (b, ui) plane, between col-

lisions that are disruptive and those that are not. A

precise criterion, based on energetic considerations, is

presented later (§4.1) and used to assess the results of

our numerical calculations.

It is convenient to introduce ϖ = ui

√
b/4GM⋆, which

is the initial relative velocity of cloud and star expressed

in units of the speed of a parabolic orbit at periastron

distance b. That allows us to express our disruption

criterion in a compact form:

|q̇zz| τff ≃ 1

η ϖ
≳ 1, (15)

where we have made use of the parameter η introduced

in equation (1).

If a collision is disruptive, the evolution implied by

our simplified model is as follows. The cloud flies past

the star on the orbital timescale torb = 2 b/ui, and

subsequently it deforms on the timescale ∼ ϖ2 torb.

Clearly the deformation timescale is longer than the or-

bital timescale for ϖ > 1 (hyperbolic collisions), consis-

tent with our application of the impulse approximation.

The deformation itself involves a flattening of the out-

of-plane (z) structure of the cloud, and a simultaneous

stretching of one of the in-plane dimensions (y) at the

same rate, while leaving the third dimension (x) un-

changed. In other words: an oval pancake arises. Pan-

caking implies that the fluid pressure reaches high val-
ues compared to those in the original hydrostatic con-

figuration. Thus, similar to the disruptions that have

been described for parabolic orbits (e.g. Carter & Lu-

minet 1983), there will be a bounce, followed by an ex-

pansion in z that is as rapid as the one already under-

way in y. Thus our tidal impulse approximation leads

us to expect that, after a few deformation timescales,

a disrupted cloud has the form of an ellipsoid with

l1 = ly ∼ l2 = lz ≫ l3 = lx.

Although the foregoing analysis is highly simplified

we will see later (§5) that it provides a useful, rough

sketch of what is actually found in the full numerical

calculations.

3.3. Numerical implementation

The system (11) is stiff, owing mostly to the deter-

minant terms which can have large gradients even for
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relatively small changes in the components qij . The size

of the time-step (typically of order ∼ 10−4 in dimen-

sionless units) is adaptively controlled by demanding

that the local error, in dimensionless units, be at most

one part in 1010 — ensured using local routines within

Mathematica.3 It is convenient to choose the units

of mass, length and time in our simulation as 10−3 M⊙,

0.1 AU and and 1 yr, respectively (see also Appendix

B in Ivanov & Novikov 2001). The chosen mass scale

is approximately the geometric mean of the star and

the cloud, so as to minimise the spread of dimensionless

numbers used within the simulation, while the length

scale is chosen so as not to exceed the static cloud ra-

dius.

Finally, we note that the integral within equation (11)

can be expressed in terms of incomplete elliptic integrals

of the first and second kind using formulae given in Ap-

pendix A of Luminet & Carter (1986); this allows for

a faster evaluation as there are efficient, well-calibrated

methods for calculating these latter integrals (see, e.g.,

Carlson 1995).

3.4. Stability checks

As a check on the stability of our numerical imple-

mentation, we undertook some test calculations to ver-

ify that the scheme behaves as expected. Recall that the

free-fall time, τff , is the timescale on which a pressure-

less, self-gravitating fluid will collapse to a point when

released from rest; we have (e.g. Binney & Tremaine

1987)

τff =
1

4

√
3π

2Gρ̄
≈ 22 yr, (16)

for volume-averaged density ρ̄. In the case where the

tidal field of the star is weak, or absent, our model clouds

should not exhibit any large changes in their structure

even over timescales that are long compared to τff .

Figure 2 shows the evolution of the principal axes of

the cloud for a cloud-star interaction with an initial,

relative speed of 20 km s−1 and an impact parameter of

approximately 200 AU; this interaction is well into the

regime where no disruption should occur. The initial

separation between cloud and star is 600 AU (in x),

which is covered in approximately 150 yr (∼ 7τff ).

As expected, the principal axes of the cloud change lit-

tle until it is close to periastron, indicating that at early

times the original hydrostatic structure is maintained to

a good approximation — there is just a slight, gradually

increasing deformation, as per the linear approximation

given in equation (12). The tidal forces reach maximum

3 https://www.wolfram.com/mathematica
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Figure 2. Evolution of the three principal axes of the cloud
(see legends) for a non-disruptive collision with a very large
impact parameter (b = 200 AU). The initial horizontal sep-
aration is 600 AU, and the initial velocity is ui = 20 km s−1

in that direction.
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Figure 3. Similar to Fig. 2, but with impact parameter b =
14 AU and initial velocity ui = 40 km s−1. This combination
does not yield a disruption, but the tidal interaction is strong
and large-amplitude oscillations arise, post periastron, in all
three axes.

at periastron, and it is around then that the cloud ex-

hibits its largest deformation. After moving away from

the star, though, the cloud is left with a permanent de-

formation, being almost 0.2% smaller in the out-of-plane

direction, and commensurately larger with respect to

one of the in-plane axes. Post periastron the cloud also

exhibits oscillations, the small-amplitude (∼ 0.01%) of

which is set by the maximum magnitude of the tidal

tensor, in all three axis lengths; these persist for the du-

ration of the simulation, as expected in the absence of

damping. In any real cloud such oscillations would be

damped by the viscosity of the fluid.

Despite the lack of viscosity in the simulation, Fig-

ure 2 demonstrates that any numerical instabilities in
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the code – which are likely to be present at some level,

due to roundoff error etc. – have not grown to a no-

ticeable level (much less than 0.1%), even over a time

corresponding to over thirty free-fall times. For our pur-

poses this level of performance is more than sufficient,

because tidal disruptions (which all have much smaller

impact parameters than this event) do not require the

evolution to be followed for so long.

By contrast with the interaction described above, Fig-

ure 3 shows a case where the impact parameter/initial

velocity combination (b = 14 AU, ui = 40 km s−1) place

the cloud close to (but outside) the disruption bound-

ary (see §4.1). In this case we again see little evolution

in the principal axis lengths until closest approach (oc-

curing at t ≃ 75 yr). However, with a much closer ap-

proach to the star in this case, the response of the cloud

is strong and the axis lengths exhibit large amplitude

oscillations. Further decreasing the impact parameter

and/or the relative speed of the interaction can give rise

to disruptions, which exhibit secular growth in the axis

lengths — as we will see in the next section.

4. EXAMPLES OF DISRUPTIONS

In this section we present results that illustrate cloud

disruptions simulated with the affine model. Figure 4

shows trajectories and z-plane slices of the cloud sur-

faces for three such disruptions, along with the non-

disruptive encounter shown in Fig. 3 for comparison.

The four examples shown all constitute interactions with

orbits in the z = 0 plane, with initial velocities in the

+x direction, and thus the initial y values are simply

yi = ±b (the impact parameter), with either b = 6 AU

or b = 14 AU. The two different choices of impact pa-

rameter combine with two different choices of initial ve-

locity, ui = 20 km s−1 or ui = 40 km s−1, to yield the

four cases shown. For clarity we have placed both of the

ui = 20 km s−1 trajectories at yi = +b, and both of the

ui = 40 km s−1 trajectories at yi = −b. For all these

calculations the initial value of the x coordinate is far

outside the domain of the plot, at xi = −200 AU.

Figure 4 shows that events with smaller impact pa-

rameters lead to stronger disruptions, as expected be-

cause the tidal tensor increases rapidly as the cloud gets

closer to the star — as the inverse-cube of the sepa-

ration. The figure also demonstrates that faster flybys

lead to weaker disruptions. That too is unsurprising: if

the initial relative velocity is doubled then the cloud ex-

periences the gravitational tides of the star for roughly

half as long, resulting in correspondingly smaller defor-

mations.

4.1. Disruption criterion

A perturbed cloud generally oscillates in a superposi-

tion of normal modes (Press & Teukolsky 1977), which

cause the volume to fluctuate as the simulation pro-

gresses. Here we are interested in disruptions, for which

the volume is expected to grow without bound; but in

the presence of oscillations that is difficult to ascertain

in borderline cases — cf. Fig. 3, which would have been

less clear-cut had the simulation only run for 200 yr.

A numerically tractable definition is challenging to for-

mulate, because oscillations are not volume-preserving,

and the form in which they are manifest changes from

simulation to simulation.

We have experimented with different criteria to decide

on whether a cloud is disrupted or not. For example: we

could say that a disruption occurs if the derivative of the

determinant of the deformation matrix q is positive over

the last free-fall time of the simulation. The free-fall

time is about a quarter period of the dominant excited

modes — see Figs. 2 and 3. Such a criterion attempts

to capture only cases which display a genuine, secular

growth in volume. While this definition inevitably mis-

categorises some borderline cases (e.g. mildly disrupted

clouds in a contracting phase at the end of the simula-

tion), it proved effective in most instances.

However, a physically robust criterion is one based on

energetics, as follows. In terms of the quantities intro-

duced in §3, and the total energy internal to the cloud

(i.e. measured in its COM frame),

E = 1
2M̃ q̇kj q̇kj +Ω+ U , (17)

the full Hamiltonian of the system is

H = 1
2McẊjẊj +McΦ⋆ + E − 1

2M̃Cℓjqℓkqjk, (18)

which is strictly conserved (Ḣ = 0) in the absence of

dissipation (e.g. viscosity) or heat injection (e.g. from

chemical reactions). To decide whether a cloud has been

disrupted we focus attention on the behaviour at late

times, when the cloud is far from the star and the tidal

coupling term in equation (18) becomes negligible. In

that limit the Hamiltonian is a sum of two parts that are

separately conserved: one part relating to the motion of

the COM (the first two terms on the right-hand-side of

equation 18), which then evolves in just the same way

as a point-like particle; and E which describes the inter-

nal properties of the cloud, wherein the star no longer

plays a role. Thus, although the potential energy, kinetic

energy, and pressure terms when taken individually are

each oscillatory, at late times their sum, E , is constant to
a good approximation: E ≃ Ef . We require that Ef > 0,

at the end of the simulation, for a cloud to qualify as

“disrupted”.
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Figure 4. Four examples of star-cloud tidal interactions, as computed with the affine model. Cloud centre-of-mass trajectories
are shown with black, dashed curves, and the coloured lines show the (z = 0 slices of the) cloud surfaces for eight well-separated
snapshots in time. In all cases the orbital plane is z = 0 with the star fixed at the origin. The initial conditions for the four
examples shown are X(0) = (xi, yi, 0), with xi = −200 AU and yi = ±b, while Ẋ(0) = (ui, 0, 0) and (top to bottom, on the left
of the figure): b = 14 AU, ui = 20 km s−1 (orange); b = 6 AU, ui = 20 km s−1 (blue); b = 6 AU, ui = 40 km s−1 (black); and,
b = 14 AU, ui = 40 km s−1 (green).

In any real cloud the oscillations would, of course, dis-

sipate as a result of the viscosity of the fluid, and the

late-time configuration of a cloud that is not disrupted

would again be a hydrostatic equilibrium with Ω = −3Π,

but with a radius larger than the original cloud by a fac-

tor Ω̃/Ω (though this will not, in general, be the same

Ω achieved in a simulation without viscosity).

In combination with the solution (14), derived using

the impulse approximation (§3.2), the criterion Ef >

0 yields a more accurate description of the expected

boundary in the (b, ui) plane between disrupted and

non-disrupted clouds:

b2 ui = 2
GM⋆√

Ψ̃
. (19)

From our hydrostatic model of the cloud we can evaluate

Ψ̃; the result is Ψ̃ = 1.056× 10−17 s−2, which yields the

numerical relation b(AU) ≃ 60.4/
√
ui(km s−1) in the

case of a solar-mass star. The functional form of this

result is of course identical with the form implied by

equation (15), and the two expressions differ only in the

constant of proportionality.
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We emphasise that the result given in (19) applies

specifically to the tidal impulse solution (14), and is

therefore only approximate. By contrast the condition

Ef > 0, which is the criterion used in our numerical

work, involves no approximation. Nevertheless, in §5
we will see that the approximate boundary (19) is quite

accurate under circumstances where the impulse approx-

imation can sensibly be applied.

4.2. Drift velocities

The rate at which a disrupted cloud expands can be

gauged by the drift velocities of surface elements relative

to the centre, in the following way. First we find the

velocity of a general fluid element, relative to the cloud

COM, by differentiating equation (3) with respect to

time:

δvj =
dqjk
dt

r̃k. (20)

Then we locate the maximum value over all the surface

elements of the cloud, and thus the drift speed.

Figure 5 shows the evolution of the drift speeds |δv|
through the four simulations presented earlier in this

section (Fig. 4), as determined from 222 uniformly dis-

tributed points over the cloud surface (visually indistin-

guishable results are obtained if 202 or 242 points are

used instead). Note that the drifts are non-zero even at

the start of the simulation because of the initial condi-

tions (12). We see that the largest drift speed is achieved

in the case that combines the lowest relative velocity of

cloud and star (20 km s−1) with the smallest impact

parameter (6 AU) (Fig. 4), viz. |δv| ≈ 3.5 km s−1 at

late times (blue curve). The disruption is clearly hyper-

sonic, at ≃ 20× cs(0). Increasing the impact parameter

to 14 AU (orange curve) leads to a case which is right at

the border of disruption and illustrates the competing
nature of expansion and oscillation. The cloud reaches

a supersonic drift velocity (|δv| ≈ 0.8 km s−1), though

this decreases with time as the oscillations enter a con-

tracting phase in opposition to the secular expansion.

Since the mean density has significantly decreased by

this stage however, the oscillation period is longer (hav-

ing increased by a factor ∼ ρ−1/2) than the simulation

timescale. Had we extended the domain by a factor of

a few, a cycle of local minima in δv would be observed,

dipping to ∼sonic values, followed by rises to supersonic

values. Viscosity, absent from our simulations, would be

especially important in such cases.

For the two cases that start with a higher initial rel-

ative velocity (ui = 40 km s−1) between star and cloud

(black and green curves in Fig. 5), the drift speed ex-

hibits the same form at early times (|δv| ∝ t2), with

this quadratic growth halting earlier because periastron
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Figure 5. Drift speeds, |δv|, as a function of time for the
simulations shown in Fig. 4 (see plot legends). Plot markers
indicate numerically sampled points in time, with the curve
showing the linear interpolation.

is reached in approximately half the time. Moreover, be-

cause the star’s tides have less time to act on the cloud,

the case that disrupts (b = 6 AU, black curve) attains

a final drift speed that is lower by a factor ∼ 2 relative

to the corresponding case with ui = 20 km s−1. The

relative magnitudes of the drift velocities in these three

cases of disruption can be seen to be consistent with

the relative sizes of those clouds in the final snaphots in

Figure 4.

In the one instance of a non-disruptive interaction

(green curve; b = 14 AU, ui = 40 km s−1) the drift

speed exhibits large-amplitude variations at late times

— reflecting the complex oscillatory behaviour of the

cloud axes seen in Fig. 3, with energy flowing back and

forth amongst the three internal forms (pressure, kinetic

energy, and self gravity). In the following sections of

this paper, where we are interested in the late-time sec-

ular expansion of disrupting clouds, we employ a time-

averaged (over the last two free-fall times) measure of

the drift speed.

5. A COLLISION LIBRARY

In the preceding section we showed a small number

of examples of tidal disruptions arising from star-cloud

interactions. But the main aim of this paper is to arrive

at a statistical description of the debris streams, and an

essential part of that endeavour is the construction of

a library of simulations that provides a clear picture of

the properties of the tidal debris as a function of the

relative velocity and impact parameter of the collision.

That characterisation is given in this section.

All the quantities we show here are evaluated on a

uniform, 2-dimensional grid of points spanned by the

impact parameter, b [2 ≤ b (AU) ≤ 35, with a spac-

ing of 1/3 AU], and initial relative speed, ui [4 ≤
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ui (km s−1) ≤ 220, with a spacing of 2 km s−1] — a to-

tal of almost 11,000 points. Low velocity collisions have

been excluded from the grid because they correspond to

orbits that are initially bound to the star, whereas in this

work we are addressing the case where star and cloud

initially have no physical association. We have also ex-

cluded orbits with such small impact parameters that a

physical collision would occur between star and cloud;

such a collision could not be described by the formal-

ism used in this work. In both cases the exclusions are

rendered simplistically, with a fixed velocity cutoff and

a fixed impact parameter cutoff, because these regions

of parameter space contribute very little to the overall

statistics. We will see later that our grid does actually

still include (at the low velocity end) some bound or-

bits, which we can exclude consistently by checking the

eccentricity as a function of time.

Each simulation was initiated at a star-cloud separa-

tion of −xi = 200 AU, which is much larger than the

largest impact parameter on our grid of models, and

large enough to ensure that the linearised model (equa-

tion 12) provides a good approximation for the initial

state of the cloud. Post periastron, each simulation was

followed out to a final cloud-star radial separation that

is larger than the initial separation, so that the tidal

tensor has shrunk to a tiny fraction of its value at pe-

riastron, and the final energy in the cloud COM frame,

Ef , can be accurately estimated from equation (17).

Perhaps the most fundamental issue we need to ad-

dress is which orbits are disruptive, so Ef is the first

quantity that we take stock of. In units such that the

initial total energy is Ei = −1, strong disruptions cor-

respond to Ef ≫ 1. The variation of Ef with relative

speed, ui, and impact parameter, b, is shown in Figure 6,

where it can be seen that the strong disruptions are

concentrated near the axes, reaching energies Ef ≳ 105.

That is easily understood, as follows. A small impact

parameter guarantees that the cloud approaches very

close to the star, hence the tidal interaction becomes

very large and the cloud is strongly disrupted. Simi-

larly, if the relative speed is sufficiently small then the

cloud will plunge in towards the star, reaching a peri-

astron distance that is much smaller than the impact

parameter, and again a strong disruption will ensue.

The red line plotted on Figure 6 shows the boundary

between disruptive and non-disruptive collisions, as de-

termined from our simulations: all clouds to the lower-

left of that locus are disrupted, whereas all clouds to

the upper-right survive. Also plotted (dashed white

line) is our analytic estimate of the disruption bound-

ary, derived in the impulse approximation (equation

19). Although stemming from a rather crude model,

ℰf
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Figure 6. The final total energy, Ef , of the cloud as seen
in its COM frame (equation 17), as a function of the rel-
ative speed (ui, horizontal axis), and impact parameter (b,
vertical axis) of the collision. The final total energy is ex-
pressed in units such that the initial total energy is Ei = −1.
The boundary between clouds that survive the stellar fly-by
(Ef < 0), in the upper-right of the diagram, and those that
are disrupted, which lie closer to one of the axes and have
Ef > 0, is shown by the solid red line. The white dashed line
shows our analytic approximation to that boundary, equa-
tion (19), obtained using the tidal impulse approximation.
The solid, black line instead shows cases which, although
initially hyperbolic (ei > 1), become bound post-interaction
(ef < 1).

the latter lies very close to our numerically determined

boundary in most of the parameter space covered in

Fig. 6, especially when the relative velocities of star

and cloud are high. That indeed is the region where

we expect the tides to be most impulsive, and thus

the approximation to be most accurate. We can quan-

tify that expectation, because our derivation in §3.2 as-

sumed (i) that the collision is over before the cloud has

time to evolve (torb ≪ τff ), and (ii) the COM trajec-

tory is approximately linear (hyperbolic collision, with

eccentricity≫ 1). Together these conditions exclude a

thin region at the left of Figure 6 from the domain of va-

lidity of our analytic derivation of the boundary, and we

find that the dashed white curve should not be trusted

for ui ≲ 16 km s−1 (b ≳ 15 AU).

During a cloud-star encounter there is always some in-

crease in energy, Ef > Ei, at the expense of energy in the

orbit of the cloud COM around the star — the eccentric-

ity of that orbit decreases. If the initial eccentricity of

the orbit is not too large that may lead to tidal capture

of the cloud (similar to, but easier than, one star being

tidally captured by another; Fabian et al. 1975; Press &
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Figure 7. As for Fig 6, but showing the final axis ratio of
the cloud, Mrms(ui, b).

Teukolsky 1977). And, of course, tides act to circularise

any bound orbits. Those are potentially interesting as-

pects of cloud-star interactions, but they are beyond the

scope of the present work and in this paper we do not

seek to study either tidal capture or tidal circularisa-

tion. However, with our simulations we can easily track

the eccentricity of the orbit as a function of time. The

solid black line in the bottom-left corner of Fig. 6 shows

the region where the eccentricity drops below unity; this

region is excluded from subsequent analysis.

Figure 7 shows how the final axis ratio of the cloud

varies with b and ui. Recall that our axis ratio defi-

nition is one that averages over the 3D structure, with

Mrms = l1
√
2/(l22 + l23) (and l1 ≥ l2 ≥ l3). For most

of the velocity range, the debris forms a flattened (disk-

like) or quasi-spherical structure, with Mrms ≲
√
2, not

an elongated stream. In particular, as we will see in

the following section, that is true for relative velocities

(ui ∼ σeff ) that are typical of star-cloud interactions,

and therefore most of the debris streams should be of

that type. Somewhat larger elongations can arise when

the relative velocity is small – e.g. Mrms values of ≳ 30

at the upper left of the figure – as the interaction ap-

proaches the parabolic limit, with orbital eccentricity

e = 1, that forms the boundary of the set of unbound

orbits. We exclude bound orbits (e < 1) from consid-

eration. Had we included the e ≤ 1 region the overall

statistics would not change much because such interac-

tions are very rare — e.g. direct calculation reveals that

the disruption rate would be increased by only ≈ 0.2%

(see §6.3).
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Figure 8. As for Fig 6, but showing drift speeds, |δv(ui, b)|.

Similarly, the drift speeds of disrupted clouds are

shown in Figure 8, as a function of b and ui. The struc-

ture in that plot largely echoes what is seen in the en-

ergies (Figure 6), with the fastest drifts (as much as

∼ 80 km s−1, near the origin) corresponding directly to

the largest energies, and the slowest drifts achieved for

borderline cases with small Ef > 0.

6. THE STATISTICAL PROPERTIES OF DEBRIS

Having considered the raw simulation outputs in the

previous section, we now move on to the main goal for

this work: deducing the statistical properties of a hypo-

thetical population of disrupted clouds. That requires

us to evaluate several multi-dimensional integrals, as we

need to sum over contributions associated with the three

velocity components of both cloud and star, the (two-

dimensional) impact vector, and the orientation of the
orbital plane. For most of the statistics of interest it

is only the distribution of relative velocities (cloud rel-

ative to star, say) that affects the result, and for those

cases the dimensionality of the numerical integrals can

be reduced by recasting the problem into sum- and dif-

ference velocities. However, for evaluating the kinematic

distributions of the debris streams (§6.6) no such sim-

plification is possible. Throughout this section, multi-

dimensional integrals are computed using a Monte Carlo

method with 107 points, implying errors below the level

of 0.1% for global estimates and 1% on the values of

∼ 102 bins in a probability distribution.

6.1. Initial kinematics of clouds and stars

To explore the statistics of clouds having undergone

tidal disruption by stars it is necessary to specify the ini-

tial kinematics of both populations. Although the stel-
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Figure 9. The cumulative distribution function for the axis
ratio, Mrms, of the debris stream for our reference case (red,
dashed line), where the cloud velocities are distributed in
the same way as the population of thin-disk stars. Also
shown for comparison are results appropriate to clouds in a
non-rotating, spherical distribution (black, dotted line) and
clouds in cold-disk rotation (blue line).

lar velocity distribution is known from observations, it

is unclear what kinematics should apply to a population

of cold, dense gas clouds, as there is currently no reli-

able theoretical model for the origin of this dark matter

component. Bearing in mind also the other uncertain-

ties and approximations inherent in the modelling (e.g.

§2), we adopt the same distribution function that we

use for the stars in this initial exploration of disrupted

clouds.

We are interested in describing the solar neighbour-

hood, for which a suitable model is a triaxial Gaussian

distribution centred in a frame that is lagging the LSR.

In the usual (U, V,W ) velocity system, relative to the

LSR, we have

f =
1

(2π)3/2σ
U
σ

V
σ

W

exp
[
− U2

2σ2
U

− (V − V0)
2

2σ2
V

− W 2

2σ2
W

]
(21)

for the probability density of velocities, where V0 de-

scribes the “asymmetric drift” — i.e. the lag of the

population centroid relative to the LSR. Most stars

in the solar neighbourhood belong to the thin disk,

whose kinematic characterisation we take from4 Bensby

et al. (2003): V0 = −15 km s−1, σ
U

= 35 km s−1,

σ
V
= 20 km s−1, and σ

W
= 16 km s−1.

With the velocity ellipsoid as given above, applying to

both stars and clouds, the effective dispersion of the rel-

4 Recent studies with much larger samples, and including data from
the Gaia satellite, are broadly consistent with these figures, al-
beit with substantial differences arising from different selection
criteria; see, e.g., Anguiano et al. (2020) and Vieira et al. (2022).
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Figure 10. Similar to Fig. 9, though for the drift speed
of the debris. All disruptions are substantially supersonic
(> 0.18 km s−1), and the majority are hypersonic.

ative speed between clouds and stars is σeff ≃ 60 km s−1.

Consequently the strong disruptions that arise from in-

teractions with low values of ui (ui ≪ 60 km s−1) occur

much less often than milder disruptions at the same im-

pact parameter.

To check how sensitive our results are to the assumed

velocity distribution of the clouds, we have also con-

sidered the limiting cases of cold disk rotation (σ
U

=

σ
V
= σ

W
= V0 = 0), and a non-rotating, spherical halo

(σ
U
= σ

V
= σ

W
= 155 km s−1 = −V0/

√
2) for the cloud

distribution function (the stellar distribution function is

fixed, as above). Where appropriate we give results for

these two limits in addition to those for our reference

case.

6.2. The orbital plane

Some of the statistics that we will construct, notably

the distributions of the debris kinematics, have differ-

ent contributions according to the different planes in

which the cloud might orbit the star. The simulations

described in Secs. 4 and 5 are presented in a generic

Cartesian frame, with z = 0 chosen as the orbital plane.

But the labelling of the axes is, of course, unimportant,

and physically the +x direction in Figure 4 is defined

by the velocity of the cloud (vc) relative to the star

(v⋆), i.e. the direction of the vector vc − v⋆. Thus the

(U, V,W ) velocity components of the debris stream for

an interaction with any given impact parameter, b (a

two-dimensional vector, orthogonal to vc − v⋆), can be

computed from our simulation library by employing a

suitable rotation of coordinates.

6.3. Disruption rates

The usual form of the rate, R, (per unit volume, per

unit time) for any two body collision process is the prod-

uct of: the number densities of the two species involved
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in the collision; the collision cross-section; and, the rel-

ative speed. In our case, then, the differential element

of rate is

d8R = n⋆ nc d
2b |vc − v⋆| f(v⋆) d

3v⋆ f(vc) d
3vc, (22)

where n⋆ and nc are the total number densities of stars

and clouds, respectively. In §8, where we consider possi-
ble connections to astronomical data, it is important to

know the absolute rate (and also the lifetime of the de-

bris streams as distinct entities), for which the number

densities of the colliders must be specified. However, in

the rest of this section we will be concerned with proba-

bility distributions, for which the number densities fac-

tor out.

Introducing the indicator function, 1(C), which takes

the value unity if the condition C is satisfied, and zero

otherwise, the total disruption rate is found by integrat-

ing equation (22) over all variables:

R = n⋆ nc

∫
d2b |vc − v⋆| f(v⋆) d

3v⋆ f(vc) d
3vc 1(C),

(23)

with C =“Disruption” in this case. The domain of in-

tegration corresponding to cloud disruption extends up

to the red line in Figure 6, and in this instance the in-

dicator function manifests axisymmetry around the axis

vc−v⋆, so we can replace d2b with 2πbdb. We find that

the integral evaluates to Rtot, with

Rtot

n⋆ nc
≈ 2.7× 10−7 pc3 Myr−1. (24)

This figure is the total rate, but we are also interested

in the probability distributions for various quantities, as

described in the following sections.

For our two auxiliary cases of initial cloud velocity dis-

tribution function – i.e. cold disk rotation, and spherical

halo – we find that the total disruption rates are ∼ 5%

larger and a factor of ∼ 8 smaller, respectively, relative

to the reference case in equation (24). The disruption

rate for a spherical halo is much lower because in that

case the typical relative speed between stars and clouds

is very large indeed, so that most interactions are too

brief to disrupt the cloud.

6.4. Axis ratios

The cumulative probability distribution, P (< Mrms),

for the axis ratio, Mrms, of the debris stream can be

evaluated using expression (23), by imposing the corre-

sponding condition (i.e. disruption, with axis ratio less

than the specified value):

P (< Mrms) =
R(< Mrms)

Rtot
. (25)

As for the total rate, the integral for R(< Mrms) sim-

plifies because the indicator function is axisymmetric

around the axis vc−v⋆. The resulting probability distri-

bution is shown in Figure 9. As expected on the basis of

Fig. 7, in combination with a large relative velocity dis-

persion, the apparent axis ratio exhibits a narrow distri-

bution around a mean that is not much greater than
√
2

— consistent with the tidal debris being predominantly

flattened (“disk-like”), not elongated (“cigar-shaped”).

With respect to the elongated tail of the probability

distribution, discussed earlier, we find that ≈ 0.3% of

events in the thin-disk case have Mrms > 10.

6.5. Drift speeds

In much the same way as for the axis ratio, we can

evaluate the cumulative probability distribution func-

tion (CDF) for the drift speed of the debris. Recall

that the drift speed is a gauge of the rate at which the

stream is expanding, so there is no dependence on the

orientation of vc−v⋆ and the indicator function is again

axisymmetric, with corresponding simplification of the

rate integral. The resulting CDF is presented in Figure

10. There we see that the debris always expands super-

sonically (see Fig. 1), and the typical expansion speed

is ∼ 2 km s−1.

6.6. Stream kinematics

Evaluating the full kinematic distributions for the en-

semble of disrupted clouds is more complex than the

CDFs for the axis ratio and drift speed, for two reasons.

First, because we are dealing with vector quantities the

indicator function is not symmetric around the direction

defined by vc − v⋆, and consequently one must numeri-

cally evaluate each integral over all 8 of the dimensions

shown in equation (22). Secondly, because each cloud is

expanding, any given debris stream is not characterised
by a single velocity vector but, rather, a range of veloc-

ities around the COM value. However, Figure 10 shows

that the debris stream typically expands at a speed that

is small compared to the velocity dispersion of the stars

and the clouds. Consequently we expect that the bulk

of the velocity distribution functions can be well approx-

imated by neglecting the expansion of the stream and

representing the debris kinematics by the motion of the

COM. We adopt that approximation.

There are three velocity components to characterise;

we start with the distribution of the debris streams in

U . If the distribution is discretised into channels of

width ∆, then the indicator function for each chan-

nel, Uj , corresponds to the condition Uj − ∆/2 <

(Ẋf+v⋆)·(1, 0, 0) ≤ Uj+∆/2. The distributions for the

V and W velocity components follow similarly, by con-

tracting the debris COM velocity (Ẋf+v⋆) with (0, 1, 0)
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and (0, 0, 1), respectively. All three of these PDFs are

very close to Gaussians with the same mean and dis-

persion as the corresponding distribution of the initial

cloud population. In other words: the debris COM has

essentially the same kinematic distribution as that of

the pre-disruption clouds.

If, instead of our reference velocity distribution for

the clouds, we consider clouds that are drawn from a

non-rotating, spherical halo we again find that the pop-

ulation of debris streams exhibits essentially identical

velocity distribution functions to the input cloud popu-

lation. On the other hand, if the cloud population is ini-

tially in cold disk rotation (i.e. all moving with the LSR)

then the debris streams manifest a floor of ≈ 6 km s−1

in their velocity dispersions, reflecting the kick that is

received during interaction with the star. And for this

case the tidal debris follows distributions that are not

well approximated by Gaussians.

7. EVOLUTION OF THE DEBRIS STREAM

The evolution of tidal debris streams has been consid-

ered in detail by Kochanek (1994) for the case of stars

that are tidally disrupted by a massive black hole, but

that circumstance is different to the one considered here.

We have: no orbit self-intersections (because there is

no fall-back for hyperbolic orbits); debris moving with

much lower speeds; relatively benign environmental con-

ditions; and, the stream is cold and neutral. Indeed,

because we are dealing with a hydrogen snow cloud, the

H2 pressure is at, or close to saturation even before the

cloud approaches the star, and as the tidal debris ex-

pands and cools we expect that much of the H2 will

condense into solid form. In Appendix A we present a

quantitative description of the adiabat appropriate to

the case where H2 (and possibly also He) is in phase
equilibrium. From an initial temperature of 5.1 K and

pressure 9.9×10−3 dyne cm−2 (i.e. the initial conditions

in the cloud specified in §2), we find that the gas pressure

drops to the typical pressure of the ISM when T ≃ 2 K.

At that point the fluid has expanded by a factor of ap-

proximately 5 × 109, and roughly 60% of the H2 (but

none of the He) has condensed. This phase of the evo-

lution takes ∼ 7,000 yr and the tidal stream dimensions

reach l1 ∼ l2 ∼ 4× 1016 cm, and l3 ∼ 4× 1015 cm.

If, as is the case in some published models of H2-

snow clouds (Walker & Wardle 2019), the fluid first sat-

urates at higher temperatures then adiabatic expansion

may condense essentially all of the hydrogen before the

stream pressure drops to the typical ISM pressure — e.g.

approximately 99% condensed when saturating at 24 K.

For simplicity, therefore, we couch our subsequent dis-

cussion in terms of just two components making up the

tidal debris: gaseous helium atoms, and lumps of solid

molecular hydrogen. The fate of the solid H2 depends

partly on the characteristic size of the individual lumps,

which we proceed to estimate in the following section.

For simplicity we assume that the solid H2 takes the

form of spherical lumps.

7.1. Snowballs in the debris stream

Lumps of solid5 H2 are expected to be present in the

cloud before disruption, so it is not necessary to nucleate

new particles and we assume that condensation proceeds

mainly through growth of the pre-existing lumps. Figure

3(c) of Walker & Wardle (2019) shows H2 snow making

up ∼ 1% of the mass of the fluid in the cloud envelope,

which itself constitutes ∼ one tenth of the total cloud

mass. In that case, then, the pre-existing condensates

amount to ∼ 10−3Mc. Thus when the disrupted cloud

expands and all of the H2 condenses we expect the size

of the solid lumps to increase by a factor ∼ 10.

Prior to disruption there is an upper limit on the size

of particles that can be maintained in suspension within

the cloud: small particles are easily stirred up by con-

vection and move with the fluid, whereas large particles

settle out under the influence of gravity. For solid H2

spheres of radius a and density ρs ≈ 0.087 g cm−3, in

a fluid of density ρ that is upwelling at speed V past a

stationary particle, the drag force balances the gravita-

tional force when

4

3
πa3ρs g = πa2 ρV2, (26)

where g is the acceleration due to gravity. We do not

have a clear expectation for V, so we simply assume that

it is a modest fraction of the sound-speed cs — specif-

ically, we assume V ∼ 0.1 cs. The right-hand-side of

equation (26) then scales with the fluid pressure, and

that varies over many orders of magnitude depending

on location within the cloud. Near the cloud surface

the pressure is extremely small, whereas the acceleration

due to gravity is roughly constant, and there only very

tiny particles can be maintained in suspension by the

fluid motions. Conversely, the pressure in the very cen-

tral regions of the cloud is roughly constant, but there

the acceleration due to gravity becomes tiny and corre-

spondingly the lumps of condensate can be large.

For the purposes of the present discussion we are

mainly interested in knowing the form that is taken by

5 Drops of liquid H2 may also be present in the pre-disruption
cloud, but for our purposes here there is no significant difference
between solid and liquid forms of the condensate. The debris
stream achieves very low temperatures, so any condensate that
is initially in liquid form will freeze.
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Figure 11. Schematic of the interface between the tidal
debris (shown in blue) and the ISM that it runs into (shown
in red). The ISM and the helium in the tidal debris stream
are both shocked, so the gas is compressed and heated as
it undergoes a step change in velocity; the shocked gas is
rendered in denser colours. By contrast the H2 snowballs
(black dots) are not directly affected by the shock in any way,
so they cross the contact discontinuity and move through the
region of shocked ISM.

most of the mass of H2, so we adopt a mass-weighted

mean, ⟨a⟩, of the radius, a (i.e. the particle radius is av-

eraged over the whole of the cloud, weighted by the mass

of the fluid element). For our hydrostatic model (§2) the
result is ⟨a⟩ ≃ 10 cm. During the post-disruption expan-

sion of the cloud, then, we anticipate that lumps of solid

H2 can grow to be as large as a ∼ 102 cm.

7.2. Helium in the debris stream

In contrast to the H2, helium in the debris stream all

remains in gaseous form and soon becomes vulnerable

to outside influence — undergoing shock heating as it

ploughs into the ambient ISM. There are five distinct

zones that result from this interaction, as illustrated

schematically in figure 11. From left-to-right in the fig-

ure those zones are: (i) the unshocked debris stream;

(ii) the shocked debris stream; (iii) the shocked ISM

permeated by snowballs; (iv) the shocked ISM without

snowballs; and, (v) the unshocked ISM. The snowballs

are not directly affected by the gas dynamics, so where

present they move with their original velocity — i.e. the

same velocity as the unshocked tidal debris. Thus in

zones (ii) and (iii) the snowballs are streaming relative

to the gas; and in those zones they are also evaporating,

as the H2 is far below its saturation pressure.

The state of the shocked gas depends on the speed

of the stream relative to the ISM that it runs into, and

on the thermodynamic state of the unshocked gases. For

the velocity distribution we have adopted (§6.1), the typ-
ical speed in the LSR is of order 40 km s−1. The density

and temperature of the diffuse ISM can both range over

orders of magnitude, according to whether the material

is part of the cold, neutral medium (CNM), warm (neu-

tral, WNM, or ionised, WIM) or hot, ionised medium

(HIM) (see, e.g., Table 1.3 of Draine 2011) with the

pressure being roughly similar in all regions. As per Ap-

pendix A, the pre-shock conditions in the debris stream

are set using the point at which the adiabatic trajec-

tory of the fluid reaches a pressure equal to the typical

pressure of the diffuse ISM. This choice is appropriate

because in most cases the rate of increase of the linear

dimensions of the debris stream (§6.5) is greater than

the speed at which the shock crosses the debris; thus, in

directions away from the shock front, expansion of the

stream continues until inhibited by the ambient pres-

sure.

Conditions in the interaction region can be determined

by imposing conservation of fluxes of mass, momentum

and energy across the two shocks and the contact dis-

continuity, and then requiring that the sum of the ve-

locity changes across the two shocks be equal to the

velocity difference between the tidal debris and the dif-

fuse ISM. The following key points apply. Pressure and

velocity are the same on both sides of the contact dis-

continuity. The two pre-shock pressures are also equal,

so both shocks propagate with the same Mach num-

ber. It follows that the speed of the tidal-debris shock

is much smaller than that of the ISM shock, because

of the much larger sound speed in the ISM: the ISM

shock moves at 50−100 km s−1 (CNM – HIM), whereas

the tidal-debris shock propagates at speeds that range

from ∼ 0.1 km s−1 (interaction with the HIM) up to

∼ 3 km s−1 (interaction with the CNM). Such speeds

imply that the shocked tidal-debris remains neutral in

all cases, with temperatures ranging from a few Kelvin

up to ∼ 103 K, whereas the shocked ISM is in all cases

predominantly ionised.
As mentioned at the start of §7, the stream expands

to dimensions as large as l1, l2 ∼ 4 × 1016 cm before

it reaches a pressure comparable to that of the dif-

fuse ISM. The shock crossing time may be as little as

∼ 3,000 yr, if disruption takes place in the CNM, or as

long as ∼ 105 yr in the HIM. We note that the speed

of the tidal-debris shock is comparable to the speed dif-

ference between the snowballs and the shocked gas, so

the timescale on which the snowballs separate from the

gaseous debris stream is comparable to the shock cross-

ing time.

Gas in the debris stream is only slightly decelerated

as it is shocked, and only declines substantially in speed

after it has swept up a comparable column-density of

interstellar gas (momentum conservation). In the CNM

that deceleration happens on a timescale that is not very
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different from the shock crossing time, whereas in the

warm phases of the ISM it takes much longer (∼ 105 yr),

because of the lower density, and much longer still in the

HIM (∼ 107 yr).

7.3. Plasma microstructure

In region (iii) the ambient ISM is compressed and

shock-heated to a high temperature and a pressure ex-

ceeding that of the ambient ISM by a factor of at least

a few (HIM) and possibly as much as a few thousand

(CNM). This hot, high-pressure ambient can be ex-

pected to drive conductive evaporation flows from the

snowballs, so each snowball leaves behind it a trail of

ionised hydrogen that is cooler and denser than the am-

bient. The result is a vast number of parallel6 striations

in electron-density, temperature, velocity and composi-

tion.

We are not aware of any published model that allows

us to estimate the properties of the snowballs’ plasma

trails. Conductive evaporation flows were considered in

detail by Cowie & McKee (1977), but their model relates

to the evaporation of a cool, spherical plasma cloud at

rest inside a hot ambient plasma. By contrast, in our

case the inward heat flow must also supply the sublima-

tion energy of the molecules from the solid surface, the

binding energy of the molecules, and the ionisation en-

ergy of the atoms, in order to generate an outward flow

of hydrogen plasma. Consequently we are not currently

able to estimate snowball lifetimes.

7.4. Remnant snowballs wander the Galaxy

At present it is unclear whether there are remnant

snowballs that escape from the shocked gas in the in-

teraction region. However, those that do escape might

have quite long lifetimes in the diffuse ISM; in particular

we note that sublimation into a vacuum proceeds very

slowly indeed once the surface of the solid has charged

up (Walker 2013). It is possible that conductive evap-

oration in the diffuse medium is the dominant erosion

mechanism, particularly for snowballs that are moving

supersonically through cool, dense regions of the ISM,

but (as described above) at present we are not able to

make a useful estimate of the rate at which that process

proceeds. We do expect erosion as a result of UV pho-

todissociation of molecules at the surface of the snow-

ball, but in the solar neighbourhood the UV field is so

weak that it cannot destroy the snowballs within the

current age of the universe.

6 The streaks of H-plasma are only locally parallel: there are ve-
locity gradients across the unshocked debris stream, and thus the
direction of relative motion of snowballs and shocked ISM must
also change.

8. ASTROPHYSICAL CONNECTIONS

In this section we consider how snow-cloud tidal debris

might manifest in astrophysical data.

8.1. Radio-wave scattering screens

The plasma microstructure described in §7.3 will scat-

ter radio waves and is potentially of interest in con-

nection with the scattering screens that are responsible

for the intra-day variability of quasars (e.g. Kedziora-

Chudczer et al. 1997; Dennett-Thorpe & de Bruyn 2000;

Oosterloo et al. 2020) and the parabolic arcs seen in (the

power spectra of) pulsar dynamic spectra (e.g. Stine-

bring et al. 2001; Main et al. 2023). The points of

interest are as follows. First, depending on the phase

of the ambient ISM, the microstructure can have elec-

tron densities that are much greater than the values de-

duced for the WIM – a property that is also inferred for

the radio-wave scattering screens (Rickett 2011; Tuntsov

et al. 2013). Plasma densities in the snowball trails are

greatest in cases where the debris stream is interacting

with the CNM.

Secondly, the snowballs are streaming relative to the

shocked gas, and thus the plasma microstructure will be

elongated along the direction of relative motion. The

resulting scattering of radio-waves will be anisotropic to

the same degree. This is interesting because anisotropy

is often observed in radio-wave scattering (e.g. Walker

et al. 2008, 2009; Bignall et al. 2019, 2022; Sprenger et al.

2022). We caution that it is unclear whether the high

levels of anisotropy that are often observed can arise in

this way, as the streaming velocities are limited to at

most a few km s−1; a detailed model of the evaporation

flow is needed to address this question.

Finally, snow-cloud tidal debris is tiny by the usual

standards of the ISM, with major axes growing to only

∼ 3,000 AU, and that is at least qualitatively consis-

tent with the transient nature of the intra-day variability

phenomenon in some sources (Kedziora-Chudczer 2006;

Lovell et al. 2008; de Bruyn & Macquart 2015). To

date, though, observations have not been able to fur-

nish us with firm indications of the size of the scattering

screens so a quantitative comparison is not yet possible.

In contrast to the aspects listed above, the “disk-like”

shapes that the present model predicts to be typical for

tidal debris is at odds with the filamentary scattering

screen morphology reported by Wang et al. (2021). And

as that is the only instance where a screen morphology

has been established, the disagreement is a serious one.

This is an ironic situation, because Wang et al. (2021)

suggested that the observed morphology might be well

explained by the tidal disruption of a cold cloud, and

that suggestion formed part of the motivation for the
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present study. The reason for this difference in outlook

is the following. In the present paper we have concerned

ourselves with TDEs of clouds by unassociated stars, so

the orbits are hyperbolic. On the other hand the per-

spective of Wang et al. (2021) was based on TDE simu-

lations in the literature (e.g. Kochanek 1994), and they

are almost exclusively for parabolic orbits. We return

to the issue of stream morphology in §9, where we con-

sider the circumstance of clouds that are loosely bound

to “host” stars. In that case the clouds can be tidally

disrupted by their hosts, and near periastron the or-

bits of disrupting clouds would be well approximated by

parabolae.

More serious than the morphological mismatch de-

scribed above is the fact that the present model can-

not explain the observed number density of scattering

screens – as discussed in §8.3 – even under the generous

assumption that all of the local dark matter is composed

of snow clouds.

8.2. Scattered light, IR cirrus, and atomic hydrogen

It is possible that snowballs could be long-lived en-

tities. In that case they will follow orbits through the

Galaxy that are dictated by their initial conditions (po-

sition and velocity) and the Galactic potential. These

itinerant snowballs should contribute at some level to

a diverse set of astrophysical phenomena: scattering of

photons (optical/IR, or hard X-rays) from background

sources; far-IR and mm-wave thermal emission; and,

each snowball will leave a trail of atomic hydrogen, as a

result of UV-photodissociation of molecules at the sur-

face of the snowball. We note, though, that the low

density of debris streams in the solar neighbourhood

(see below) means that the disruption process studied

in this paper cannot contribute much to the observed

21cm signal.

8.3. The density of debris streams in the local ISM

To estimate the density of snow-cloud tidal debris

streams in the solar neighbourhood we first need to

establish the absolute normalisation of the disruption

rate (24). The density of stars in the Galactic plane

near the Sun is ≈ 0.137 pc−3 (Kroupa et al. 1993),

following an exponential distribution with scale-height

≈ 300 pc as one moves away from the plane. How-

ever, most of these stars have masses lower than the

fiducial value (1 M⊙) we have used for our calculations.

The appropriate weighting for stars of different masses

is demonstrated by equation 19: the disruption cross-

section is proportional to the stellar mass. With this

weighting applied to the stellar mass function (Kroupa

et al. 1993, their equation 13), the effective number-

density of stars in the solar neighbourhood decreases to

n⋆ ≃ 0.064 pc−3. For the initial population of clouds,

on the other hand, we adopt the local dark density

(ρ ≈ 0.013 M⊙ pc−3) inferred by McKee et al. (2015)

which, for Mc = 3 × 10−5 M⊙ as adopted here, corre-

sponds to7 nc ≈ 400 pc−3. Furthermore, because we

assume that the clouds have the same kinematic distri-

bution as the stars we also assume that the cloud num-

ber density declines exponentially with the same scale-

height as the stars. These assumptions yield a total

TDE rate in the solar neighbourhood of

Rtot ≈ 7× 10−6 exp(−|Z|/h) pc−3 Myr−1, (27)

where Z is the height above the Galactic plane, and the

scale-height on which the rate declines is h = 150 pc.

At present we have no reliable estimate for the lifetime

of the microstructured plasma, so we simply assume it is

no greater than the deceleration timescale of the stream

in the HIM — i.e. <∼ 107 yr (§7.2). With that assump-

tion, equation (27) implies a number density of debris

streams of <∼ 7× 10−5 pc−3 in the neighbourhood of the

Sun (where |Z| ≪ h).

With the exception of morphology, there is a similarity

between the expected properties of individual tidal de-

bris streams and the inferred properties of radio-wave

scattering screens — as described in §8.1. However,

the following argument demonstrates that the model we

have described cannot explain the observed population

of radio-wave scattering screens. With an assumed size

of ∼ 4 × 1016 cm for the tidal debris, the line of sight

to a source that is ∼ 1 kpc distant is expected to inter-

sect a total number of ∼ 4×10−5 streams. By contrast,

pulsar dynamic spectra indicate ∼ 1 strongly scattering

screen for most sources, out to ∼ 1 kpc (Putney & Stine-

bring 2006; Stinebring et al. 2022), and the true density

might be as much as two orders of magnitude higher
when weakly-scattering screens are counted (Reardon

et al. 2024).

9. DISCUSSION

The low rate that we estimate for snow-cloud TDEs

stems, in part, from the small cross-section for that pro-

cess, of order 102 AU2 for relative speeds of ∼ 30 km/s

(see Fig. 6), coupled with the assumption that there is

no physical relationship between the cloud and the star

that disrupts it. If, instead, we were to assume that

clouds are loosely gravitationally bound to stars, then

7 This value is actually an upper limit, because the local dark
density estimated by McKee et al. (2015) includes all forms of
dark matter, not just snow clouds.



19

the TDE rate (27) may be much larger. If clouds are or-

biting at a large distance from the host star then – just

as with Oort’s model for long-period comets (Oort 1950)

– only a small impulse is required, e.g. from a passing

star, to shift any one of them onto a new, plunging or-

bit that leads to destruction by the tides of the host

star. And because a small impulse suffices, the perturb-

ing star need not pass very close to the cloud; hence the

cross-section for this process can be orders of magnitude

larger than for unassociated populations. If so, tidal de-

bris streams would be present in much greater numbers

than we estimated in §8.3. Furthermore, the disrupt-

ing orbits in this case should be close to parabolic, and

therefore the tidal debris streams are expected to be

highly elongated (e.g. Kochanek 1994). Thus the hy-

pothesis that clouds are bound to, and disrupted by,

“host” stars appears to remove the two key objections

to a disrupted snow-cloud interpretation of radio-wave

scattering screens, while retaining all the attractive fea-

tures described in §8.1. This interesting possibility will

be the subject of a future paper.

The affine formalism that we have employed permits

the fluid only a small number of degrees of freedom,

so there is plenty of motivation for future investiga-

tions of cold-cloud TDEs in full hydrodynamic detail

and making use of powerful computers. We anticipate

that partial disruptions may be a common feature of

such computations, as realistic models of snow clouds

exhibit a high density core surrounded by an extended,

low-density envelope (Walker & Wardle 2019).

One aspect of snow-cloud TDEs that merits particu-

lar attention with a more detailed hydrodynamic model

is the possibility that H2 snowballs could aggregate into

much larger lumps, under the influence of gravity. It

has previously been suggested, in the context of stars

(on parabolic orbits) disrupted by massive black holes,

that self-gravity of the debris stream can be important

(e.g. Kochanek 1994; Coughlin et al. 2020). At first

sight that possibility might seem unpromising, precisely

because the gravitational field of the disruptor has over-

whelmed that of the disrupted body. However, disrup-

tions are anisotropic and for some TDEs the stream

expands freely along its major axis while at the same

time self-gravity is important in the dynamics of the mi-

nor axes (Kochanek 1994). For snow cloud TDEs self-

gravity is especially interesting because the vast num-

ber of lumps of solid H2 that are present in the debris

stream constitute a “gas” of particles that has density

but not pressure, and that “gas” will therefore be prone

to gravitational growth of density inhomogeneities. If

any solid H2 aggregates of size ≳ 102 m form in the de-

bris stream, under the influence of gravity, then snow-

cloud TDEs could be a source of interstellar objects such

as 1I/‘Oumuamua (Meech et al. 2017). Indeed, as noted

in the Introduction, it has already been proposed that

1I/‘Oumuamua might be principally composed of solid

H2 (Füglistaler & Pfenniger 2018; Seligman & Laughlin

2020), but understanding the origin of such a large lump

of H2 is challenging (Levine & Laughlin 2021).

10. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We have investigated the process of tidal disruption of

hydrogen snow clouds by stars in the case where there

is no prior physical association between the two. Our

approach employs a restricted hydrodynamics scheme

formulated by Carter and Luminet, in which the cloud

assumes the form of a triaxial ellipsoid at all times —

starting off as a sphere, but ending up with very dif-

ferent axis ratios in instances where disruption occurs.

The formalism cannot be used to study morphologically

complex features such as fallback accretion, tidal strip-

ping or partial disruptions. However, it has a low com-

putational cost and thus it is well suited to our task of

exploring a new parameter space via simulations of a

large number of different star-cloud interactions. Also

for the sake of low computational cost, we adopted a

polytropic EOS with index n = 3/2, appropriate to adi-

abatic convection in an ideal, effectively monatomic gas.

We restricted attention to a single mass (3× 10−5 M⊙),

radius (0.78 AU) combination for the cloud, and the star

was assumed to be of one solar mass. For this pair we

built a library of simulations describing collisions span-

ning a range of impact parameters and relative speeds,

using an energy criterion to identify the parameter com-

binations that lead to TDEs.

From the model collision library we determined the

statistical properties of the disruptions – event rates,

and the kinematics and morphology of the tidal debris

– using identical model velocity distribution functions

for both clouds and stars (appropriate to a thin, Galac-

tic disk population in both cases). We found that tidal

debris is typically flattened (“disk-like”), in the case we

investigated where the orbits are hyperbolic. We also

found that the stream velocities are often quite high

(tens of km s−1), as seen in the LSR. However, that is

mainly a reflection of the assumed initial velocity dis-

tribution of the clouds — as we illustrated with com-

putations for two additional cloud velocity distribution

functions.

Perhaps the most interesting aspect of our results re-

lates to the composition of the debris stream, which

is born as a gas of cold atomic helium peppered with

molecular hydrogen snowballs up to about a metre in

size. (Either of these components could also host met-
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als, if they are present in the pre-disruption cloud, but

we did not consider metals in this paper.) Subsequently

the helium undergoes shock heating as the tidal debris

ploughs through the diffuse ISM. The hydrogen snow-

balls are not directly affected by the shock, but are

gradually eroded as they stream through the shocked

gas. Snowballs in the shocked ISM leave tiny trails of

ionised hydrogen that constitute plasma microstructure,

and these microstructured regions are somewhat remi-

niscent of the “scattering screens” that cause scintilla-

tion in compact radio sources.

It is possible that remnant snowballs could be long-

lived, and in that case they would contribute to light

scattering, to the infrared cirrus and (via UV photodis-

sociation of the surface layers) to the 21cm signal. Much

larger lumps of solid H2 could, in principle, arise dur-

ing snow-cloud TDEs, as a result of the mutual gravi-

tational attraction of the snowballs, but our simplified

hydrodynamic scheme does not allow us to address that

possibility.

Although the properties of the tidal debris are of inter-

est in connection with known astrophysical phenomena,

disruptions are rare for the model investigated here — in

which TDEs are the result of close encounters between a

star and an unrelated snow-cloud. Consequently the ex-

pected number-density of debris streams in the Galaxy

is too low to be able to explain the observed radio-wave

scattering screens. However, if most snow clouds are,

instead, loosely bound to host stars then they can be

disrupted by the host star itself. In that case disrup-

tions are precipitated by a cloud’s orbit being perturbed

into the loss cone – as with Oort’s model for long-period

comets – for which a distant encounter with a field star

suffices, and thus the disruption rate may be orders of

magnitude higher.
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APPENDIX

A. ADIABATIC EXPANSION WITH CONDENSATION OF H2 AND HELIUM

The adiabatic expansion of an ideal gas follows a familiar trajectory. At low temperatures the vibrational and

rotational degrees of freedom of the H2 are not excited, so the gas is effectively monatomic, the ratio of specific heats

is 5/3, and the pressure-temperature relation is P ∝ T 5/2. The tidal debris stream may initially follow this trajectory

as it expands. However, as the expansion continues the vapour pressure of H2 reaches the point of saturation, and

thereafter the adiabatic trajectory changes dramatically because each molecule of H2 that condenses releases latent

heat b ≫ kT .

Following Walker & Wardle (2019) we can construct a simple approximate form for the condensing adiabat by

neglecting the entropy and volume of the condensate in comparison with that of the gas, and modelling the saturated

gas as an ideal gas at the saturation pressure. At temperatures well below the critical temperature the saturation

pressure is well approximated by the following form:

Psat(T ) = kT
(2πµkT )3/2

h3
exp

(
− b

kT

)
, (A1)

with h and k being Planck’s and Boltzmann’s Constants, respectively, and µ the particle mass. The Sackur-Tetrode

entropy per particle (expressed in units of k) of the saturated gas is then

χ =
5

2
+

b

kT
(A2)

(see sections 2.4 and 2.5 of Walker & Wardle 2019). For H2 the accuracy of these approximations is demonstrated by

the comparison with experimental data in Appendix B of Walker & Wardle (2019).

Bearing in mind that the total number of particles of saturated gas, Nsat, depends on both the temperature and

volume (V ) of the fluid parcel under consideration, the total entropy increment of the saturated component evaluates

to

dSsat = Nsatk

[
χd log V +

(
χ2 − 2χ+

5

2

)
d log T

]
. (A3)

And, as usual for an ideal gas, the total entropy increment of the unsaturated component is just

dSun = Nunk

[
d log V +

3

2
d log T

]
. (A4)

There are thus three regimes to consider. First, if both gases are unsaturated then we have dS = dSun, which is

zero for the adiabat and equation (A4) then yields the familiar result d log T = −(2/3) d log V .
When the H2 reaches its saturation pressure we enter the second regime where 0 = dS = dSun + dSsat, which

corresponds to an adiabatic temperature derivative:

−d log T

d log V
=

Nun + χNsat
3
2Nun +

[
χ(χ− 2) + 5

2

]
Nsat

. (A5)

Here Nun is just the (fixed) total number of helium atoms in the fluid parcel under consideration, Nsat, is the total

number of gaseous hydrogen molecules in that parcel, and χ relates to the saturated H2 so the corresponding value

of b in equation (A2) is the sublimation energy of H2. The total number of gas molecules in the fluid parcel can be

rewritten as Nsat = V nsat(T ) = V Psat(T )/kT . And if the H2 first saturates at temperature To and volume Vo (i.e.

there is zero condensate at that point), then the total number of helium atoms can be written as Nun = y Vo nsat(To),

where y is the helium abundance (by number, relative to hydrogen molecules).

Finally there is a regime where helium also saturates; this regime was not considered by Walker & Wardle (2019).

In this case the entropy interval is formally the sum of two saturated gas contributions, but because the saturation

pressure of helium is so much larger than that of H2 (see Figure 12) it is typically a good approximation to neglect

the contribution of hydrogen. In that case the temperature derivative on the adiabat is just (dSsat = 0)

−d log T

d log V
=

2χ

2χ(χ− 2) + 5
, (A6)
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Figure 12. The trajectories of adiabatic expansion (red lines) in the Temperature-Pressure plane, for fluid parcels that first
reach H2 saturation at To ≃ 4.56 K (left panel), and To = 30 K (right panel). In both cases the helium to H2 ratio by number
is y = 1/6. Also shown in both panels are the saturation pressures for H2 (dashed curves), and He (dotted curves); and, a
notional interstellar pressure of 3,000 K cm−3 (thin black line). The left panel is appropriate to fluid in the conditions typical
of the interior of the gas cloud specified in §2 of this paper. For comparison we have also constructed (right panel) the adiabat
for a fluid parcel that first saturates at a much higher temperature — only slightly below the critical temperature for H2.

with χ (and corresponding latent heat b) here being that of helium. Equation (A6) makes clear that adiabatic volume

changes of a saturated gas involve very little temperature change: the right hand side is ∼ 1/χ = kT/b ≪ 1. Whereas

adiabatic P dV work in an ideal gas can only flow to-or-from the thermal energy of the gas particles, in a saturated

gas the P dV work also flows to-or-from the large latent heat reservoir associated with the phase change, and only a

small temperature change results.

With the equations given above we can construct the full trajectory for an adiabatic expansion. To proceed we

assume a helium-to-hydrogen ratio of y = 1/6 (i.e. helium is 25% of the total mass). For H2 the critical temperature

is Tcrit ≃ 32.9 K and the latent heat is b/k ≃ 91.5 K (Walker & Wardle 2019, and references therein). For He,

on the other hand, Tcrit ≃ 5.2 K and b/k ≃ 7.2 K (Donnelly & Barenghi 1998). Figure 12 (left panel) shows the

adiabat for a fluid parcel that starts with the thermodynamic conditions specified in §2 for the interior of our model

cloud; also shown for comparison (right panel) is the adiabat for a fluid parcel that first saturates near the critical

temperature for H2. The left panel shows only the first and second regimes of behaviour discussed above, whereas the

right panel illustrates the second and third regimes. However, the adiabat in the right panel does also exhibit a region

[0.2 <∼ T (K) <∼ 2] where there is so little gas-phase H2 that the thermodynamics are controlled by the (unsaturated)

helium and thus the behaviour is close to that of an ideal gas.

Regarding the discussion provided in §7, the following properties of the two adiabats shown in Fig. 12 are of interest.

For the fluid parcel shown in the left panel: P = Pism at T ≃ 2.2 K and V ≃ 5× 109 (in units of the initial volume);

the gas density is 6× 10−21 g cm−3; and, at this temperature 57% of the H2 has condensed. For the fluid parcel shown

in the right panel: P = Pism at T ≃ 0.53 K, V ≃ 1.2 × 1017; total gas density is 4 × 10−20 g cm−3, and all but a

fraction 10−59 of the H2 has condensed. In neither case does helium saturate before the pressure falls to the typical

ISM pressure.
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