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1

INTRODUCTION

ABSTRACT

Turbulent, two-dimensional, hydrodynamic flows are chemdzed by the emergence of co-
herent, long-lived vortices without a need to invoke spleciial conditions. Vortices have
the ability to sequester particles, with typical ragiil mm to ~ 10 cm, that are slightly
decoupled from the gas. A generic feature of discs with serfensity and effective temper-
ature profiles that are decreasing, power-law functionsdiat distance is that four vortex
zones exist for a fixed particle size. In particular, two ¢ #ones form an annulus at in-
termediate radial distances within which small particleside. Particle capture by vortices
occurs on a dynamical time scale near and at the boundaribs@hnulus. As the disc ages
and the particles grow via coagulation, the size of the amshrinks. Older discs prefer to
capture smaller particles because the gas surface dessitgates with time, a phenomenon
we term “vortex aging”. More viscous, more dust-opaque aniéss massive discs can have
vortices that age faster and trap a broader range of pasiimés throughout the lifetime of
the disc. Thus, how efficiently a disc retains its mass indsotlepends on the relative time
scales between coagulation and vortex aging. If vortices fim protoplanetary discs, they
are important in discs with typical masses and for partities are likely to condense out of
the protostellar nebula. Particle capture also occursssmites relevant to planet formation.
Future infrared, submillimetre and centimetre observetiof grain opacity as a function of
radial distance will test the hypothesis that vortices sas nurseries for particle growth in
protoplanetary discs.
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The formation of~ km-sized planetesimals from sub-micron-sized dust giéiely involves more than one physical process (Youdin
2010; Chiang & Youdin 2010). It is generally accepted thatipi@ growth in dusty, circumstellar discs is hierarchj@ventually forming
planetesimals that are the building blocks of planets (#agd 2007, 2010). There is reasonable understanding afigismall particles,
but forming planetesimals from these particles remain®dhnin controversy. The initial stage of growth probably meds through the
nucleation of sub-micron-sized dust grains from the prutr@drnebula, which then form the monomers of fractal dustregates up to
~ 1 mm to~ 10 cm sizes in> 103 yrs, beyond which growth is stalled by collisional bouncary fragmentatior (Blum & Wurim 2008;
Zsom et al. 2010). In this regime, the particle dynamics arabalation are described by Brownian motion and van der $\faates. One
of the best astrophysical pieces of evidence for grain dréaithese sizes is the detection of 3.5 cm dust emission fnemlaissical T Tauri
star TW Hya (age- 5—-10 Myr), located 56 pc away, which has a face-on circunestelilsc of radius 225 AU (Wilner et al. 2005).

In standard models of protoplanetary discs, the gas presiareases radially outward. Gas in the disc then movebafeplerian
speeds. Solid particles on Keplerian orbits experiencesadiwind” with a velocity~ 10® cm s~! — this head wind drags' 10 cm- to~ 1
m-sized particles into the central star on time scales dfd—100 years| (Weidenschilling 1977a). These time scales ach rshorter than
the characteristic time scale for these particles to aollidd grow into larger particles that are unaffected by tlael hénd. Safronov (1969)
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Table 1. Fiducial parameter values

Parameter(s) Description Adopted value(s)
My initial disc mass 0.0,

S0 initial disc outer radius 20 AU

My, Ty, R, stellar mass, temperature, radius Me, 1o, Re

Ps material/internal density 3gcm

K0 dust opacity leg!

«a viscosity parameter 0.01

¥ gas adiabatic index 14

o mean molecular weight of gas 2.4

and Goldreich & Ward (1973) suggested that this difficulty ba circumvented by dust settling into the midplane of tise dind triggering
gravitational instability, but Weidenschilling (1980)ipted out that turbulence generated by the settling imptdeprocess.

Long-lived structures in the gas are a possible way of cdnaténg particles with sizes- 1 mm to~ 10 cm and growing them
to larger sizes. Such structures are usually high-presggiiens in the gas that are capable of concentrating pastielhich is a man-
ifestation of Bernoulli's princip@ (Kundu & Cohen 2004). Vortices are examples of long-livedidures — they are spiral, non-linear
motions of fluid with closed streamlines. On Earth, ocearniees have been observed to trap larval fish off the coast efeme Australia
(Paterson et al. 2008). In astrophysical settings, theilpesole of vortices in planet formation was suggested by Weizsacker (1946),
based on the writings of Kant, in an article entitleé Entstehung des Planetensystgfi$e Origin of Planetary Systems”). Since then,
vortices have been suggested as possible nurseries fothgtow, 1 m-sized particles (Adams & Watkins 1995; Barge & Sommerigit9
Tanga et al. 1996; Bracco et/al. 1999; Godon & Livio 1999, 2J@bansen et al. 2004; Barranco & Marcus 2005; Fromang &ANE2905;
Klahr & Bodenheimer 2006; Inaba & Barge 2006; Shen &t al. 28e6io et all 2007; Mamatsashvili & Rice 2009). In stratifiedtpplan-
etary discs, there are conceivable locations where the #dwbulent and quasi-2D. An attractive feature of turbyl2®, hydrodynamic
flows is that the fluid robustly self-organizes into largeheent, long-lived vortices amidst a backdrop of small esdiithout a need to
invoke special initial conditions (Carnevale et al. 199Ei¥¥ & McWilliams$ 1993; Tabeling 2002). Such a propertyesifom the fact that
the so-called “vortex-stretching term” in the vorticityuedion is absent in 2D, thereby allowing an inverse caschdeergy (and forward
cascade of enstrophy). Turbulence thus becomes a friendatradfoe. If protoplanetary discs are capable of produainigulent, quasi-2D
flows, then these may seed large-scale vortices that maywsuor many orbital time scales. Such optimism should bepeerad by the
fact that off-midplane vortices have not been observednukitions of protoplanetary discs with dust settling (@igi2003| Johansen et al.
2009).

The main question we are addressing in this study is: asgurartices can be generated and sustained in discs, what sfzzarticles
do they capture, where are the capture locations and whes dapture occurs™ g2, we discuss/review the order-of-magnitude physics
associated with protoplanetary discs, particle-gasactesns and vortices. 1§83, we start with the simpliest case of a static, minimum mass
solar nebula disc and show that there are generically fodexaones within any disc with surface density and tempeegtrofiles that are
decreasing, power-law functions of In §4, we consider the next level of sophistication, which isa¢hse of an evolving, viscously-heated
disc; we show that there are preferred locations and partadlii for vortex capture. 165, we generalize to the case of an evolving, viscous,
irradiated disc. We demonstrate that discs which are abdettosettle particles to their midplanes and capture thenvaitices have upper
limits to their masses that are consistent with most obskdiges. We also show that the maximum particle radius falexarapture in these
discs is~ 10 cm, independent of disc model and weakly dependent onsiita and dust properties. #8l, we summarize our conclusions,
discuss the open questions concerning the physics of gsrtiad describe the relevance of our results to observaflamte[] lists the
fiducial values adopted for the parameters of our models.

2 ORDER-OF-MAGNITUDE PHYSICS: DISCS, PARTICLE-GASINTERACTIONSAND VORTICES

We consider vortices in an axisymmetric, viscous accrafien with surface densit¥(r, ¢) and (effective) temperatufg(r, t), where
r is the radial distance from the star ahid the time. Disc material orbits with angular velocityr) = (GM, /r®)*/? around a star with
massM.,.. The sound speed in a disc depend¥gn, ¢t) and is typically

1/2
vksT —1 _1/2 T
s =1/ BT ~1kms — 1
“=V ma 7 (100K ’ @

where~ is the adiabatic index of the gas; is the Boltzmann constant;; is the mass of a hydrogen atom and we have ignored the radial
dependence of temperature within the disc for simplicitytHe vertical direction, the gas is in hydrostatic equilibr with vertical scale

1 Bernoulli's principle states that in inviscid flows, a dease in fluid velocity is accompanied by an increase in pressdence, locations of maximum
pressure are also locations of minimum velocity.
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height

s T 1/2 M. —1/2 r o\3/2
=g ~00AU (m) (M_@> (25) )

Gas diffuses inward at a rafe = 372, wherev is the viscosity. We adopt an “alpha-model” for the visop¢8hakura & Sunyaév 1973),

where
2

ac
=acsH = —==. 3
v acC Q ( )
There are three important time scales associated with fite The shortest is the dynamical (orbital) time scale,
o M\ VR 32
ta~ QN R 0.2yr <M®> (AU) . (4)

The disc cools on the local thermal timescale (Pringle 198hjch is the ratio of the thermal energy of the g&s) to the rate of viscous
energy dissipation(=Q?). Using our expression far (equation[[B]), the cooling time is
_ -1/2 .
1 N o 1 M* (L)i/Q
booot ~ & ta & 20 YT (0.01) (M@) au/) ®)
Thus, the disc cools on time scales much longer than the dgahtime. The viscous time scale is usually the longestatteristic time
and measures the rate at which matter diffuses through siee di

2 2 2 2 -1 —1/2 3/2
r /T r 5 r/H ( o ) M, ( r ) /
tyis ~ — ~ — ) ta~ (=) tcoor ®2x1 — — . 6
v (H) a (H) 1 2 100y (100) 0.01 Mo AU ©
Itis apparent that,is >> tcool > tq in typical discsi(Lynden-Bell & Pringle 19174; Pringle 1981)

In a Keplerian disc, solving the radial momentum equatiaidg the velocity difference between a particle and itsaurding gas
(Pringlé 1981). For a thin dise, < vk wherevkx = (G M, /r)*/2. Defining inward radial drift to have a positive sign,

~(PLa.3) %
Av~(2+4+4)UK. (7)
The quantitie® andq are the power-law indices of the surface density and tentynerarofiles as functions of,
OlnX olnT
P 4T " omr ®)

From Equation[{]7), a pressure gradient that declines tadiatward produces an inward radial drift of particlesplindq are sufficiently
negative, then the particles do not drift. If vortices caovite this kind of environment, they will trap particlesntwring the dependence of

Av onp andg, we have
1/2 —1/2
AV S om0 (- M, . )
Cs VK 100 K AU M@

Forc, ~ 1 km s ' (equation[[d]), typical drift speeds are roughly 30 m'slAdachi et al.|(1976) and Weidenschilling (1977a) derived
detailed expressions for the time scale of radial d¥ift.. As a rough estimat@ge, ~ 7/Av ~ 10% yr (r/AU), longer than the dynamical
or cooling timescales but much shorter than the viscousstiale or the expected dissipation time of the nebular gad@-10" yr).
Computingta.is. more accurately requires a careful consideration of thg deefficients, which themselves depend o@Adachi et al.
1976; Weidenschilling 197[7a). To facilitate discussioe, @stimate an approximate radial drift time scale at 1 AU as

(a/1m)~™", a<1m,

tarigs ~ 10 yr { (10)

a/1m, a>1m.
In the absence of turbulence, the time scale for particlsgtite to the midplane of the disc is (Chiang & Goldrgich 1997

N N a Ps LMY e 32
tsettle ~ =1 — , 11
e apsQ S00yr (103 gcrrr2) (1 mm3gcrrr3) (M@) (AU) (11)

whereps is the material/internal density of the particles and weshigmored the radial dependence of the surface density.tiequdl) is
effectively theminimumtime for the particles to settle, as vertical mixing may hibld particles aloft. Even turbulence as weakwas 10~°
may frustrate the settling process (see Cuzzi ¢t al.|2008edacences therein). (If the particles are porous/fratial settling time may also
increase.) Particles with radii < 1 mm (tanir: > 10* yr) are well-coupled to the gas and settle somewhat slowtpecdisc midplane.
Particles with radiic ~ 1 mm to~ 10 cm (4. ~ 10°—10* yr) are weakly-coupled and settle on time scate$-500 yr. The largest
particles with radii>> 1 m are uncoupled and do not “see” the gas. Thus, particlesargidered “small” or “large” depending on the
extent to which they are coupled to the gas, a concept we witldp later in the context of vortices. Small particles rgegw up to some
maximum particle size, typicall 10 cm, before starting to drift inward. We wish to show that iee$ are capable of capturing particles in
this size range as they drift radially inward through thedis

The typical growth time for small particles is shorter thhe drift time. Particles larger than micron sizes are prbbfibctal aggregate
structures (see AppendiX A), which simulations and latmse¢xperiments suggest take (Blum & Wirm 2008; Zsom et 020

teoag = 10% yr (12)
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4 Heng & Kenyon

to form. Once these particles form and start to settle outefas, the collisional time scale for an ensemble of solitighes is (Heng & Tremaine

2010),
-1 —1/2
aps _3 a Ps s M, T \3/2
fe ESQNE)XIO 4 <1mm390rrr3) <1Ogcrrr2) (M@) (AU) ' (13)

whereX; is the surface density of solids (typically 1% B) and we have ignored gravitational focusing. If collisigesult in the growth
to larger particles, then particles with ~ 1 mm to~ 10 cm grow more rapidly#. ~ 0.005-0.5 yr) than they drift through the gas
(tarite ~ 107=10? yr). Larger particles with, =~ 1 m grow on timescales«{ 5 yr) comparable to their drift times. Thus, producing pagtic
much larger than 1 m requires an environment to concentradédl particles in regions of larger local surface densityevehthey can grow
into much larger planetesimals which are safe from radiél dortices provide this environment.

Particles in the vicinity of a vortex experience centrifufgue to vortex and not disc rotation) and Coriolis forcesected outward
and inward respectively (Chavanis 2000). In polar coor@isiaentered on the vortéR, 6), the relevant terms in the equation for the radial
accelerationd® R/dt?) of the particle are:

e (deN?
Centnfugal.R(E) ,

Coriolis: QQRd—Q.
dt

(14)

Only anti-cyclonic vorticesdf/dt < 0) direct particles toward the vortex centers; they alsoisaronger than cyclonic vortices (Davis et al.
2000). For net inward acceleration of the particle to exigtmust havedd/dt| < 212, a condition which is always fulfilled in practice. Two
processes — viscous dissipation and orbital shear — liraistbes of vortices. Viscous dissipation destroys vortcealler than the viscous
length scale,

acs H o T Vvor -1 M, —1/2 r \3/2
- 0003 AU (0.01 100 K) (0.1 cs) (M@) (m) ’ (15)
on time scales comparable t@s (equation[[6]), where.. ~ 0.1 ¢, (Inaba & Barge 2006) is the rotational speed of the vortexerEn
this case, vortices formed at this scale are many orders gfitu@e larger than the particles considered and can fufgivmany dynamical
times. Keplerian shear inhibits the formation of circultustures larger than the shear length scale (Godon & I.i98),

o0

-1 1/2 —1/4 =
Uvor M, T \5/4
w = (o) () G a9

Circular vortices forming at scales Lshear get elongated in the azimuthal direction, which allows theraurvive longer. These estimates
for Lyis and Lshear Show that vortices are large-scale phenomena with lenglle st > a.

In 3D, vortices are generally subjected to hydrodynamitainitities that may destroy them on time scales shorter thar{seegg). In
2D, vortices may live for many dynamical times due to the abseof the vortex trapping term in the vorticity equation. iAmerse energy
cascade exists in 2D turbulence, allowing large-scaldogstto emerge naturally from self-organization of the fi{fidbeling 2002). It is
therefore much easier to make statements about vorticd3. iiti figure of merit for whether a fluid flow is 2D or 3D is the Ede number,
which is a measure of how rapidly a fluid element respondsnagthe vortex flow, when vertically displaced in a conveeslty stable fluid
layer. At a given vertical height in the disc, the fluid layer is effectively 2D if the Froude noen is less than unity (Barranco & Marcus
2005). It depends on the ratio of two quantities: the buoydime scaletgyv and the rotational period of the gas around the vottgx
Assuming vertical isothermality for simplicity, we get

27 (H
tgv ~ ﬁ (—) . (17)

z

Lyis =

Lshear = Uvor

As reasoned by Barranco & Marcus (2005), the Keplerian skeamparable in magnitude to the rotational rate, implyivedtvor ~ 27 /Q.
The Froude number is then

where we have ignored a factor of order unity related to tipeetsratio of the vortex. Near the disc mid-plade;> 1 and the flow is 3D.
A couple of vertical scale heights or more from the mid-plar@vever, the flow already becomes quasi-2D — any turbulgecerated in
these fluid layers will inevitably seed vortices, but we agaite that such off-midplane vortices are not seen in sitiaus (Chiang 2008;
Johansen et al. 2009).

Chavanis|(2000) considered the forces acting on a partioksing a vortex. By seeking solutions of the form,
x = Lcos (wt) e —t/tcap),
cos (wt) exp (~t/eap) 19
y = L' sin (wt) exp (—t/tcap),

where(z,y) are the Cartesian coordinates of the particle with the mrgintered on the vortex, he was able to show fHat L/ and
w = —3Q/2(x — 1) — the particles follow ellipses of aspect rajo> 1 and move with angular velocity. The eccentricity of the ellipse
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is (x? — 1)1/2/X. The combined effect of the Coriolis force and drag make Hréigles drift towards the vortex center on a time scale:

ax(x=1)° ¢
N o= ey (&), €>9

tcap = 9
x(x—=1) 1
oo (g) §<W

where¢ is the friction coefficient which we will describe shortlyh& preceding expressions were derived by Chavanis |(20@®ruhe
assumption that the particle motion within the vortex isedeiinistic, which becomes invalid if the vortex cores beeastrongly turbulent
(Lesur & Papaloizou 2010). Since = 4 minimizes the capture time_(Chavanis 2000), we will adop talue for the rest of the paper
whenever necessary and note that the numerical coeffidiemtguation [2D) are both 8/3. The capture time depends ditlgasize and
the properties of the gas through the friction coefficig@rnibenoting the mean free path of the gas\as 1 cm, particles are in the Epstein
(Stokes) regime whea < 9\ /4 (a > 9\ /4) (e.g., Adachi et al. 1976; Weidenschilling 1977a). For édlfrparticles coupled closely to the
gas, the transition from the Epstein regime to the Stokeseegccurs at a disc radius= r. (see§3). Thus, we write the friction coefficient
as (Weidenschilling 197/7a; Cuzzi eflal. 1993),

(20)

. L, Epstein regime(a < 9A/40rr > rc), (21)
~ . stokes egmets > 0 orr < ).

Solving for the vortex structure within the disc then reqailspecifying a disc model that in turn specifiésT and A as functions of

r and/ort, which we will explore in the subsequent sectiofi8, @ and§5). It is worth noting that2/¢ is the commonly-used “Stokes
number”. If £/Q > 1, the particle is small and tightly coupled to the gas, impiythat it is unable to be trapped at the centre of the
vortex. If £/ < 1, the particle is large and does not “see” the vortex. Henseali@ady noted by Chavanis (2000) and simulated by
Johansen et al. (2004), vortices tend to “pick out” parsiciéa certain size, i.e§,/2 ~ 1, such that capture occurs within an orbital period,
teap ~ Q1. These particles are also the ones that attempt to settlerdsvihe mid-plane of the disc after growing to large sizes vi
coagulation. This aerodynamic sorting of the particlesimsortices is consistent with evidence that meteoritesunSolar System are
composed of chondru@s;f a similar size|(Hewins 1997). It is worthwhile to note thia¢ expression fof in the Stokes regime only holds
when the particle Reynolds number is less than unity. Edgritty, this requires

e o1 (5 ) (22)
VK 3+q+2p \a
Sincec; /vk < 1 for the discs we are considering, we expect the conditiomjiragon [22) to be satisified.
Finally, gravitational instability may be triggered if thencentrated mass density within the vortices exceedsffibetiveRoche density,

. -3
PR = SZ%* ~107"gem? @ (i‘;’;) (é) , (23)
wherew is a dimensionless factor accounting for the delay of gaticibal collapse due to gas pressure. Setting 1 gives the traditional
mass density threshold for gravitational instability, ethis about two orders of magnitude larger than the chalatitemass density of the
gas within the nebulay, ~ 107° g cm3. Traditionally, gravitational collapse occurs within

—1/2
™ Pc
~N—~1 S S 24
G (Gpe)'/? wr (10*7 g crrr3) ’ (24)

wherep. 2 pr is the mass density of the self-gravitating clump createdrayitational instability. Among others, Cuzzi et al. (20@oint

out that gas pressure and turbulence act to delay the onsellase, analogous to the role of ambipolar diffusion &r &rmation, estimate
@ > 10% and show instead that gravitational collapse occurs on estale,

1 [ pocs 2 po Cs Pe Ps a \ '
tGef ~ —5 ta ~ 400 yr - - - . 25
Gt ™ 2 ( Psa ) @ y (10*9 gem3 1kms! 10-"gem23gcm3 1 mm (25)

In summary, small particles 1 zm), strongly coupled to the gas, coagulate rapidly and gitémsettle to the midplane of the disc.
Particles approachingg 1 mm to~ 10 cm in size experience radial drag forces that direct themtim¢ star. Vortex capture occurs on a
dynamical time scale — large-scale vortices thereforeigeoa way to trap these particles before they drift into the Jthe enriched particle
density within the vortices then enhances particle grothl{a & Barge 2006). Growing particles remain trapped withie vortices until
they are large enough to decouple from the gas, when radiglidrnegligible. Thus, vortices provide a natural way foaBmparticles to
grow into larger ones before they are dragged into the desttra

This mechanism for trapping particles within the disc isr@rtiesting alternative to streaming instabilities, thergbing of particles in a
gaseous disc with pressure support (€.9., Goodman & FirfyXoudin & Goodmehn 2005; Johansen & Youdin 2007; Youdinofahsen
2007; Johansen etlal. 2009). In streaming instabilitifsiefit clumping requires dust-to-gas ratios of order unigar the disc midplane.
Vortices require no special dust-to-gas rakience, vortices above the disc midplane and streamingbilgies in the midplane may provide
complementary mechanisms for forming large planetesifnats small particles.

To examine whether vortices can trap particles in protagikany discs, we consider several accretion disc modelseVeldp an initial
picture of this process, we start with a standard, statitogtellar disc where the surface density and temperaturedse radially outward.

2 Chondrules are typically mm-sized particles found in chidas, which are meteorites with near-solar compositiaraitered by heating processes.

© 2021 RAS, MNRASO00, [IHI8



6 Heng & Kenyon

To explore a broad range of discs, we consider masses argsuiénsity gradients consistent with observations o§disrounding young
stars. Our results suggest that four vortex zones genlgrieebt in discs with surface density and temperature @sfihat are decreasing,
power-law functions of.. Two of these vortex zones form an annulus at intermediatanites from the star, within which particles are tightly
coupled to the gas and are considered “small.” Vortex cepbéiparticles is optimal near and at the boundaries of thisilais. To explore
the generality of these results, we then consider two marfedgolving discs: a completely viscous digglf and an irradiated, viscous disc
(§5). Our analyses suggests that these basic conclusionsaffeated by the choice of disc model.

3 VORTICESIN A STATIC,MMSN DISC

Determining the locations where vortices trap particlegdseous discs involves specifying the surface densityeangdrature profiles.
In models of the minimum mass solar nebula (MMSN; Weidenkiefil977th] Hayashi 1981; Cuzzi etlal. 1993),

- ()
° (26)

—q
T="T, (i) .
To

At ro = 1 AU, the normalization values typically chosen &g = 1700 g cm 2 and7T, = 280 K. In this section, we assume = 1,
i.e., the sound speed is isothermal. Standard choicesdautface density and temperature indiceslde< ¢ < 3/4 and0 < p < 5/3
(Cuzzi et all 1993); Chavanis (2000) chgse- 3/2 andg = 1/2. Forp = 3/2, evaluating2 [ Xrdr from the approximate locations of
Mercury to Neptune (0.22—35.5 AU) yields a total mass of abdil My (Weidenschilling 1977b). Repeating the same exercisepvith0
yields a mass of abowt8 M.

Submillimetre studies of young stellar objects show thatsbrface density drops off more slowly than predicted byythe 3/2
MMSN model, and that the distribution of disc masses is rbufgg-normal with a typical mass  0.01 My (Andrews & Williams 2005,
2007). Detection of continuum emission at 1.3 mm from 11wstellar discs around low- and intermediate-mass preHseguence stars
yields the constraint-0.8 < p < 0.8 (Isella et all 2009); the disc mass ranges fl@o7 My (p = 0.8) to 9 My (p = —0.8) if we keep
Yo = 1700 g cm 2. In this ensemble, the most massive dises(.1 M) can produce giant planets by either core accretion (Idar& Li
2004) or gravitational instability (Rafikov 2009; Kratterat|2010]| Meru & Baté 2010). Lower mass discs may productoRhass objects
and debris discs (Heng & Tremaine 2010; Kenyon & Bromley J0lkierred disc outer radii from partially-resolved suliimietre images
of these~ 1 Myr-old objects are typically~ 200 AU; a viscous disc model with: ~ 0.01 matches the median spectral energy and surface
brightness distributions (Andrews & Williams 2007). Manigas withp < 0 are dynamically unstable and may represent transientsstate
that are less relevant for the vortex capture of particlesys will focus onp > 0 discs.

Specifying the surface density and temperature profilddyite vertical scale height and mean free path,

r 3/2—q/2
rem(z)
To

omuH r 3/2+p—q/2 (27)
A= = )\O — )
oX 0
where
_ 2mH k‘BTo”I‘g /2 (28)
0= oo \ GM,mu

o ~ 2 x 107'* ¢ is the collision cross section of a hydrogen molecule Biyd= (ks Tors /G M,mu)*/?. For M, = Mg, Ho ~ 0.05
AU and \o ~ 0.8 cm. The mass density is then ~ X¢/Ho ~ 1072 g cm2. It follows that the pressure scales Bsx r~ (P+4/2+3/2)
Inward radial drift occurs when the pressure decreasesavdfwhich requires (equationl [7])

p> -t (29)
Forg = 1/2, we need» > —7/4 for outward radial drift.

Chavanis|(2000) realized that there are four vortex zondésiwa gaseous disc (Figué 1). Beyond a critical distance r., there
is a transition from the Stokes (> 9\/4) to the Epsteind < 9\/4) regimes. The critical distance is bounded by two othersitamal
distancesri, androus. The annulus, < r < rous defines a region within which particles of a given size arbttigcoupled to the gas.
It is conceivable that coagulation takes place in such dmmdi (e.g.. Inaba & Barge 2006). At the boundaries of theuarm¢ = r;, and
T = Tout), particles are captured by vortices within an orbital per.., ~ Q2~'). Outside of the annulus' (< i, andr > 7out), capture
times become long and radial drift dominates. If particlesagrapidly within vortices, them = r;, andr = r.u: are natural locations for
planet formation. Indeed, Chavanis (2000) adopted a MMSNehand concluded that the Earth and Jupiter could have fbimsitu via
core accretion at these locations. In a time-dependentuiseever, the locations and sizes of the vortex zones idited in Figur€ll evolve
with time. Coagulation and vortex capture then need to wotlaindem to concentrate particles successfully. Beforemlzaek on this task,
we briefly review and generalize the static, MMSN results b&¢anis|(2000).

© 2021 RAS, MNRASD00,[1H18
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Figure 1. Schematic of different vortex zones within a gaseous disw@lBand large particles ha¥g’©2 > 1 and{/Q < 1, respectively (see text).
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Figure 2. Transitional distances;, andr.ut for a static, MMSN disc withy = 1/2 as a function of particle radius. The region wih< 0.8 is shaded,
while the dotted and dot-dashed lines arefor 3/2 andp = 1, respectively. The surface density and temperature naratian values are kept fixed at
Yo = 1700 g cm~2 andT, = 280 K, respectively.

Upon specifying the disc model (equati@n][26]), we can coimpie critical distance that separates the Epstein aneStegimes,
da 2/(3+2p—q)
Te = <9—)\0) T0. (30)
Fora ~ Ao ~ 1 cm,r. ~ 1 AU. In each regime$/Q2 > 1 (small particles) whemi, < r < r. andr. < r < rous,

8p a2 ) 2/(3—q)

(31)

Effectively, the disc can be divided into 4 sub-regions anemas illustrated in Figufé 1. Two of the zones form an amsnwiithin which
particles are considered small, even if the entire discsiated with monodisperse particles (i.e., particles efsame size). Each zone has
a different expression for the capture time:

64psa’ [ 1 —(3—q)/2
275020 \ 70
3500 (L
2
thap — Psa T0

45 r\ ?
eyl o , e <1 < Tout,

16pca (1 \" r>7r
3% \ro) ° out -

, T < Tin,
(3—q)/2
) , Tin < T < Tg,

(32)

In our idealized analysis, vortex capture of particles igmal only atri, androu:. In reality, there will be a small range of distances around
the transitional distances where vortex capture will stitur in about a dynamical time. We will see that the boundaries of the annulus
(rin < 7 < Tout) €volve with time — specifically, the annulus shrinks as thee dges. I§5, the picture is complicated by the introduction
of an additional transitional distance beyond which disatimg is dominated by stellar irradiation.

The allowed ranges in the indicesandq imply a range of values in the surface densifyy) and temperaturel{) normalizations, but
for clarity we keep the values previously described. We thiebr;, andr..: as functions of: in Figure[2. For clarity, we do not show..
The inner and outer transitional distances are indeperafenaindg, respectively. Since discs typically have a small rangeatdies forg,
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rin fOr a givena is effectively constant for all discs; we keggixed at 1/2. Asp decreases from 3/2, the outer transitional distance moves
out for a fixeda. For each particle size, there is a $et,, 7., rout }. FOr alla values, there is a locus of sets for each combinatignarfdq.
For illustration, we show; for p = 3/2 andp = 1; we also shade the region for whigh< 0.8. Decreasing the disc mass has no effect
onrin, but causes..: to move inward. Thus, there is some value:dbr which i, = rout.

Particle capture via vortices is only possible in discs wher: > rin, which allows us to derive a maximum value for the particle

radius,
o< 9 ? keTorgmu
4o GM,
from which specializing tp = 3/2, ¢ = 1/2 yields

3/17 —3/17 5/17 —11/17
o < 46 cm (=20 M >0 L : (34)
280 K Mgy 1700 g cm—2 3gcm3

If less massive discs are considered, the largest partiatecan be captured by vortices becomes smallerpFo, o4 iS undefined.
We demand that the particles settle to the midplane of thelyis time

p/(3+4p—q)
] :

o (3—q)/(3+4p—q) _(34+2p—g) /(3+4p—q)
<_) Ps ’ P v q7 (33)

€ tsettle < tmax, (35)

where the dimensionless factor> 1 accounts for an increase in the effective settling time dueettical mixing. This constraint yields a
minimum value for the particle radius,

Yo€ rd 1/2 r 3/2-p
a > 0 —
Pstmax <GM*> (7'0>

r 3/2-p M* —1/2 Z:O Ps tmax -t
>9cme | — — .
To Mg 1700 g cm—2 3gcm310yr

Equations[(3B) and(86) collectively yield a maximum valoeX, independent of. In other words, we can estimate a maximum mass for a
disc in which particles can both settle and be trapped byoestLets, andsj denote the outer and inner disc radii, respectively; weneurt
assumeso > s;,. Combining equationg (83) anld {36) yields

GM (3+2p—q)/8p Fraas (3+4p—q)/4p 50 1-p—p1
< 3*> Zmax ro / L dr,  (37)
o € s To

wheref: = (3 — 2p)(3 + 4p — q)/8p. Specializing tp = 3/2 (51 = 0) andq = 1/2 produces a more wieldy expression,
1/2 1/4 11/24 17/12
—17/12 So Ps To M, tmax
Mo <0.11 Mo € (20AU3gcrrr3) <28O K) <M@> <10yr ' (38)

This mass is comparable to the maximum disc mass observaotiostellar discs with ages of 1 Myr (Andrews & Williarns 20@D07).
Note that there is no constraint on the disc mass when

(36)

1/4

2
- 9ps
My < 2pta=3)/4p [(—f ) ksTomu
o

3—4¢

p= 5 (39)
Forg = 1/2, this constraint occurs when= 5/4. The mass constraint on a disc hosting particles that candwitle and be captured by
vortices depends somewhat weakly on the disc propertiesemsitively on the maximum time imposed for settlihg,. may be interpreted
as the radial drift time or even the gas dissipation time \@msely, equatior[ (38) informs us that there should existynaliscs in which the
particles may be captured by vortices before having a chiansettle to the disc midplanes. In both scenarios, thersgfdrifting particles
may be sequestered by off-midplane vortices that are efédgD (see equatioi[18]). As demonstrated by the scaleygendence af, the
condition in equatior{38) becomes more restrictive (iasver maximum mass) when vertical mixing is present.

Our static, MMSN model allows us to draw the following corgitins: in a disc where the surface density and temperatarpaaver-
law functions that decrease with radius, four vortex zonést éor « < 50 cm. Two of the vortex zones form an annulus at intermediate
distances where particles of a given size are consideredll'saven if the entire disc is populated with particles o ttame size. Vortex
capture occurs on a dynamical time scale near and at the Aoasaf this annulus — capture occurs for particle sizeskwhbbagulation
likely produces in discs with masses comparable to thosbs#mwed discs. We next consider an evolving disc dominatetkibous heating,
where the transitional distances discussed in this seatidrFiguré 1l are allowed to evolve.

4 VORTICESIN A VISCOUSLY-HEATED DISC

Chambers| (2009) considers an evolving disc with a structetermined solely by viscous heating. He solves equatianthé vertical
structure and energy balance to derive analytic expressmrthe disc mass, radius, surface density, and temperagufunctions of time.
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Vortices as Nurseries for Planetesimal Formation9

The surface density and temperature are power-laws inlrdidtance and time,

r —3/5
Y= Zvis <—> (1 + 7')757/80 5
S0

1/4 _3/4
T =T (L) (L) (14 7)"19/64

3K0Xvis S0
whereso is now the initial value of the outer edge of the disg, is the opacity of the particles (assumed constant)ans ¢/t.is. The
coefficients¥,is andTy;s are functions of the initial disc mass and outer radius. Wepash, = 20 AU as a reasonable starting point. We
note that the models of Chambers (2009) do not considercaudansity enhancements at the snow line.
The viscous time scale in the Chambers (2009) model is
pmu Moo
16mayksTvisZvis
whereQ)y = (GM*/38)1/2, 1 is the mean molecular weight of the gas did is now the initial disc mass. Using the parameter valuesdist
in Table[d t.is ~ 4.4 x 10" yr. The normalization valu@are

(40)

(41)

tvis =

Z:vis = 7MO 5
107 s “2)
: 4
T. = 27,‘{00(’}/]{)]35202‘245 1/3
vis 640sBumu ’
whereosg is the Stefan-Boltzmann constant. Using TaBI& s ~ 50 g cm? andTyis ~ 27 K.
From equation{40), the vertical disc height and gas meandath are:
. 9/8
H = Ho (8_) (1-%—7')719/1287
0
2muHo (T 69/40 361/640 @)
A= — 1 361
0 Xvis (80) (1+7) ’
where
ks Toie 1/2 ] 1/8 -
o= (ry mu ) 3k0Xvi % 49
The three transitional distances illustrated in Fidgdreel ar
4Ps0a2 B/9 19/144
in — 1 5
Tin = 50 <9mHH0) (147
2a0Yyi 10/69 361/1104
. = vis 1 - , 45
T 80<9mHH0) (1+7) (45)
Evis 5/3 B

For convenience, we note that the temporal indices are aippately 0.13, -0.33 and -1.19. In an evolving disc, the fass of the four
vortex zones change with time. The radius grows with time; the radiir. andr.ut shrink with time. Thus, the region where particles of a
given size are considered small < r < rout) shrinks with time. Conversely, this region is larger foradler particles at a given moment
in time.

Particles with¢ /2 = 1 are preferentially captured by the vortices and by definitiaveQt.., ~ 1 (equatiorf 2D). These particles have
radii of

S0

~3/5 . .
Zvis (l) (14 7)~°7/%0 (Epstein)

2ps S0

1/2 9/16
(92250) (L (147)719/%%%  (Stokes) (46)

aopt -

Again, for convenience we note that the temporal indicesappeoximately -0.074 and -0.71.

As the disc ages, the vortices prefer to pick out smalleriglag, a phenomenon we term “vortex agindh Figure[3, we plota,pt
as a function of- att = 10®,10*® and10° yrs, representing the possible range of coagulation timkesdnferred from both theory and
observations (Blum & Wurm 2008; Chiang & Youdin 2010). If diducial, evolving, viscous disc is capable of generatingives, these
vortices prefer capturing particles with radii 1-10 cm (left panel of Figurgl 3). If coagulation builds pdegup to maximum sizes 1
mm, then at = 10° yrs vortex capture is only possiblesag> 16 AU.

Analogous to equatiof (33) 8|, the maximum particle radius imposed by the conditign > rin is

3 Equation (20) of Chambers (2009) has a typographical ernrthe'Q(l)/3 term.
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Figure 3. Optimal radius of particles captured by vortices for evalyiviscous discs at= 102, 104> and106 yrs. The vertical lines are the respective snow
lines (' = 170 K). Left panel: using the fiducial disc parameters (TableRight panel: a disc that is more viscous, more dust-opaqdéess massive than
the fiducial case. Note that the vertical scales for the @mddifferent.

M\ T8 g 10731 i BO/93 1 N —4/98 1y \16/93 1 o N 4/93
@< stom (w)  (weer) (1) (1) (o)
Mo, 20 AU 50 g cmr 2 2.4 14 0.01

o —23/31 Ko 1/93 , 47

s —95/248

><<3gcrrr3> <1cm29*1) (1+7) '

The minimum particle radius set by equatibnl(35) is

9/10
0> Yyis€ (L) (1 4 r)~57/%0
psQOtmax So

(48)

9/10 —1/2 1
r M, S0 3/2 Yivis Ps tmax —57/80
24cm e = =2 ( ) : 1 .
~ 6(30) (M@) 20 AU (5090rrr2) <3gcrrr3 10yr) (1+7)

By combining equation$ (47) and (48), it follows that disdsieh are able to accommodate both particle settling anagxardpture are
subjected to a constraint on their masses,

M < 0.98 A o/ 30/36 47/86 % 73/86( S0 )—47/86 (L)74/43 (l)16/43( a )4/43
e 100 Mo 20 AU 2.4 1.4 0.01

24/43 1/43 93/43
y Ps Ko tmax (1+ 7_)1767/2480
3gcm3 lem? gt 10 yr ’

For convenience, we note that the temporal index is apprately 0.71. As ir3, the disc mass constraint depends weakly on the stellar and
disc properties, but it is sensitive to the maximum time isgzbfor settling. For likely ranges of disc parameters, thgimum disc mass is
consistent with the masses of observed discs.

For vortices in discs to capture particles, they need to aga time scale comparable to that required for coagulatind,ta attain
capture radii comparable to the maximum particle sizerstale via coagulation. Lower values®f,,; are obtained when discs are generally
more viscous, more dust-opaque or less massive. We havaredigach of these cases separately, but do not show thetegadnsve plot
the extreme example of a more viscous, more dust-opagdéess massive disc in the right panel of Figlle 3. Note thavémtical scales
in the left and right panels are different. In this case, ttléesar thataep, ~ 1 mm to~ 10 cm for¢ ~ 103-10° yrs. Aimost the entire disc
is in the Epstein regime, where the vortices age more rap@ily results may be invalid when< 1 AU because non-linear Stokes drag
becomes important, which occurs when the gas Reynolds mumbe

(49)

R 2a0Syis $3/3815 (1 4 r) 5T/ (50)
mu

greatly exceeds unity. It follows that non-linear Stokesgdsets in when

5/8 .
a Svis s0 \3/8 —57/128
A5AU | — 1 . 51
r< 015 (1cm5()gcrrr2) (2OAU) (1+7) ®1)

5 VORTICESIN A VISCOUS, IRRADIATED DISC

Chambers| (2009) also considers the case of an evolvinqugsaradiated disc. Whether a disc has an irradiated oeggon depends
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upon comparing two characteristic temperatures,

T = 27,‘{0&’7]{335}0 1/3 7MO 2/3
YT\ 64ospumn 107 s ’

1/4 1/7 3/7
en () () ()
7 T S0

whereT, = GM, umu/ks R+, T is the stellar effective temperature aRd is the stellar radius. Using TalileLyis ~ 27 K andTyaq ~ 38
K; sinceTyaa > Tuis, the fiducial outer disc is dominated by stellar irradiatrather than viscous heating. However)ify, o or a are
increased by an order of magnitude, we @ela < Tvis — the entire disc is initially dominated by viscous heatifgr clarity, we first
consider the case where the disc has an initial irradiagidmewe subsequently consider a disc where the irradiagidm develops at a
later time.

(52)

5.1 With Initial Irradiated Region (Tyaq > Tvis)

The characteristic surface densities are

T\ 5
Z:vis = Z:rad (ij) )
13M, 33/ To \ /%] 3)
Era _ 122 vis )
d 2872 98 <Trad> :|

Using Tabld L Y,is = 54 g cm ™2 andS,aq ~ 41 g cm 2. WhenTiaq > Tiis, We replaces, ;s andTyis in equation[(Zll) by-,.q andTiaq,
respectively; our fiducial disc now hags ~ 3.8 x 10* yrs.
The surface density profile is

—3/5
Z:vis (é) (1 + 7—)757/80 5 r< Tt,

Y= —15/14 (54)
Yrad (%) (1—1—7’)719/167 > Ty
Requiring the surface density to be continuous yields tuesitional radius between the viscous and irradiated nsgio
D 70/33
Ty = S0 <2r—ad) (14 7)"133/182, (55)

For our fiducial disc, the initial value of; is about 11 AU.
This formulation leads to minor discontinuities in the @demperature. In the viscous regime, the disc is not \aliésothermal.

Thus, the effective temperature is lower than the midpl@neperature. In the irradiated regime, the assumption dfcetisothermality

requires a discontinuity in one temperature at the bounbanyeen the two regimes. Chambers (2009) adopts a modegweemidplane

temperature,

fu (2) P aane e,

so

Tmid = Trad vis -3/7 (56)
(i) , > Ty,
s0
is continuous by construction, but the effective tempegtu
1/4 —3/4
S (i) (5) W e
T — Trad vis 0~vis 0] (57)

L\ =3/7
(;) B r > T,

is then discontinuous at = r. Despite this lack of continuity, the jump in the effectiesrtperature at the boundary is fairly small. Thus,
our eventual estimates fag,. nearr = r; should be correct to within a factor of a few.
Knowledge of the effective temperature allows us to detffiaevertical scale height,

9/8
(;) (1_‘_7_)719/1287 r < Ty,

H=Ho{ Y00 (58)
(:—0) , r >,
where
1/2 1/8
kBTrad Zra —1
H, = (W ?ﬂvais d) (3N0;vis) Qo <, 59
0= e T 1/2 1 (59)
(425aa) 05, >
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Figure 4. Transitional distances for an evolving, viscous, irragtiadlisc fora = 1 cm particles and adopting fiducial parameters (Table 1).yEtlew shaded
region is the region within which = 1 cm particles are considered small. In the pink shaded reghensmall particles are in the region of the disc where
heating is dominated by stellar irradiation rather thacasity.

It follows that the gas mean free path is

69/40

omuHoe | Svie (%) (14 7)%01/680
A= o -1 33/14 19/16 (60)

E1rad (é) (1+T) ) T > Ty

The critical transitional distance between the Stokes grdein regions now has two expressions,
B Fzas (14 7)7361/101 - (viscous)
Te = 20a% —133/264 . : (61)
it (L+7) , (irradiated)

For the range of parameters considered in this study, weyalhaver. < r; att = 0, implying that the discs begin with. in the viscous
regime. Since; decreases more strongly with time (equalioh 55), it is fs$or some discs with monodispers@opulation of particles to
haver. in the irradiated regime at a later stage of evolution. Farfiolucial disc,r.(t = 0) ~ 0.3 AU. The other transitional distances are
8/9 .
(—4”5“2") (14 7)1 (viscous)

9myg Hg

Tin = S0 4 2 7/9 (62)
sa‘o . .
(97anH0) ) (irradiated)
and
5/3
<—§Vii (14 7)1/ (viscous)
Tout = S0 ps 14/15 (63)
(—Emd) (1+7)7133/120 " (irradiated)
2psa )

Although we have shown both cases for completeness, weatfpltaveri, (¢ = 0) androut (¢ = 0) in the viscous and irradiated regimes,
respectively; their fiducial values are 0.005 AU and 120 AU.
Formally, there are four different scaling relations foe tiptimal capture radius, depending on whether r¢ or ry < r¢:

9/16
9my Ho (L) (1 +7‘)719/256, r<re <1y OF 7 <1 <7,

4pso 50
RNV s
Zois (1 (14 7)7°7/80 re <1 < Ty
a _ 2ps 50 (64)
opt — 9my Hg r 9/14
VR () TS TS Te
215714
Sas (2) a0 < orre<roar

A generalization of the previous expressionsdgy: (equatio 4b) is that there are now three scaling relationtht optimal capture radius
for any given disc. In essence, the first and fourth equaiiofgd) are always in use; whether the second or third equadiosed depends
on if r. is in the viscous or irradiated regime.
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Figure 5. Optimal radius of particles captured by vortices for evalyiviscous, irradiated discs at= 103, 10%5 and108 yrs. The vertical lines are the
respective snow linesI{ = 170 K). Left panel: using the fiducial disc parameters (TaBleRight panel: a disc that is more viscous, more dust-opaqgde an
less massive than the fiducial case. Note that the vertieéésor the plots are different. The kinks in the curves atefacts of the discontinuous nature of
the effective temperature in the viscous, irradiated diedeh(see text).

In Figure[4, we show the evolution of the four transitionaltdnces for our fiducial disc and= 1 cm particles. We have,,; > so
initially and even after one viscous time scale, i.e., thee tias no Epstein region for large particles. As the discvegolthe region within
whicha = 1 cm particles are considered small (i.e., they are tightlypted to the gas) shrinks, although it does not disappeardéie gas
dissipates{ ~ 100—1000). (The region bounded by, < r < rout iS generally larger for smaller values @f) The outer disc( 2 11 AU)
is initially in the irradiated regime — as the disc ages,latafradiation becomes increasingly important as exmkdd 7 ~ 200, the disc
transitions fromr. < 7, tor. > ¢, consistent with our earlier statement about monodispaissE evolving to having. in the irradiated
regime. Monodisperse discs with lower values\éif or « require less viscous times to evolve to the> ry stage.

5.2 Irradiated Region DevelopsLater (Traa < Tvis)

Discs withT.a < Tvis begin their lives entirely dominated by viscous heatingescdbed irffdl. However, at a time

2/73
tappear ( Tvis >11
Tappear = - - 1, 65
PP tvis Trad ( )
stellar irradiation in the outer disc becomes importargtdad ofM, andso, the irradiated region is initiated with
21/73
Ml = MO <%) )
vis (66)

) ) ( Tois ) 42/73
1 =350 .
Traa

Upon estimatingappear, M1 andsi, one then revises the values for the characteristic terhpesy

T — (mokaQO)VS ( Mo >2/3 R (275004%91)1/3 ( M, >2/37

640sB umu 107 s 640sB umu 107s? 67)
o é 1/4 E 1/7 & 3/7 o é 1/4 E 1/7 & 3/7
rad = Ex | 7 T. S0 “\7 T S1 ’
whereQ; = (GM, /s3)'/2. Other quantities are similarly revised or defined:
foio = /J,mHMoQo /LmHM1Q1
Vi 167T01’Yk7BTviszvis 16Wa7kBTraerad ’
ro /aa —1
5 B 13M1 L § Tvis 52/33 -
74T 98rs? 98 \ Traa ' ©9
7Mo Traa ) °
Z:vis = Era .
1071'8% - d ( Tvis )

The expressions foH and X (equation [[4B]) are now replaced by those in equatibnt (58)({@&D) but with all of the revised gquantities
substituted. The quantities,, rc, rout, 7t aNdacpt are also modified/introduced in a similar spirit.
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5.3 Optimal Capture Radii

Following §4] and Figuré 13, we plat.p: for evolving, viscous, irradiated discs in Figlile 5. As lefave show in the left panel the
fiducial case. The kinks in the curves are artefacts of thecgfle temperature profile being discontinuous at r., as previously noted in
g5.1. Nevertheless, it allows us to conclude thaim < aopt < 10 cm, similar to our conclusions ifd. In the right panel of Figurg 5, we
again demonstrate that more viscous, more dust-opaquessichassive discs are more amenable to sequesteringgsainisiortices. Both
the discs shown in the left and right panels of Fiddre 5 havieitial irradiated region(raa > Tvis)-

While the exact value aof,p¢ at a given value of differs slightly between the viscou§4) and viscous, irradiated models, our general

conclusions are the same.

5.4 Particle Sizeand Disc Mass Constraints

We generalize equationis (47), 148) ahdl (49) to obtain caimssr on viscous, irradiated discs that are capable of hgumticles settle
to the disc midplane and also capturing them via vorticee. Mmimum particle radii obtained from demandintettie < tmax are
e \9/10 _s
s () 0T

3/7
—Zrad ( r ) 1+ 7')719/167 > Ty,

PsQ0tmax ;

a > (69)

which can be rewritten as

9/10
—1/2 3/2 . -1 (L) ( i ) (147575 pcp,
a>24cme (M* ) (2OSZU) (3 Ps . fg\ax ) s0 3/7 50 J CIM—2 t (70)
© gem yr (%) (750 gzr(;‘dw2) (L+7)" 0 >

For the algebra to be tractable, we make the approximatiat®hs ~ 7M,/107s only in the expression fdF.;s (equation[5R]). While
this is formally not self-consistent (see equation [53]g torrection made t8.:s is small. It then follows that the maximum particle radius
derived from imposing the constraiff,; > rin IS

M* —376/3255 S0 352/1085 Zvis 242/465 T, 32/1085 R* 16/1085
a<3lcm ( ) —_— — e
Mg 20 AU 50 gcm2 To Ro

[ \—4/105 /o \T6/465 ; o N 16/465 ps —23/31 Ko 1/465 _o5/248
X\571 vl T Py— s R— (1+7) )
24 1.4 0.01 3gom Tcm g

in the viscous region of the dise (< ). While the maximum radius is the same as before (equdfid]),[the scaling dependences are
different because stellar irradiation modifies the temjpees and scale height. In the irradiated region of the disg (;), the maximum
particle radius is

M* —3/35 S0 213/560 Zvis 23/40 T* —23/140 R* —23/280
a <41 cm ( ) — —= =
Mg 20 AU 50 g cm2 To Re

" (i)789/1120 (l)l/lo( a )1/10 Ds —11/16 %o 1/10 (14_7.)*57/128
2.4 1.4 0.01 3gcm3 lcm2 gt ’

We next derive separate constraints on the disc mass in siteus (/.,is) and irradiated {/,.4) regions of the disc. Combining
equations[(69) and(¥1), we get

Mo < 047 M@ 67465/223 <SO/86 ) 1063/2230 <M* )52 ( S0 )71409/3122 (T* )96/1561 <R* )48/1561

(71)

(72)

100 Mo 20 AU To Ro

% (L)7124/1561 (l o )16/223 Ps 120/228 Ko V2 | 167722 (1 4 r)2451/3568
2.4 1.4 0.01 3gcm3 lcm2g-? 10 yr ’

wheref, = 186056/232069 = 0.80 ands; < so again denotes the inner disc radius. For the irradiatedmegbmbining equation (59)

(73)

and [72) yields
-2/7 3714 /N7 RNYT
—s/5 9 My 50 e *
Mraa < 0025 Mo e /° S5 (M@) (20 ) <T®> <R®> ”
_ 1/2 8/5
" (i) 1/28 Ps / tmax (1 +7_)19/16
2.4 3gcm3 10 yr ’
where the function is defined as
é(re/so) =1— (re/so)'™™. (75)

Forr¢/so = 0.25-0.75,¢ =~ 0.29-0.07;¢(0.5) ~ 0.15. We note thab.025 My =~ 26 My, whereM; is the mass of Jupiter. The main
differences from the viscous region are that the dependencg is somewhat stronger and there are no dependences @nxo. As
expected, the disc mass in the irradiated region makes anlydest & 5%) contribution to the overall disc madd = Myis + M;aq. In all
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of the models (static MMSN, viscous and viscous, irradiatieds), the maximum disc mass has strong dependencdgs.o@nde with the
power-law indices spanning abaottt.4-2.2; the dependences on stellar, disc and dust propertie®mewhat weak.

We conclude that the maximum radius for particle trappirgvartices is~ 10 cm, independent of disc model and with somewhat weak
dependences on stellar, disc and dust properties. We atstude that a disc that is able to both settle particles tmitiplane (in 10 yr)
and capture them via vortices has a mass that is at mast Mg, consistent with the masses of most observed discs. This thashold
decreases if vertical mixing is present in the discs to hie&dgarticles aloft for longer tham.:t1.. Nevertheless, particles may drift and/or
settle from off-midplane locations and be captured by gesiin about a dynamical time.

6 DISCUSSION
6.1 Summary

We have examined particle trapping by vortices in evolvirigcous and/or irradiated discs as a function of radiabdise, initial disc
mass, dust opacity and viscosity. The salient points of tugysare:

(i) If the surface density and effective temperature of gptanetary discs are decreasing, power-law functionsefitbtance from the
star, then all discs contain four vortex zones for a fixediglarsize (FigureEll ard 2).

(i) Thereis an annulus at intermediate distances fromtdrexghere small particles reside and may grow via coaguiafibe size of this
annulus decreases with time and also shrinks as the partiobev (Figurd ¥). Vortex capture is optimal near and at thendaries of this
annulus, and occurs within an orbital period.

(iii) The optimal capture radii 1 mm to~ 10 cm; Figure$ B and]5) of particles are comparable to or smiéar the sizes of particles
(~ 1 m) that drift fastest through the protoplanetary disc. Tiigeeced particle concentration within the vortices mayerthk characteristic
time for particle growth shorter than that for radial drift.

(iv) Vortices in older discs prefer to capture smaller ges, a phenomenon we term “vortex aging” (Figuires 3[@ndfEpdgulation
between sub-micron particles mixed with the gas can onlgdye small £ 1 mm) particles, then vortices can capture them throughaut th
lifetime of the disc. However, if coagulation manufactulager (~ 10 cm) particles when the disc is young, vortices must formyetr|
capture them. This metaphorical dance between coagulatidrvortex aging determines how efficiently vortices hepdrsc to retain its
mass in solids.

(v) More viscous, more dust-opaque and/or less massive désthave vortices that trap a broader range of particls gizeughout the
lifetime of the disc. While the coagulation of grains witzes< 1 mm needs to be more in synch with the evolution of more masiaes,
such discs are also expected to grow grains to larger sizes rapidly.

(vi) The maximum size of particle that can be trapped by eegiis~ 10 cm, independent of disc model and weakly dependent onistella
disc and dust properties. Discs where particles settlegartidplane (within> 10 yr) and are sequestered in vortices have upper limits
to their massesX 0.1 M) that are consistent with those of most observed discs.rtfca mixing is present (e.g., via turbulence), the
maximum masses can be much smaller.

6.2 ThePhysicsof Vortices: Open Questions

Many open questions remain concerning the microphysiceuices. While we have shown that particles can be gatherediices,
the outcome of these captures is uncertain. Vortices magerarate enough mass to enhance collisions rates by an ardeagnitude
(or more) or to trigger local gravitational instabilitie&dams & Watkins 1995; Godon & Livio 1999, 2000; Klahr & Bodegiimer 2006).
Both paths leads to the formation of self-gravitating otsjeghich will not drift through the disc. However, at leastrsmof the published
simulations are run in 2D (e.d., Davis etlal. 2000; Inaba &J&a?005| Lyra et al. 2009) — in the absence of viscosity origlag, such
vortices live forever, implying that the mass of the plasetal, embyro or planet formed depends either on the timesithelation is
executed or the breakup of the vortex by the non-linear faekibf the concentrated particles. It is more likely thah# tentres of vortices
are relatively quiescent, they then serve as nurseriefgudation to occur between somewhat larger particles.

Vortex formation is also uncertain. Lesur & Papalolzou 04how that the subcritical baroclinic instability (SB$)a plausible way
of seeding vortices. Discs develop thien-linearinstability when they are (radially) convectively unsebhave non-negligible thermal
diffusion, and are subjected to finite vorticity perturbas (~ 0.1). The associated Reynolds number for the shearing box ationé in
this study isR ~ 10°; because the threshold vorticity amplitude for invoking 8B decreases with increasifty they speculate that the
threshold amplitude could be very small (and possibly subes in realistic discs.

Another possibility for generating vortices is via the éar) Rossby wave instability (Lovelace etlal. 1999; Vami& Taggei 2006),
which was invoked by Inaba & Barge (2006) to consider 2D eexiin protoplanetary discs. Inaba & Barge (2006) foundttraformation
of vortices via the Rossby wave instability critically depls on the amplitude and width of an initial density bump ethwithin the disc. This
bump appears to be most unstable to perturbations with amuétzal mode number of 5 (i.e.pt = 5” perturbations)._ Meheut et al. (2010)
performed 3D simulations of stratified discs and concluded $trong and persistent vortices emerge out of the flowhé&eRossby wave
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instability.| Davis et al.|(2000) have noted that Rossby waae only supported by flows with non-vanishing vorticitadjents, implying
that they are relevant mostly in incompressible, invisadi.

The subject of vortex survivability is mired in deeper congrsy! Lesur & Papaloizbu (2009) subject vortices embedide shearing
sheet to 3D perturbations; only vortices with< ¢ < 6 survive the elliptical instability in unstratified discshi§ stability region van-
ishes when stratified discs are considered. By conirastwidk (2009) asserts that weak vortices> 1) can survive in quasi-2D flows.
Lesur & Papaloizad (2010) find that vortices develop burstartulence in their cores before surviving as weaker eesgj the SBI amplifies
the vortices and the cycle restarts. If turbulent vortexesare generic and ubiquitous phenomena in realistic dises,they may pose a
setback to using vortices as mechanisms for concentrasirtgies.

Many collective properties of vortices in turbulent, 2D dngdynamic flows remain poorly understood. Among theseds'tiniversal
decay theory”, which is the empirical observation that tbetex density, radius, velocity, mean separation betweegtices, enstrophy and
kurtosis can be approximated by power laws of time paramestby a single parameter — a first-principles explanatiatilideing sought
(Tabeling 2002). Statistical theories predict vorticesliways ultimately merge, in contrast to experiments thatwsthat above a critical
separation, a pair of vortices may remain separated for rdgngmical times (Tabeling 2002).

Despite these uncertainties, vortices provide an intieigeatternative to streaming instabilities (el.g.. Goodr&aRindof 2000; Youdin & Goodman
2005; Johansen & Youdin 2007; Youdin & Johansen 2007; Jameesal. 2009), which require dust-to-gas ratios to appradorder unity
(presumably near the disc midplane). Vortices require rezigp dust-to-gas ratio to trap particles and may existtodf disc midplane. In
both cases, particles wiyQ2 ~ 1 are captured and the capture size decreases as the gas iscthésdipates. Therefore, vortex trapping
and streaming instabilities may provide complementaryhaeisms for particle concentration and/or growth. A keysgioa to study and
explore is the size distribution of planetesimals produsg@ach mechanism, since this might have an impact on the tfp@xo)planets
produced in a system. Preliminary analyses of the initiz siistribution of Solar System planetesimals suggest adbrange of values,
ranging from~ 1-10 km (Kenyon & Bromley 2010) te- 100-1000 km(Morbidelli et al. 2009).

6.3 Observational Relevance

Our study makes falsifiable predictions about the size diglas concentrated as a function of distance from the Baticles smaller
or larger than the optimal radii for vortex capture will beformly distributed throughout the disc, while those withes~ 1 mm to~ 10
cm will be concentrated near their respective transitioigthnces:;,, andro.. (Figurell).

If particle concentration leads to the growth of larger jgtes, these particles will then decouple from the gas angtaie out of the
vortices. The decoupling will be stronger in the inner regiof the disc ag§/Q o o2 (instead ofx ¢! in the outer regions). In our Solar
System, the smallest constituents (chondrulesy dfo0 km-sized asteroids have sizes1 mm (Hewins 1997), comparable to the sizes of
particles trapped by vortices. Cuzzi et al. (2008) (andregfees therein) have pointed out that there is a spread ot 4ddyr between the
formation times of the oldest and youngest objects in theesaeteorite, implying that particle growth was fairly inefint. This inference
is in turn consistent with the limited temporal windows farficle trapping implied by vortex aging. Another interegtproperty of~ 10—
100 km-sized asteroids is that many of them are formed fromyaipally and chemically homogeneous mix of particles oinailar size,
consistent with the aerodynamic sorting property of vesic

In extrasolar settings, observations characterizinghgopacity (and hence grain growth) in protoplanetary disgsauantify particle
populations as functions of radial distance, but these @ienascent and have only been accomplished for a small eurob objects,
e.g., HD 163296/ (Natta etlal. 2007). Therefore, the hypdghibst vortices serve as nurseries for particle growth méléd to be tested
by future infrared, submillimetre and centimetre obseovet of protoplanetary discs, and may lead to constraintthertime scales for
grain coagulation (Figurés 3 abH 5). For example Atecama Large Millimeter Array (ALMAhich operates at wavelengths between 0.3
and 3.6 mm, might be able to detect disc features associatbd/avtex capture. Coagulation-fragmentation simulagican subsequently
be performed to convert the observed fluxes andalues into constraints on the grain properties (e.g., fsi@ssdistribution, porosity;
Birnstiel et al! 2010).

Even if vortices do not survive long enough to create sedfiating structures, they will certainly play a strongerah redistributing
matter throughout the disc. Whether the redistribution atter by the vortices plays any significant role in the evehfarmation of
planetesimals is unknown. An implication of a size-dependedistribution of matter is that if the amount of electtltarge carried by a
particle is proportional to its size, then charge sepanatiqrotoplanetary discs may be a fairly common phenomenon.

Our study has shown that if vortices form in protoplanetasgsl they are important in discs with typical masses angdaticles that
are likely to condense out of the protostellar nebula. Thetwra of particles also occurs at distances relevant teeplmnmation. With this
study, we hope to (re)ignite the debate in connecting theapkysics of vortices with the global properties of protomtary discs, as the
first step towards understanding tfficiencyof planetesimal — and eventually planet — formation.
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APPENDIX A: COAGULATION OF MONOMERSIN A VISCOUS, IRRADIATED DISC

One can estimate if binary collisions between two spheduat grains will result in coagulation. When two elasticesigs collide with
relative velocityv.o1, the characteristic binding energy associated with thepressed surfaces of contactlis (Chiang & Youdin 2010)

2 2/5
Eying ~ 5@2 (%) ) (Al)

where/ is the surface tension from unsaturated bonds:arslYoung's modulus, a measure of the “stiffness” of elastatenial. Requiring
the collisional energy to be less than the binding energiglgian upper limit for the relative velocity,

30\*° i
Vstick ™~ <_) ps 1/21/) 1/3‘ (A2)

T™a

Hence, two colliding particles will stick if\v < vgicx, Where the velocity difference between a particle and iteosuinding gas is given by
equation[{¥). The maximum radii of these particles are

6/5 —6/5 —3/10 3/10
3/5 80m Zra 8 r 57/160
3 GM, 3 Sup=2/3—6/5 (ﬁ) (T,:) (m) (;) (1+7) r < T, A3
Gmax ~ | — ps—SO Y T aa 28y \6/5 [ .\ 73/35 (A3)
(—sgka) (_) r>Ty.

S0

It is important to note that equation_(A3) makes no staterabotithow longit takes for coagulation to occur.

The values to adopt for Young’s modulus and the surfacedansarrant some discussion. Table 3 of Chokshi et al. (19@8¢sthat
¥ = 7x 10" erg cn? for ice; they also list Young’s modulus a8'* erg cnt? for graphite an@ x 10'? erg cnt? for iron. Terrestrial rock
typically hasy ~ 10'1-10'2 erg cm 3. Given the uncertainties associated with dust composiiwhchemistry, we consider a generous
range ofyy ~ 10*°—10'2 erg cnm 3. However, sinCeumax o 1~ 2/, a variation of two orders of magnitude if corresponds to a change
of only a factor of about 6 immax. A SOmewhat larger range of uncertainty exists for the serfension. Chokshi etlal. (1993) estimate
§ = 75,370 and 3000 erg cm? for graphite, ice and iron, respectively — we then consitler 10-10% erg cn1 2, which corresponds to
two orders of magnitude of uncertainty .. Collectively, we getl.6 x 10™* < §~2/% < 0.10. With our fiducial disc, we find that
maX{amax} ~ 0.01-0.1um atr ~ 5-6 AU for¢t < 1 Myr. Monomers of such sizes aggregate to form fractal dusingr which are able
grow to sizes~ 1 mm because they possess internal modes of kinetic energjpation (Blum & Wurm 2008; Zsom et al. 2010).

© 2021 RAS, MNRASD00,[1HI8


http://arxiv.org/abs/0807.1114
http://arxiv.org/abs/1001.0488

	1 Introduction
	2 Order-of-Magnitude Physics: Discs, Particle-Gas Interactions and Vortices
	3 Vortices in a Static, MMSN Disc
	4 Vortices in a Viscously-Heated Disc
	5 Vortices in a Viscous, Irradiated Disc
	5.1 With Initial Irradiated Region (Trad > Tvis)
	5.2 Irradiated Region Develops Later (Trad < Tvis)
	5.3 Optimal Capture Radii
	5.4 Particle Size and Disc Mass Constraints

	6 Discussion
	6.1 Summary
	6.2 The Physics of Vortices: Open Questions
	6.3 Observational Relevance

	A Coagulation of Monomers in a Viscous, Irradiated Disc

