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A bstract

Ever since their discovery the regular satellites of Jupiter and Satum have held out the
prom ise of providing an independent set of cbservations w ith which to test theories ofplanet
fom ation. Yet elucidating their origin has proven elisive. Here we show that Iapetus can
serve to discrin inate between satellite form ation m odels. Its accretion history can be under-
stood In temm s of a tw o-com ponent gaseous subnebula, w ith a relatively dense inner region,
and an extended tail out to the location of the irreqular satellites, as in the SEM M m odel
ofM osqueira and E strada (2003ab) . Follow Ing giant planet fomm ation, planetesin als in the
feeding zone of Jupiter and Satum becom e dynam ically excited, and undergo a collisional
cascade. Ablation and capture of planetesin al fragm ents crossing the gaseous circum plane—
tary disks delivers enough collisional rubble to acoount for the m ass budgets of the reqular
satellites of Jupiter and Satum. T his process can resul in rodk/ice fractionation as long as
the m ake up of the population of disk crossers is non-hom ogeneous, thus o ering a natural
explanation forthem arked com positionaldi erencesbetween outer solar nebula cb fcts and
those that accreted In the subnebulae of the giant planets. For a given size, icy ob gcts
are easier to capture and to ablate, lkely resulting in an overall enrichm ent of ice in the
subnebula. Furthem ore, capture and ablation of rodky fragm ents becom e Ine cient far
from the planet for two reasons: the gas surface density of the subnebula is taken to drop
outside the centrifigal radius, and the velociy of interlopers decreases w ith distance from
the planet. Thus, rocky ob fcts crossing the outer disks of Jupier and Satum never reach
a tem perature high enough to ablate either due to m elting or vaporization, and capture is
also greatly din inished there. In contrast, icy ob Ects crossing the outer disks of each planet
ablate due to them elting and vaporization ofw ater-ice. C onsequently, ourm odel leads to an
enhancem ent ofthe ice content of Iapetuis, and to a lsser degree those of T itan, C allisto and
G anym ede, and accounts for the (hon-stochastic) com positions of these large, low -porosiy
outer reqgular satellites of Jupiter and Satum. For this to work, the prin ordial population
of planetesim als In the JupierSatum region must be partially di erentiated, so that the
ensuing collisional cascade produces an icy population of& 1m size fragm ents to be ablated
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during subnebula crossing. W e argue this is lkely because the st generation of solar neb-
ula 10 km planetesin als in the JupiterSatum region ncorporated signi cant quantities
of °A 1. This is the st study successfiilly to provide a direct connection between nebula
planetesim als and subnebulae m ixtures w ith quanti able and ocbservable consequences for
the bulk properties of the reqular satellites of Jupiter and Satum, and the only explanation

presently available for Iapetus’ low density and icerich com position.



1 Fomm ation ofthe R egular Satellites of G iant P lanets

T he regular satellites orbit In the prograde direction, m eaning the sam e sense of rotation as
the soin of the prim ary, and lie close to the Laplace surface, w ith the exception of Satum’s
Tapetus Whose orbit is nearly circular wih an ecoentricity of e = 0028 but inclined i =

75° wih respect to the Laplace surface). Broadly speaking, the interpretation of these
cbservations is straightforward: unlike the irreqular satellites, which tend to have inclined
and distant orbits and represent a population of captured ob gcts, the regular satellites
form In circum planetary disks of gas and solids. Notably, the regular satellite system s of
Jupiter and Satum share a number of sim ilarities, including the m ass ratio of the largest
satellites to the prim ary, the speci ¢ angularm om entum , and bulk com positions. Yet, the
di erences are also striking: a trend of decreasing density w ith radial distance is apparent
for the Jovian but not the K ronian regular satellites; and the m ass ratio between G anym ede
and the other G alilkan satellites is not nearly as extram e as that between T ian and its
neighbors. Indeed, T itan’s isolation, the com positional diversity of Satum’s inner m oons
aswell as is ring system m ay attest to titanic clashes between the welbbehaved residents
proper and unrmuly foreign hordes { Interlopers from the outer solar system w reaking-havoc
upon the planet’s orderly retinue. In its rem ote outpost, Iapetus, a survivor ofthe onslaught,
icily bears w iness to that early violent epoch, as its battle-scarred surface records. Iapetus’
extram e albedo contrast, large ssparation from Satum and other Satumian m oons, its low

eccentricity yet signi cant inclination, its frozen-in shape and equatorial ridge, its ancient,
cratered surface, and icy com position all combine to m ake it a Rosstta moon. It is to this
m ysterious, two—faced sentinel ofthe outer solar system that we prim arily tum our attention.

O bservational evidence indicates that the largest KBO sare ofdi erent com position than
the regular satellites of the giant planets. Triton ( = 2061 0007 g an 3; Person et al.
2006),Eris ( = 23 03 gan?®;Brown and Schaller2007), and P luto-Charon ( = 1:94 0:09
gan 3;Buie et al. 2006) have densities that in ply a rock/water-ice ratio of approxin ately
70=30 by m ass. These high densities have long been interpreted to result from accretion
in the outer solar system given the presence of abundant, oxygen-sequestering uncondensed

CO (Prnn and Fegley 1981; M K innon et al. 1997). In contrast, Ganymede ( = 194 g
an °) and Callisto ( = 183 gan ) each consist of 50=50 rock/w ater-ice by m ass, w ith
G anym ede being slightly m ore rodk—rich (Sohlet al. 2002). Sinilarly, Tian ( = 188 g

an ®) is also halfrock/halfsice by m ass. The sin plest explanation of these observations is
that the subnebulae of the giant planet were enriched in water-ice com pared to the outer
solar nebula, although this nterpretation is partly clouded by uncertainties in our present
understanding of solar abundances (eg. W ong et al. 2008).

Further Insight can be sought from other reqular satellites. T he Inner satellites of Jupiter,
To and Europa, m ay have lost volatikes either due to the tem perature gradient in the sub-
nebula Pollack et al. 1976; Lunine and Stevenson 1982), collisional processes involving dif-
ferentiated ob fcts, and/or the Laplace resonance' . Sw itching over to Satum, the cbserved
densities of the m edium —sized regular satellites are not com patible w ith solar com position
W ong et al. 2008). It has long been argued that these observations are consistent w ith

1Am alttheam ay have incorporated w ater-ice (A nderson et al. 2005),but it isunclarhow much. Am althea
m ay be too am alland close to the planet to provide a usefiil constraint on satellite form ation theordies.



accretion in a reducing subnebula with e cient conversion of CO to CH,4 (as opposed to
Inhibited conversion In the solar nebula; P rinn and Fegley 1981). H owever, satellite form a—
tion m odels do not provide an environm ent that can support such chem istry E strada et al.
2009). A Iso, close—in to Satum collisional processes and/or resonances (at least in the case
of Enceladus) appear to have resulted in a stochastic com ponent?.

Yet, Iapetuswould notbea ected by these processes, and it is Jarge enough to provide a
sam ple of the com position ofthe outer disk of Satum . Iapetus isdi erent from other reqular
satellites largely by virtue of its distance from the planet: it m ay have suxwvived the early
bom bardm ent because in pact speeds at its location are signi cantly slower than those closer
In to Satum, where the gravitationalwell leads to hypervelocity in pacts; is frozen—in shape
and unigue ridge are likely associated w ith its Jocation far from Satum (CastilloR ogez et al.
2007); its signi cant inclination is likely connected w ith the deviation of the Laplace plane
away from the planet’s equator plane at its location W ard 1981 but note that this scenario
requires a subnebula dispersal tine of . 10° yr; Trem aine et al. 2009); its large abedo
contrast is lkely ultin ately due to the deposition of exogenous m aterial on the surface of
this tidally-locked regular satellite Bums et al. 2009; Burattiet al. 2009); and, aswe show
here, its com position too is tied to its location in the K ronian subnebula. T hese properties
taken together w ith the di cultyy inherent in the capture of a such a Jarge body into a low -
eccentricity orbit provide a com pelling case for in situ accretion In a circum planetary disk
of gas and dust®.

T o establish a connection to the outerK ronian subnebula wemust st constrain Iapetus’
porosity. G Iven tsmean radius and mean density (r= 7360 2km and = 1081 18g
an 3; Thom as et al. 2006) the pressure at the core @ = @ =3) Gr*’ 100 M Pa) is high
enough that porosity should be an all there (though it could be Jarger in the outer layers of
the satellite) . Experim ental results indicate a reduction In porosity In cold, granular water
ioe over a pressure range of 1 150 M Pa, w ith porosities ofthe orderof 10% for 100
M Papressures O urham etal. 2005). H eating, annealing and cresp-driven watersice ow can
result in pore collapse and decrease the porosity even m ore. M odels In which Tapetusde-spins
due to the presence of short-lived radicactive isotopes (SLR I), kading to the fom ation of
a ridge, Im ply wam —ice and low porosities (CastilloR ogez et al. 2007; M elosh and Ninm o
2009). A lthough the rheology of icy satellites is poorly understood, the interpretation of
Tapetus’ fossil shape as \frozen—-n" due to lithospheric hardening as the satellite was in the
process of despinning is persuasive, and at oddsw ith w ith a high-porosity ob fct. N ote that
weak radiogenic heating due to Iong-lived radicactive isotopes (LLR I) alone would be enough
to collapse the pores exospt In a surface layer tens of kilom eters thick (Castillo-R ogez et al.
2007). An Tapetus’ modelw ith a porosity of 023 In a clean-ioe upper 50 km (roughly
the surface layer thickness of the Castillo-Rogez et al. (2007) LLR Im odel; cftheir Fig. 6)
of the satellite would result In a rock ratio of 30% by mass, which is still rock-depleted
com pared to G anym ede, T itan and C allisto. Furthem ore, even if it were possible to despin
a cold Iapetus, the presence of the ridge is lkely to indicate ice m cbility early on. Thus, we

2See M osqueira and E strada 2003b for an altemative explanation or the ice-rich com position of close=in,
m id-size Satumian regular satellites.

3Elsewhere (M osqueira and E strada 2005), we discuss an intriguing collisionalscattering scenario for the
origin of Iapetus; how ever, we favor the present m odel.



argue that Iapetus is an icy satellite w ith rock/water-ice fraction of 20% by m ass, m aking
its com position incom patible w ith solarm ixtures W ong et al. 2008).

W e stress that Iapetus’ low density relative to T itan, G anym ede and Callisto cannot
be explained by a snow line argum ent since all four satellites are taken to accrete outside
the snow lne (Pollack 1976; Lunine and Stevenson 1982). The issue here is the depltion
of rock, as opposed to the presence of volatiks, in Tapetus. In this regard, it is instructive
to com pare Iapetus to irreqular Phoebe. The Cassini yby of Phoebe yielded a density of
1:630 0:046 g an ° (Jacobson et al. 2006). Ifwe allow for a m oderate porosity, which
is reasonable given its 106:60 1:00 km size, this density corregponds to a rock/w ater-ice
fraction sin ilar to that of large KBO s. T he contrast between Iapetus and P hoebe renforces
the Interpretation of Phoebe as a captured m oon from the outer solar nebula (Johnson and
Lunine 2005). Indeed, the rodk/water-ice fraction for Phoebe m ay be larger than those of
G anym ede, C allisto and T itan. A llow ing for signi cant porosity in the case ofPhoebe would
accentuate the com positional contrast w ith Iapetus and other regular satellites.

In the nuclkated instability m odel of planet fom ation (eg. Bodenhein er and Pollack
1986;Pollack et al. 1996) a coremust rst form by accretion ofplanetesin als. In thism ode of
planet form ation m ost ofthem assofsolids resides In planetesim alsofsize  10km W etherdill
and Stewart 1993). P lanetesin als are also needed to explain the observations of the O ort
cloud and the scattered belk (eg. Chamoz and M orbidelli 2007), to power planet m igration
in the Nice m odel (eg. M orbidelli et al. 2008), and to explain the volatilke enhancam ent in
giant planet atm ospheres by planetesim al trapping and delivery (€g. Owen and Encrenaz
2003). Herewe seck to provide a direct physical link betw een planetesim als In the solarnebula
and the circum planetary disks of giant planets, and to account for the source of the solids
that ultin ately led to the form ation of the regular satellites of the giant planets. Ouraim is
to study m ass delivery by ablation of planetesin al fragm ents crossing the circum planetary
disk (to be followed by re-condensation and satellite accretion). In particular, ablation can
result In fractionation, and acocount for the cbserved density of Iapetus provided that this
satellite form ed in situ M osqueira and E strada, 2005) . A though we focus on Iapetus, our
m odel applies to the origin of the reqular satellites in general’ . The m odel we present here

ts with the gassous SEMM satellite form ation m odel M osqueira and E strada 2003a,b;
hereafter M Eab; see also Estrada et al. 2009 and M osqueira et al. 2009). This fram ework
is consistent w ith the core accretion planet form ation m odel in which Jupiter and Satum
form 3 5MyrafterCAIs Hubikyjet al 2005; D odson-Robinson et al. 2008). Note
that in altemative gaspoor or gasstarved satellite form ation m odels planetesin als do not
traverse enough subnebula gasto ablate signi cantly. T hus, m ass delivery by ablation isnot
availabl to these m odels w hether they consider planetesin als as a source of solids (E strada
and M osqueira 2006) or not (Canup and W ard 2002).

For rock/w ater-ice fractionation to take place, and our Iapetus’ m odel to obtain, the
rst generation of planetesim als in the Jupier-Satum region must incorporate signi cant

4For mstance, the puzzling observation that prin ordial 3°A r is enhanced i the atm osphere of Jupiter
Atreya et al. 1999), but only present In trace am ounts in the atm osphere of T itan, as reported by the
GCM S instrum ent aboard Cassini Niem ann et al. 2005), may t within a fram ework of planetesin al
ablation followed by subnebula re-condensation of som e volatiles but not others, but we leave this sub gct
for further work.



quantities of 2°A ], which depends on their tin e of form ation. The closest analog to the
planetesim als form ing in the JupierSatum region isthe asteroid belt. T he ages of asteroids
indicate that they formed with a spread of 1 3 M yr after Ca-A krich inclusions (CA Is)
(Scott and K rot 2005). The asteroid belt m ay have been cleared largely by scattering due
to planetary embryos and a m igrating Jupiter Bottke et al. 2005). Yet, the fossil evidence
provided by asteroids m ay not be directly linked to the st generation of planetesim als.
(It is worth noting that the parent bodies of iron m eteorites m ay have omed 1 2 Myr
earlier than those ofthe ordinary chondrites; Bakeret al. 2005.) Instead, m ain belt asteroids
are the product of a few M y of accretion before m ost of the m ass in the belt was depleted
W eidenschilling 2009) . Indeed, as runaw ay grow th prooceeds to com pletion m ost an allbodies
would be ground down by em bryos. T he degree of collisional evolution In asteroidal ob fcts
depends on the size of the planetesin als, which m ay be used to provide a constraint of
10 100 km on prin ordialplanetesin alsizes W eidenschilling 2009) . T hus, neither asteroids
norm eteorites provide a direct sam ple of this population . N evertheless, iron m eteoritesm ay
have com e from 20 200 km di erentiated parent bodies that underwent catastrophic
collisions (Chabot and H aack 2006).

The tin escale for the fom ation of planetesin als depends on the nebular environm ent
early on. Assum Ing e clent sticking, the tin escale for the fom ation of planetesin als is
very short indeed 2000 @=1AU )™ years, where a is the radial distance from the Sun
W eidenschilling 2000) . C ollisional grow th appearsto bee cient for an all particle sizes and
In pact speeds (see review by D om inik et al. 2007); yet, grow th past the decoupling size 1
m in the presence of turbulence is questionable M osqueira 2004; Cuzzi and W eideschilling
2006). The problem is epecially ssvere In light of the short claring tines of 1 m size
ob Ects. It can be argued that in the presence of turbulence planetesin als can bypass this
size range entirely (Johansen et al. 2007; Cuzziet al. 2008), however there is no agreem ent
regarding the speci cm echanisn to accom plish this leap { the sin ulations of Johansen et al.
(2007) assum e a particle size that is already partially decoupled from the gas, whereas the
sim ulations of Cuzzi et al. (2008) do not yet show that a Jarge planetesinal & 10 km can
actually form (even sporadically) from chondrule-lke 1mm sized particles. W hilke a recent
study concludes that asteroids arebom big M orbidelliet al. 2009), given uncertainties in the
strength ofplanetesim als and the rok of collisional debris, the asteroid size distrdbution, and
the tin Ing of the excitation caused by the m igration of Jupiter, planetesin al sizes 10 100
km appear consistent w ith the data. In this regard, the possbility should be explored that
an aller planetesin als are disrupted by planetary em bryospriorto the nalstages ofasteroid
accretion.
T he altermative that quiescent regions can help to form planetesin alshasbeen considered
In a num ber of publications (K retke and Lin 2007; Brauer et al. 2008; Lyra et al. 2009).
The stum bling block here m ay be an em barrasam ent of riches, ie., in a lam nar disk it is
too easy to m ake planetesin als. C onsequently, dust m ight coagulate nto larger ob Fcts too
fast to explain the ocbservations of protoplanetary disks indicating the presence of amall. 3
m grains (9. Dullem ond and D om inik 2005; Cuzzi et al. 2008; B imstiel et al. 2009),
the evidence or delyed ( 1 M yr) grain growth based on observations of SED s of young
disks Beckwih et al. 2000; Curre et al. 2009), or the lack of pervasive di erentiation of
m aln belt asteroids (Cuzziet al. 2008). However, dust m ay be replenished by weak In ow



onto the protoplanetary disk O om Inik and D ullem ond 2008), by viscous m ixing from out—
side the \dead—zone" @B imstiel et al. 2008), or by collisional grinding; in addition, m ain

belt asteroids do not constitute a fossil record of the rst generation of planetesim als. The
degree of activity in the \dead—=zone" ram ains to be clari ed (Tumer et al. 2007; Baiand
G oodm an 2009), but there is general agreem ent In the literature that disk quiescence facili-
tates planetesin al om ation (e€g., Youdin and Shu 2002; Cuzziand W eidenschilling 2006).
Since the protoplanetary disk m ay rem ain turbulent and varable during its initial stages (the
\FU-O ri" epoch) lasting a faw 10° years Bellet al. 2000), we take . 10° years to be the
planetesim al form ation tin escale, n plying that these planetary building blocks Incorporate
signi cant quantities of short-lived radicactive elem ents.

In Sec. 2 we discuss the fram ew ork and m odelparam eters for the com putation ofthem ass
delivery to the circum planetary disk. In Sec. 3 we describe the com positional constraints that
our m odel seeks to address, and the physical processes used to that end. W ebrie y discuss
the them al evolution of planetesin als In the JupiterSatum region due to the presence of
SLRIs In Sec. 4. W e close w ith our conclusions in Sec. 5.

2 M odelparam eters

Follow ing giant planet fom ation planetesin als in its feeding zone undergo collisional grind—
ng. In the JupierSatum region the collisional tin escale for kilom eter-sized ob fcts is
sin ilar to the efction tinescale  10* yrs, so that a fraction of the m ass of solids w ill be
fragm ented Into cb pcts an aller than 1 km (Stem and W eissm an 2001; Chamoz and M or-
bidelli 2003) . T he collisional cascade facilitates planetesin aldelivery to the circum planetary
disk because an aller planetesin als are easier to capture. An estin ate of the size that will
be fragm ented m ay be obtained by equating the efction tine cjeee 01 04 M )?,
where  isthe angular velocity, Mp is the planet’smassand M is the Sun’sm ass, to the
collision tine ¢ sI= s, wWhere | isthe density of the solids, r is the particle size and
s Is the surface density ofthe solids. T his yields particles as Jarge as 10 km at Jupiter (@nd
larger for Satum) for surface densities a few tinesthem nimum mass (Hayashi1981).

Sw itching to the subnebula, In the SEMM model M Eajb) one expects a factor of 10
enhancem ent in solids over coam icm ixtures, resulting in a gas surface density of  10* gam 2
(see Sec. 22), which is consistent w ith and quantitatively constrained by the gap-opening
condition for G anym ede and T itan In a nviscid disk with aspect ratio 01 Ra kov 2002;
M Eb), and the Type I m igration of fiilksized satellites n such a disk M Eb; Bate et al.
2003). Ifwe use a gas surface density of 10 10° g an ? for the Jovian and Satumian
subnebulae, then a planetesinalofdensity 1 g an 2 will encounter a gas colim n equal
to itsm ass if its radius is in the range 01 1 km , resulting In ablation and delivery to the
circum planetary disk.

Our ain here is to provide a link via ablation of planetesin al fragm ents In the Jupiter-
Satum dynam ically active region to the circum planetary disks of these two planets, seeking
to acocount for the m ass and angular m om entum budgets and com positions of the regular
satellites. Tying solar nebula planetesin als to subnebula satellitesim als Involves three dif-
ferent aspects: rst, characterizing the properties of the rst generation of planetesim als In



tem s of sizes and degree of heterogeneity; ssocond, quantifying the collisional evolution of
the planetesin al swam follow Ing giant planet fom ation; and third, delivering planetesin al
fragm ents to the circum planetary disks of Jupiter and Satum.

2.1 P lanetesim al fragm entation and the initial size distribution

T he strength ofplanetesim als isan unknown quantity. A strain-rate scaling law by H ousen et
al. (1991) suggests that kilom eter-sized ob cts are the weakest. D avis and Farinella (1997)

nd aconstant S = 3 10 ergan 3, where S is the in pact strength (ie., the energy per
unit volum e for shattering fiy percent by m ass of the parent body) for crushed icy bodies,
In agreement with Ryan et al. (1999). Benz and A sophaug (1999) use a 3D Hydrocode to
simulate 3 km /s Inpacts and nd that 100 m ob gctsm ay be weakest, w ith kilom eter sized
planetesin als strengthened by gravity. How mudh planetesin al m ass fragm ents follow ing
the collisional cascade and is delivered depends on the planetesin al strength (C hamoz and
M orbidelli 2003).

T he Initial size distribution isalso unknown. If run-away grow th takesplace the resuting
size distribution m ay be steep. W etherdilland Stewart (1993) nd abin odalsize distribution
w ith a fragm entation tailofob fcts lessthan 1 km w ith power law exponent g 35 and size
distrbution for ob fcts largerthan thatwih g 535, where the di erential size distribbution
@N=dr / r 9) approachesa valuieofg 35 in the case ofa size independent fragm entation
model (eg. Dohnanyi 1969). In his coagulation sinulations W eidenschilling (1997) nds
that m ost of the m ass resides in cbfcts 10 km in a tinescale of 10°  10° years in the
outer nebula. M ost studies of planet fom ation start with m ost of the m ass of solids in
cbpctsofsize 10 km , as suggested by num erical sin ulations (eg., K enyon and Luu 1999).

U nless otherw ise stated, we considervaluesofg= 3:5.W esstthe lowersizecuto atlm.
T he reason isthat an aller ob Ects are protected from further collisionalgrinding by gas drag,
so that below this size collisions are once again accretive as long as the nebula turulence is
weak. W e vary the upper size cut-o between 10 100 km in leu ofm ore detailed collisional
fragm entation sim ulations, w hich we leave for furtherwork. For sim plicity, we also assum e a
fully fractionated population of icy and rocky Which includes iron) planetesin al fragm ents,
each of which has the sam e particle size spectrum (see Sec. 4).

2.2 D isk properties

Gas owing Into its Hill sphere form s a disk around the protoplanet. The tin escale for
Jupier and Satum to clear a gap in between 10* years sets the tin e for the end of gas
accretion. The tin escale for envelope collapse is given by the Kelvin-H elm holtz tine of
10  10° years Hubickyjet al 2005), Hllow ing which a circum planetary disk fom s. P rior
to gap-opening the giant planet accretes gas w ith sem im a pr axis originating from Ry of
itslocation,whereRy = aM =3M )= istheplanet’sH illradius, centrifigalbalance yields
a characteristic disk size of Ry =50 (Stevenson etal. 1986; M Ea). For Jupiter and Satum
these radii are Jocated close to the positions of G anym ede and T itan. A fler gap-opening
accretion continues through the planetary Lagrange points, and the estin ated characteristic
disk size islhrger Ry =5 M Ea;Estrada etal. 2009;Ayli e and Bate 2009), which we take



to be the radial extent of the circum planetary disk. This radial size corresponds to 150
Rsy,and 200Rgs,where R; and Rg are the radii of Jupiter and Satum, resoectively.

M Ea divide the circum planetary disk into inner and outer regions. For Jupiter, we
com pute the solidsenhanced m ninum m ass (SEM M ) gas densities In the inner and outer
disks based on the solid m ass required to form Io, Europa (ooth re-constituted for m issing
volatiles) and G anym ede in the inner disk, and Callisto in the outer disk. Inside of the
centrifiigal radius the surface gas density is 100 10° g amn ?, which corresponds to
pressures  0: bar. Outside the centrifugal radius R, 30R 5, the gas surface densities
are In the range 10> 10° gan 2. W e apply the sam e procedure to the circum planetary
disk of Satum by em ploying the m asses of T itan and Iapetus to set the Inner and outer disk
m asses, repectively. The transition region has a width & 2H ., where H . is the subnebula
scale-height at the centrifugal radius. T his choice ensures that the gradient in gas density is
not so steep as to kad to a Raylkigh-Taylor nstability (9. Lin and Papaloizou 1993).

T he subnebula gas surface density pro I is taken to be

8
2 aRa=R); R < Ra;
a Ra=R) Rp=R)?
R)=  a®Rs=R) ) B R, < R < Ry; 1)

e 2n +1

p Rp=R)?; R > Ry:

Once a disk fom s, the cooling tin escale depends on the opacity. A s particles grow , the
opacity ofthe nebula decreases, allow Ing the gasto cooland accretion of ice—rich satellites to
take place. W e connect the disk’s tem perature pro I to the planetary lum inosity at the tail
end of giant planet form ation Hubickyjetal. 2005). W e use a heuristic tem permature pro ke
ofthe form T = 3600R ;=R PorJupiter (g. Lunineand Stevenson 1982) and T = 2000Rs=R
for Satum. The outer disks of Jupiter and Satum have roughly constant tem peratures in
the range of 70 130 K for Jupiter and 40 90 K for Satum, depending on solar nebula
param eters.

3 Regular Satellite M ass and C om position C onstraints

T he com positional gradient of the G alilan satellites m ay provide a probe to the environ—
ment in which they form ed E strada et al. 2009 and references therein). Here we focus on
the large, outer regular satellites of each satellite system : G anym ede and Callisto in the
case of Jupiter; and T itan and Iapetus for Satum. P lanetesin al break-up in tandem w ih
delivery via ablation of planetesim al fragm ents crossing the subdisk provides a fram ew ork
for understanding the m ass budget and com positions of reqular satellites com pared to that
of solar nebula planetesim als.

31 Therm alA blation ofD isk C rossers

Them al ablation occurs because friction of the fast m oving heliocentric interloper as it
crosses the circum planetary gas disk heats up the body. At Iow gas densities in pactors lose



m ass and energy through ablation. For large kilom eter-sized bolides m echanical destruction

rather than them al ablation m ay dictate the fate of the cbct (eg. Zahnk and M ac

Low 1994). Ablation of planetesim al fragm ents < 1 km m ay deliver the bulk of the solids

needed to form the satellites. For ob gcts in that size range, the heat transfer coe cient

Cy 01 m ay be reasonably obtained from observations of terrestrialm eteorites (B ronshten

1983). The rate at which energy is transferred to the planetesim al per unit area is given by

E 05Cy v, where isthe gasdensity, v isthe speed ofthe planetesin althrough the gas,
and som e planetesin al attening (which Increases its cross section) takesplace (€g. Zahnlk
1992; Chyba etal 1993). Ablation thus resuls in delivery ofm aterialto the circum planetary

disk. G asdrag can also result in capture ofm aterial.

Ignoring conduction into the interior and ablation, we can obtain the surface tam perature
T.ure by balancing this heating and radiative cooling g T2

surf’

1=4

1 fC
Toure = = —— V+Tg @)
8 sB
where = 035 is the en issivity, T is the subnebula background tem perature, sg is the

Stefan-Boltzm ann constant, v is the speed of the planetesim al through the gas disk, and
f is a param eter that m easures the degree of attening. It is inportant to kesp in m Ind
that this quantity re ects the energy regin e not the actual surface tem perature unless it is
low enough that ablation can be ignored. U sing param eters appropriate at the location of
Ispetusv 5 10°an s ! (@ ocold population atin nity), f= 4and = =2H 7 10
gan 3, where p is the gas surface density and H = o= is the scale-height, ¢ the sound
sgpeed and = GM p=R? isthe angular velocity in the circum planetary disk, we obtain a
surface tem perature of Tqyrr 900° K, which is su cient to m el and vaporize icy ob fcts
but not rocky obfcts. A value of £ = 1, which is suitabl to the outer disk due to the low
ram pressures there, yields a tem perature of 600° K . In contrast, at Titan ¢ 8 10°
a s i; 3 10 "gam 3)andCallisto (v 11 10°am s ?; 2 10 "gan 3) the
surface tem perature can exceed 4000° K (for £ = 4), which is enough to m elt and vaporize
rocky ob gcts aswell. Hence, the tam perature of ob fcts crossing the disk places Iapetus in
a ssparate regin e from other reqular satellites, ie., at its Jocation In the disk rocky ob ects
do not reach tem peratures high enough to ablate.

W e can estin ate the change In radius of an icy planetesin al due to either m elting or
vaporization as it crosses the gas disk In a tine t  2H =v (gnoring gas drag for now )
(Podolak et al. 1988)

dr fcy v ) 8 s T4

dt vapm elt 8 pE Ocim fCy v

Tm=To)* 1 ; 3)

where [ istheplanetesim aldensity, T. = 648° K is the critical tem perature for vaporization,
and T, = 273° K isthem elting tem perature. Eo, = 60 10° ergg ! isthe energy required
to raise the tem perature of 1 g of ice from the badkground tem perature of the neébula  100°
K (where it originated) to T, plusthe latent heat ofmelting H¢, and Eoc = 2:8 10 erg
g ! is the energy needed to raise the tem perature of 1 g of icy m aterdal for 100° K to T. (so
that vaporization becom es energy lim ited) plus the latent heat of vaporization H,. W e nd



that the am ount of ice m elted or vaporized at Tapetus ( t 3 10° s) is In the order of
meters for f = 1), whereas at Tian and Callisto ( t 4 10% s) i is about a kilom eter

(for £ = 4). It should be noted that at Tapetus ( 100 g an ?) m etersized obfcts (w ith
density 1 gan ?) traverse a column of gas equal to their m ass, whereas at T itan and
Callisto ( 10" g an ?) the same is true Pr kilom etersized obfcts. Hence, ablation

of planetesin al fragm ents m ay provide the solids needed for the fomm ation of the regular
satellites provided that a signi cant fraction of the planetesim alm ass resides In fragm ents
w ith sizes in the kilom eter to m eter size range.

One can ask whether a particle w ill ablate versus breakup when crossing the disk. At
T itan, the dynam ic pressure is Pyy, = V=2 10° dynes am 2. At Ispetus, we nd
Pan 100 dynesan . Therefore, ifa m etersized or larger particke w ith strength S 10°
dynes an ? crosses the disk icy m aterial is Jleft behind by ablation (at T itan and Iapetus)
or by gas drag capture (@t T itan), but probably not breakup (@t keast at Iapetus). It is also
In portant to consider the sensitivity of our resuls to the attening parameter £. In this
regard, it should be noted that the overall dependence of ablation on f is not too strong,
and that at the location of Iapetus the ram pressure is ow enough that £ = 1 is a good
approxin ation.

To nd outthem assbudget and com position ofthe subnebula resulting from the ablation
ofan unm ixed population of rocky and icy disk crossers, we have to tackle the thomy issue of
w hether the rate of ablation in Eq. 3 isdom inated by m elting or vaporization. It is probably
fairto say that m ost m odels of the ablation process focus on vaporization E€g. M oses 1992).
However, at lower tem peratures the rate of ablation m ay be a ected by the viscosity of the
m el and other factors (see Podolak et al. 1988 for a discussion). Yet, a detailed m odel
ncorporating the full com plexity of the problm for a broad range of param eter space is
pram ature In that it can cbscure our conclusions. In fact, aswe show below , ourm ain resuls
are robust and not dependent on the speci cs of the ablation m echanisn . For this reason,
we leave developm ent of a m ore detailked ablation m odel for later work, and we an ply
the classic approach of Bronshten wih m inor m odi cations. W e calculate the am ount of
m aterial ablated by solving coupled equations ofm otion and ablation @B ronshten 1983) for
a planetesim alofm assm which is assum ed for sin plicity to cross the circum planetary disk
perpendicular to the disk plane:

av 1 2
m—= —CoAfm) X;z)V m *X)z; @)

dm C 8

— = AMm) K2V o (TE Te)  Br Tewr > Tem

dt 2F oem Cy 5)
dm
— =0 for Tours Tem 7
dt o

where Ty, r is Obtained from Eq. 2 with £ = 1, Cp = 044 is the drag coe cient, A is the
planetesim alcrosis_ection,x = R=R; isthe distance from the planet in units of planetary
radiiRp, 2 = z= 2H, K;Z2)= X)e 2’ is the gas density of the subnebula. Here we
st the attening factorf = 1 because we are particularly interested in the outer disk, where
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the ram pressure is low . Note that for Ty,  Tenm the ablation equation goes to zero even
though the planetesim al can still be captured by gas drag. T hat is, regions of the disk such
that the disk crosser never reaches the ablation tem perature T.,, may only be delivered to
the circum planetary disk by gas drag capture. F its to observational data of m eteoroids In
the atm osphere yield valuesofCy / 0: orlow valuesofthee ective heat ofablation  16°
ergg ! (Svetsov et al. 1995), which leadsustouseEqy, = 30 10 ergg ! and an ablation
tem perature of T, = 1800° K fr rock. For ice we consider both melting Eon = 60 10°
ergg '; T, = 273° K) and vaporization Eo = 28 10° ergg !; T. = 648° K) whik
keeping Cy ’ 0: constant. W e stress that these param eter choices are quite conservative
and intended to test the sensitivity of our resuls, as signi cant water-ice sublim ation w ill
take place or Tqyrr < Tem - Thus, a m ore realistic treatm ent is Ikely to deliver signi cantly
m ore water to the outer disk.

W e solve Equations 4 and 5 using a fourth order R ungeXK utta schem e for coupled equa-
tions. In Fig. 1 we plot nalvelocity relative to niial ¥i,a1=Ving, halplanetesin al size
Trina1, distance travelled through the disk z=H , and delivered m ass fraction due to ablation
and gas drag capture as a function ofthe distance from Jupiter, X , fordi erent particle sizes.
H ere the gas surface density correspondsto thatofa SEMM model K )= 3 10°=X gan 2
(w ithout a transition). These results use the m ore conservative ice vaporization values for
the ablation tem perature T. and heat of ablation E (.. If the planetesim al does not com —
pktely ablate, £ m ay successfiilly pass through the disk. H owever, planetesin alsm ay failto
traverse the disk because they are ablated before they do, orbecause of gas drag capture. If
particles are ablated down to a size of 1 an, they are taken to have totally ablated. C lose
to the planet even 1 km planetesim als (pold solid lines) are com plktely ablated before
reaching a nalvelciy ¥ina1= 0 (top keft panel). Farther out In the disk, a leftover plan—
etesin al of size rrima1 (top right panel) em erges from the disk after crossing a distance of
2H (oottom Jft panel). A s expected, the m ass delivered to the disk by either capture or
ablation decreases w ith distance from the planet (bottom right panel).

In the top kft curve ofFig. 1 we also plot the escape velocity Vesge = 2GMp=RpX )
as function ofdistance (light solid line) for reference. It is in portant to point out that here
(and in the rest of this paper) our capture condition is de ned locally. That is, we only
consider that the particke has been locally captured ifveina1 = 0. A planetesin al can em erge
from the disk with a soeed too slow to escape the gravitational potential well of the planet,
o that it will be delivered either to the circum planetary disk or the planet. For instance,
10 m partickes (short dashed lines) have nal soeeds that are less than the escape soeed out
to the edge of the disk. Therefore, these partickes w ill be delivered to the circum planetary
disk, but not always locally. Here we require vepna1 = 0 for capture since in this case the
planetesin alm ass is delivered at the location of passage. This is conservative in the sense
that it underestin ates the m ass delivered to the circum planetary disk. But it is lkely to
provide a better estin ate ofthe ice/rock ratio asa fiinction ofposition because particlesw ith
signi cant non—zero exit velocities can potentially be delivered anyw here inside the crossing
radiis. W e leave a m ore realistic treatm ent of m ultiple passes through the disk for later
work.

In F ig. 2 we do the corresponding calculations forthe case ofrock . N ote that in the case of
rock we em ply the rock m elting values for the ablation tem perature T, and heat ofablation
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Figure 1: PIot nalvebcity relative to initial Veina1=Vinir, halplanetesin al size rei, a1, distance
travelled through the disk z=H , and delivered m ass fraction due to ablation and gas drag capture
as a function of the distance from Jupiter, X , or several iniial planetesin al sizes (indicated by
the solid and dashed curxves). The gas surface density is taken to be that of the SEM M m odel,

X)=3 10°=x g an 2 (wFJ;thout a transition). W e take the iniial velocity as the interloper
crosses the disk to be vy 60= X km s . The planet’s escape velocity as a fiinction of distance
Vese 1S plotted In the top kft panel

E on - For rock the m ass delivered for a given particke size (oottom right panel) drops faster
than for ice despite our conservative choice of param eters for ice ablation. Consequently,
the ocom position of disk is expected to be enriched In ice. Rodk m ass delivery in the outer
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Figure 2: PIot nalvebcity relative to nitial veina1=Vinit,

nal planetesin al size rfia1, distance

travelled through the disk z=H , and delivered m ass fraction due to ablation and gas drag capture
as a function of the distance from Jupiter, X , or several iniial planetesin al sizes (indicated by
the solid and dashed curxves). The gas surface density is taken to be that of the SEM M m odel,

®X)= 3 10°=X gan ? @wihout a transition). The planet’s escape velocity as a fiinction of
distance vege is plotted in the top lkeft panel.

disk can be dom inated by capture. This can be seen by the behavior of 1 m partickes (long
dashed lines): gas drag slow s down these particles su ciently fast that alm ost no ablation
takes place beyond X = 60 so0 that rrina1 = 1 m (top right panel). Yet gasdrag ise ective
out to X = 70 despie the low surface density of the outer disk so that vepma: = 0 (top
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Figure 3: Number of particles w ith at least one crossing inside a given distance from Jupiter.
Sim ulations Involved 5000 particles w ith totalmassof 10 M . W e estim ate that roughly 7M
passwihin 02 Ry .

JEft panel) and the full particle m ass is delivered by gas drag capture out to this location
(bottom right panel). O utside this Jocation essentially no rock is delivered. Because ice is
still ablated and captured outside this location ¢ ig. 1), one can expect the cold outer disk
to be water-ice enriched follow ing re-condensation.

W e follow the dynam icalevolution ofa 10 M massdisk wWhereM isan Earth m ass)
of 5000 particles soread between 4 and 8 AU starting on low eccentricity and inclination
orbits. Jupiter is placed at 5 AU and Satum is at 75 AU (packed con guration), both
wih low values of ecoentricity and inclination. In Figures 3 and 4 we plot the number of
particles that crossed at least once within a given distance of Jupiter and Satum in 10°
years. Not surprisingly, a large fraction of the total number of particles In the sinulation
(5000) cross at last once within 0 of the Hill sphere of Jupiter or Satum in the st

10* yrs. This is because particles are scattered during close encounters w ith the giant
planets. Several caveats apply to these results. For one, collisional fragm ents, which are
easier to deliver to the circum planetary disk, m ay collide frequently, which would change
their dynam ics. T his process is not m odeled in the results discussed above, and is keft for
future work. But we stress that collisions cannot prevent collisional debris from crossing
the circum planetary disk of either giant planet { particlkes of any size at the gap edge and
beyond are abl to penetrate the H ill sphere of the giant planet during close encounters. In
som e regin es of interest, such as cases in which nebula gas drag and oollisional dam ping
is Included and m etersized particles play an in portant rol, one needs to treat the full
fragm entation-coagulation problem . H owever, it ispresently unclearhow much m ass the tail
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Figure 4: Number of particles with at least one crossing Inside a given distance from Satum.
Sim ulations Involved 5000 particles w ith totalmassof 10 M . W e estim ate that roughly 5M
passwihin 02 Ry .

end of the m ass—spectrum contains.

W e calculate the total captured m ass of the ice and rock com ponents M 5 X ) delivered
within a rmadiuis X = R=R; to the circum planetary disk in tine  usihg (g., E strada and
M osqueira 2006)

Z X
MijK)=2 R Fy& )X °dx %
Z mmlax;j 7 (6)
FiX)=v(@l+ 1 =X) ¢ & ;m)m’ Pdm
M m in;j

where F'jy ismass in ow deposition rate per unit area of component j, y is the speed at
In nity, p= (=3) Q@+ 2), My in;; and my .x;; are the Iower and upper bounds of the m ass
distribution of com ponent j, = GMp =RPv§ is the Safronov parameter, 1 1 2 isa
constant, and 5 X ;m ) is the fraction of a planetesin alw ith massm that is delivered to
the disk at X , asobtained from Egs. 4 and 5. The ¢; are nom alization coe cients given by

8
1 <1 x_ e
2 M 1 2 p 2 p 7
Cj= # _Q{S l)+ 1 (XD l) Mpnax;i Mringi ; (7)
2 Ry 2 : — erz S for rock
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where M ,; is the m ass of planetesin als passing through the disk, X, is the m ass fraction of
rock, and for our disk size we take X = 02Ry =Rp . The surface density of com ponents j,
3, solids-to-gasratio, and the ice m ass fraction as a function of radius are cbtained from
theF X ).
Pending m ore detailed scattering/fragm entation simulations, we assum e a power-law

m ass distribbution wih slope g = 35 and an upper and lower particke size cuto s of
Tnax = GMpax=4 )70 =200km and 5,3 = Gmpin=4 ) = 0001 km forboth rock
and ice. W e allow fora di erentiated population of icy and rocky fragm ents w ith a 30=70
ratio by m ass. Based on ourN -body sin ulations, we estin ate that aboutM ,;, 7M cross
at least once within 02 Ry . Ik should be noted that particles 1 km that cross the disk
at & 01 Ry arenot In generalablated so they m ay cross again wihin 02 Ry before being
efcted. W e take the Safronov param eter = 25 representative of a fairly cold population.
T he factor lacoounts forthe di erent geom etry ofa ux of in pactors through the subnebula
rather than the planet itself M or llet al. 1983; Cuzziand Estrada 1998; Chamoz et al.
2009). The value for 1 should be cbtained from num erical sin ulations. Fornow weuse 1= 2,
but the results are not sensitive to this param eter. T he background nebula tem perature is
set to 130 K . For our subnebula param eters, we choose , =2 10°gam 2, ,=5 10°
g any 2, R,=15Ry, R, = 25R;,and n = 1. The velocity of the planetesin al is given by

v= Vg + Vgsc *

In Fig. 5 we show the m ass delivery by ablation and gas drag capture of planetesim al
fragm ents crossing the SEM M circum planetary disk. The top left panel indicates the size
of the largest partick that w illbe delivered to the disk In fullby a combination of ablation
and capture of the keftover ob fct (dotted curves). It can be seen that a higher proportion
ofm ass is delivered by capture for rock than for ice (especially for the icem elt curve). This
is because Jss ablation m akes the rodk particle cross section and gas drag foroe larger for
a given size. The top right panel corresponds to the solids/gas fraction that resuls from a
cold population of planetesim al fragm ents as a function of position In the disk. The surface
gas density is also indicated. Both the dotted and the dashed curves exhibit a bum p during
the inner to outer disk transition. This Jum p in the concentration of solids occursbecause n
the transition region the surface gas density of the disk decreases faster than the decrease In
them ass delivery. C onsequently, the concentration of solids ncreases. T he subsequent outer
disk rise in the dotted curve and bum p in the dashed curve are related to the 1=R? surface
density pro e in theouterdisk (com pared toa 1=R pro Il in theinnerdisk) togetherw ith the
transition to an isothem altem perature pro X in the outerdisk (compared to a 1=R pro ke
in the Inner disk). T he dashed curve drops tow ards the outer edge because the tam perature
ofthe planetesin albecom es too low forsigni cant vaporization either of rock or ice Wwhereas
the tem perature is still high enough to m elt water-ice) . The bum p in the concentration of
solids at the transition between the nner and outer disk is tantalizing In that it can help to
accrete satellites close to the present location of G anym ede (and T itan for Satum’s disk).
But it is pram ature to say that this feature is signi cant. The bottom left panel indicates
the resulting ice/rock fraction of the disk. The bottom right panel indicates the totalm ass
delivered w thin a radial distance R . T he region between the bars contain enough m ass to
m ake each ofthe Indicated satellites (reconstituted In the case of Jo and Europa). Them ass
delivered was cbtained by using the ice m el results for Ty s < T. and the vaporization
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resuls for larger Tq,.r - T hese results indicate that enough m ass can be delivered to acocount
for the reconstituted G alilkan satellites. But we stress that the m ass delivered to the disk

is dependent on the param eters chosen and the capture condition veina1 = 0. On the other
hand, the capture condition is a conservative choice in that signi cantly m ore m ass w illbe
delivered to the circum planetary disk than we assum e here. W e reserve a param eter study

for later work.

The two ice curves shown correspond to ablation by m elting and vaporization in Eq. 5.
A s one would expect, m ore ice is delivered when ablation tums on at the lower tem pera—
ture ofm elting T,, versus vaporization T.. The good agreem ent w ith the m ass budget and
com positions of G anym ede and C allisto would appear to argue in favor of the vaporization
curves. However, this conclusion is pram ature for several reasons. F irst, these calculations
m ake the assum ption that the population of disk crossers is com pletely fractionated, which
is unrealistic even if prim ordial planetesim als were fully di erentiated (see Sec. 4), assom e
m xing would be expected during ocollisional disruption. A m ore realistic treatm ent would
Iower the ice/rock ratio of the entire disk. Two, vaporization of water-ice actually starts
below the m elting tem perature T, = 273° K (Whereas for rock tem peratures 200° K above
m elting T, = 1800° K are needed before signi cant vaporization takes place; Podolak et al.
1988). Third, the totalm ass delivered to the circum planetary disk is dependent on param e-
ter choices. H owever, the result that the outer disk is icier than the inner disk is independent
ofthe speci cs ofthe ablation m odel. In fact, given a fully fractionated population crossers,
the outer disk receives m aterialm ostly by ablation of ice, and essentially no rock either by
ablation or capture. A Iso, these resuls lead one to expect that the circum planetary disk is
enriched in ice over solarm ixtures for a broad range of param eter choices.

Sin flarly for Satum, we assum e a powerJdaw m ass distribution w ith slope g= 3:5 and
allow fora di erentiated population of icy and rocky fragm ents w ith a 30=70 ratio by m ass.
Based on our simulations, we estin ate that about M ,; 5M cross at least once within
02 Ry ofSatum.W ekt = 100 and an upper and lower particke sizecuto sofg.x = 50
km and 1, ;» = 0001 km for both rock and ice based on the larger fraction of rubbl and
Jower velocity dispersion expected for Satum. The background nebula tem perature is set
to 90 K . For our subnebula param eters, we chose , = 2 10°gam 2, , =2 10°g
an 2,R, = 20Rs,Rp = 58 Rg,and n = 3. Aswe can see from Fig. 6, rocky fragm ents
in the 0:001 1 km are not either captured or ablated, whereas icy fragm ents are delivered
m ostly by ablation. Thus, delivery of solids via ablation of a non-hom ogeneous population
of planetesin al fragm ents leads to an enrichm ent of water-ice in Satum’s outer disk.

In summ ary, these results show that it ispossible to deliver enough m assto account forthe
regular satellites of Jupiter and Satum. Furthem ore, ablation and the capture cross-section
of m eter-sized ob fcts can lad to ioce/rock fractionation and account for the com position
of Tapetus, as well as those of G anym ede, Callisto and T itan. This is the only explanation
aurrently available for Japetus’ icy com position, and m ay also Indicate that reqular satellites
overall m ay be deplted in rock with respect to solar com position m xtures, which m ight
explain why their densities are lower than that of sin ilar size K uper bel ob cts. W e stress
that whik the am ount ofm ass delivered to the circum planetary disks of Jupiter and Satum
is dependent on param eter choices, such as the upper size cut-o and the slope of the m ass
soectrum , the velocity dispersion at in nity and the capture condition, we found that the
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Figure 5: Left upper panel: T he planetesin al size that gets ablated (solid and dashed curves) and
captured (dotted curves) as function of radial distance. T he dotted horizontal line corresoonds to
the lower size cut-© . R ight upper panel: T he solids to gas ratio for the two ice m odels (dotted
and dashed curves) as a function of radial distance from Jupiter. T he bold solid curve indicates
the gas surface density of the disk in g an 2 (right side). Left ITower panel: The ice to rock ratio
as a function of radialdistance. T he solid dots corregoond to G anym ede (Inner disk) and C allisto
(outer disk). The ice m ass ratio of solar nebula planetesin al fragm ents crossing the disk is taken
to be 0:3. Lower right panel: P ot of the m ass delivered as a function of distance from Jupiter.
T he two m odels correspond to m elting and vaporizing ice.
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Figure 6: Left upper panel: T he planetesin al size that gets ablated (solid and dashed curves) and
captured (dotted curves) as function of radial distance. T he dotted horizontal line corresoonds to
the lower size cut-© . R ight upper panel: T he solids to gas ratio for the two ice m odels (dotted
and dashed curves) as a function of radialdistance from Satum. The bold solid curve indicates the
gas surface density of the disk n g an 2 (right side). Left Iower panel: T he ice to rock ratbo as
a function of radial distance. T he solid dots correspond to T itan (inner disk) and Iapetus (outer
disk). The ice m ass ratio of solar nebula planetesin al fragm ents crossing the disk is taken to be
03. Lower right panel: P Iot of the m ass delivered as a function of distance from Satum. The two
m odels corresoond to m elting and vaporizing ice.
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e ciency of delivery is high enough that the m ass budget of the satellites can easily be
acoomm odated. W e nd that the waterenrichm ent of the outer disks of Jupiter and Satum
is a mobust feature given a di erentiated population of icy and rodky interloper fragm ents.

W hile full ice/rock fractionation isunlkely, partial ssparation can account for Iapetus’ icy
com position. Such a population resuls from the fragm entation of a partially di erentiated,
26A theated  rst generation of 10 km planetesin als (M osqueira et al. 2009). Indeed, it is
likely thatm ost ofthem assin the rst generation ofplanetesim als resided in cb pcts 10 100
km inthe rst1§ 10° years, so that these ob jcts ncorporated signi cant am ounts of°A ],
leading to partialdi erentiation, aswe show below .

Tabl 1: PhysicalP aram eters

P aram eter Ice Rock
Gmok ') 18 50
s Gan ?) 0.92 34

Eo €gg ) 28 10 808 10
Em €@ggl) 594 10° 304 10Y°
Hef @ggt) 333 10° 143 10Y°
Tn CK) 273 1800
T. CK) 648 4000

4 D i erentiation of prim ordial planetesim als

T he them al evolution of com ets P rialnik et al. 2008) and asteroids (Ghosh et al. 2006)

pow ered by short-lived radionuclides hasbeen treated in an extensive num ber of publications,

and it is not possible for us to do it jastice In this brief section. Our ain here isto get a

handle on the degree of di erentiation of 10 km prim ordial planetesim als form ing in the
JupierSatum region. This population of ob fcts would have form ed in a faster tim escale
and In a hotter region of the nebula than their K uiper belt counterparts, yet still outside
the snow line. W ih the possbl exception of 100 km Phoebe, which m ay itselfbe at least
partially di erentiated (Johnson et al. 2009), and whose com position appears to m atch that
of other outer solar nebula ob Ects (Johnson and Lunine 2005), there are no known exam ples
of this population.

Oursinpli ed treatm ent llow s along the sam e lines as that of other works only applied
to our region of interest. W e kave a m ore accurate study for later work (in collaboration
with M . Podolak). W e solve the energy balance equation for a body of size r up to the
melting temperature T,, natinet, (€g9. Jew it et al. 2007)

dT X 3k (T)T
GT)— =%, 5 0;3H 5 e

®)
dt j .

where . is the mean density, X, is the m ass fraction of rock, 5, o;;, and H y are the half-
life, Iniial abundance and decay energy per uni m ass of radioisotope j, and T is them ean
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tem perature. The conductivity k (T) and speci ¢ heat ¢ (T) are given in tem s of their
respective values for rodk (r) and ice (i) by (g9. M ulthaup and Spohn 2007)

K@) = kefet (1 £)ki(T) o)
GT)=cax.+ (1 x)a(T)

where f, isthe rock volum e fraction. In addition, the conductivity and density are adjisted
by factorsofl 2 and1 , respectively, to account Hrporosity  (Sm olichow ski1981).
Equation 8 yields the team perature of the planetesim al sub fct to radionuclide heating and
conductive cooling. T he relevant param eters for these calculations are given In Tablk 2.

A varety of outcom es are possible depending on poorly constrained m odel param eters,
but m elting is lkely to take place if the cb fct incorporates a signi cant am ount of?°A L
A study by M erk and Prialnk (2006) that ilncludes radiocactive heating, accretion, transfor-
m ation of am orxphous to crystalline ice and m elting of water ice In the form ation of trans—
neptunian cb gcts with sizes 10 km  nds that the occurrence of liquid water m ay be
common. Since Kuiper belt obfcts form In longer tin escale and accrete in a colder en—
vironm ent, it is not surprising that planetesim als form Ing early-on in the JupiterSatum
region are prone to melting. In Fig. 7 we show the m ean tem perature as finction of tin e
or several values of the delay between CA Is and planetesin al om ation (@ssum ing 2°A1lis
hom ogeneously distributed out to Satum) . T he nebula tem perature is 100 K . The values for
the physical param eters used In thism odel are given In Tabl 1. W e start w ith crystallized
ice (@nd no CO ), due to our higher tem perature of accretion. W e Ignore serpentinization
reactions, which would lead to further heating. M elting of these ob fcts isdi cul to avoid
In the JupierSatum region even w ith signi cant delays in the planetesim al form ation tin e.
T he reason is that the energy supply of2°A 1greatly exceeds the am ount of energy required
form elting the entire ob ct. Fora planetesin alofsize 10 km , conduction cannot rem ove
this energy in tin e, lreading to at least partial di erentiation. This also tswith m ore de—
tailed studies of hydrological activity of am all icy planetesin als in the asteroid belt (Y oung
2001), where the background tem perature is higher. The disruption of partially di eren—
tiated planetesin als would then lead to a population of icy/rocky fragm ents available to
ablate through the extended K ronian gas disk.

Above we neglect heat transport by water vapor ow through a porousm ediim driven
by Intemal sublin ation (P rdalhik and Podolak 1995). Yet, the presence of liquid water isnot
required forpartialdi erentiation to take place. Enhanced conductivity by water vapor ow
through porous m edia m ay discourage m elting, but would still result In a Jayered intemal
state as the core would becom e waterdepleted P rialnik et al. 2008). To check thiswe we
add a cooling term due to the rate of vapor sublim ation given by (eg., P rdahik and Podolak
1995)

1=2
ice

v=95Hy Py
Q ® (T) ) 2 R,T

10)

where S = B=ry) n is the surface to volum e ratio K oponen et al. 1997), ry is
the grain size, H  is the latent heat of vaporization, P (T ) is the saturated vapor pressure,
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Figure 7: M ean planetesin altem perature as a function oftin e. T he curves correspond to di erent
delay tin es between CA Is and the form ation tin e of the prin ordial 10 km planetesin al. T he rock
fraction is x, = 0:{7 by mass. The porosity is = 03. Since planetesin als in the Jupiter-Satum
region form in the rst 1M yrthey are expected to reach m elting tem peratures.

P, is the gas pressure, i, is the molecular mass of ice, and R4 is the gas constant. The
value for the porosity is uncertain and the sublim ation rate is m odeldependent. W e treat
it as an adjustable param eter and nd that for values relevant to the JupiterSatum region
w ith nebula tem perature 100 K and signi cant quantities of?°A 1 one must sublim ate a
signi cant fraction of the water-ice of the ob fct in order to kesp it from m elting. Thus,
whether sublin ation is su ciently e ective to preclude m elting or not, radiogenic heating
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is lkely to result in ssparation of rock and water In our regin e of interest where nebula
tem peratures are higher and accretion tin escales shorter than in the Kulper bel, which
Jleads us to expect that the prin ordial population of planetesin als in the JupiterSatum
region is partially di erentiated.

Tabl 2: Them al evolution param eters
Them al conductivity of ios®

k;= 4:8812 10’=T + 04685 10° gam s °)
T hem al conductivity of water

k, = 055 10° g an s )

T hem al conductivity of rock?

ky= 42 10° @an s 3)

Speci ¢ heat of icd

= 7037 10*T+ 185 10° @m?K 's?)
Speci c heat ofwater

G, = 4419 10" @m?K ! s ?)

Speci c heat of rod®

=12 10" @m?K !'s?)

Halflife of °A 1= 72 10° yrs
Tnitalabundance of %A1= 70 10 7 from »21=5 10 °

Heat production rate® of °A1= 1:16 10 emgg !)
2H cbbs (1974); °E llsworth and Schubert (1983); °C astillo-R ogez et al. (2009)

5 Conclusions

T here are two selfoonsistent m odels of satellite form ation M Eab; E strada and M osqueira

2006; see E strada et al. 2009 fora review ) . Both ofthesem odels treat planetesin aldynam ics
explicitly and derive the solids lading to the fom ation of the regular satellites from the
\shower" of planetesin al fragm ents follow ng the form ation of the giant planets. H owever,

only one of the two accretes satellites in the presence of a relatively m assive (SEM M ) gas
com ponent M Eajb; see M osqueira et al. 2009 for a review) abl to ablate and capture a

signi cant fraction ofthe planetesim al rubble crossing the circum planetary disk. Sin ply put,
there are tw o basic options available tom odelers: rst, guided by the distribution of satellite
m ass for Jupier and Satum (especially but not exclusively the large ssparation between

T itan and Iapetus), one can infer a gaseous subnebula w ith a rlatively dense Inner region

and a long tail out to the location of the irregular satellites; second, assum ing instead that
the gas com ponent is dissipated by an unknown m echanism in a short tim escale, one can

consider a gaspoor satellite form ation m odel.

Here we show that it is possbl to understand the m ass budgets and com positions of
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the reqular satellites of the giant planets in tem s of a two-com ponent gaseous m odeP . In
particular, the resul that (even allow ng for porosity) Iapetus is water-ice rich com pared
to solar m xtures provides strong support for the pressnce of a two-com ponent (SEM M )
gas disk at the tin e of satellite form ation. Indeed, a lower surface density outer disk is
required to sin ultaneously satisfy the constraints In posed by Iapetus’ an allm ass and ice—
rich com position (com pared to Callisto, G anym ede and T ian). Thus, Iapetus’ distance
from the prin ary sets it apart from all other regular satellites. But we stress that our
fram ew ork applies In general to the form ation of regular satellites around gaseous giants. In
fact, our resuls also acoount for the w ater-ice enrichm ent of C allisto com pared to G anym ede
as observed.

For our m odel to apply, the rst generation of planetesim als In the JupiterSatum re-
gion must be at Jeast partially di erentiated. W e conduct a prelin inary nvestigation of the
them alevolution ofplanetesin als, and nd that 10 km bodies In JupierSatum region are
m ore lkely to mel and di erentiate than sin ilar com position and size ob fcts located in
the K uiper belt region because ofthe shorter accretion tim es and hotter nebula environm ent
closer to the Sun. Sihce we argue that the st generation of planetesim als in the Jupier-
Satum region m quickly and incorporate signi cant quantities of°A 1, these ob fcts are
at least partially di erentiated. A s a result, the collisional cascade follow ing giant planet
fom ation leads to the production of a non-hom ogeneous population of planetesim al frag—
m ents available to ablate through the circum planetary disks of the giant planets, resulting in
w ater-ice enrichm ent in the outer disk. G ven the am all degree of radialm ixing expected in
the quiescent-disk SEM M satellite form ation m odel M Eab), a radialcom positional gradient
can be preserved in the bulk properties of the regular satellites as observed.

W e do not include the abundances of other volatile species, as we do not have good
constraints for their contribution to the bulk com positions of either K uiper belt ob fcts or
regular satellites. A Iso, we do not consider a phase of condensed, refractory carbon (n
contrast to CH 4, which is trapped In water-ice). Solid carbon a ects the condensate density
and reduces the am ount of CO available to sequester oxygen (Johnson and Lunine 2005;
W ong et al. 2008). However, there is presently no evidence that such a phase plays a
signi cant rol in the bulk com positions of the reqular satellites, and no reason for including
it in Iapetus but not doing so in other regular satellites, Phoebe, or Kujper belt ob fcts.
A Though a num ber of the param eters em ployed here are at present uncertain, our work ties
regular satellite form ation to the outer solar nebula, so that constraints from observational
studies ofthe com positions ofthe giant planets, or com et populations, and further theoretical
work of the requiram ents for giant planet core form ation, or K uiper belt constraints, can be
used In connection with the regular satellites as well. In fact, this is the rst study to
establish a direct link between solar nebula planetesim als and the bulk properties of reqular
satellites, thus opening up an entirely new research direction. A number ofe ectshave been
kft for further work, notably: collisional dam ping in the planetesim al dynam ics ollow ng
giant planet fomm ation, and the e ect of multiple disk crossings for those ob fcts that are

5A two com ponent m odel has the added bene t of providing a natural explanation fr the C allisto—
G anym ede dichotom y without resorting to netuning m odel param eters (see Estrada et al. 2009 and
M osqueira et al. 2009). Thisalso tsw ith the observation that the com position ofC allisto is icier than that
0of G anym ede.
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not captured during the st pass. A lso, our results assum e that the size distrdbution and
size cuto s, and velocity at In  nity of rocky and icy fragm ents are the sam e.

However, we have tested param eter sensitivities and nd that the resul that the outer
disk of Satum is icerich com pared to its nner disk, and also com pared to the outer solar
nebula, is robust, provided that prin ordialplanetesin als are at least partially di erentiated.
T he reason is that delivery of solids in the outer disk is dom inated by m elting and vaporiza—
tion ofwater-ice at tem peratures ofhundreds ofdegreesK elvin. T his result is a consequence
of the lower gas surface density and lower planetesin al velocities In the outer disk. Conse—
quently, icy fragm ents of size & 1 m are delivered by ablation (and som e capture), whereas
delivery of rocky fragm ents of sim ilar size is highly ine cient. This ism ainly because the
team perature of ob ects crossing the outerdisk isnot high enough for rock tom elt or vaporize.
A dditionally, overall a higher proportion of the rock content is delivered by capture, which
drops o asthe surface density gets lower. This isbecause for less pronounced ablation the
cross section ofthe traversing planetesim al and gas drag force are larger, resulting in a higher
proportion ofm ass captured com pared to ablated. A Iso, rocky ob cts arem ore di cul to
capture for a given ob ect size due to their greater density but thism ay be com pensated by
the availability of som ew hat an aller rocky fragm ents.

Still, m uch work rem ains to be done to pin down the degree of enrichm ent quantitatively;
In particular, while sscond passcapture of rocky fragm ents does not erase a subnebula com —
positional gradient signature, i can deliver rock to the disk via capture and should be
explored. A lso, whik collisional dam ping of planetesin al eccentricities does not prevent
delivery of collisional rubble to the circum planetary disk during close encounters w ith the
giant planet, the am ount ofm ass delivered is lkely to bea ected, as it depends on them ass
goectrum . M oreover, other delivery m echanian s, such as collisional capture and threebody
e ects, may also contribute to the m ass budget of the regular satellites but have not been
Included in our analysis. F inally, we assum e a starting condition of a gas disk w ithout solid
content. Yet planetesin als dissolve In the gas giant envelope, thus enhancing the planet’s
m etallicity Pollack et al. 1986) and possibly the gasdisk aswell. M ost ofthism ass delivery
takes place before the m ass of the gaseous envelope grow s Jarger than that of the core. This
isthen followed by a dilution during runaw ay gas accretion (Pollack etal. 1996). It isunclear
w hether this source of solids w ill contribute signi cantly to the regular satellites, especially
to those located far from the planet. W e expect that the outer disk fom s after envelope
collapse, as the giant planets open a gap In the nebula, and that this gas is relatively free of
solids (see E strada et al. 2009 for further discussion) . M oreover, dust settling in the envelope
of the giant planet m ay also 1im it the solid content that is left behind in the subnebula far
from the planet. Ice/rock fractionation is also possible. W e Jeave this issue for further work.
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