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ABSTRACT
T hermm odynam ics play an In portant role in determ Ining the way a protostellar disc
fragm ents to form planets, brown dwarfs and low-m ass stars. W e explore the e ect
that di erent treatm ents of radiative transfer have in sin ulations of fragm enting discs.
T hree prescriptions for the radiative transfer are used, (i) the di usion approxin ation
of Stam atellos et al. (2007a), (i) the barotropic equation of state E0 S) 0of G codw in
et al. 2004a), and (i) the barotropic EOS of Bate et al. (2003). T he barotropic
approxin ations capture the general evolution of the density and tem perature at the
centre ofeach proto-fragm entbut (i) they do notm ake any adjustm ents the particular
circum stances of a proto-fragm ent form Ing In the disc, and (i) they do not take into
account them al inertia e ects that are in portant for fast—-fom ing proto-fragm ents in
the outerdisc region . A s a resul, the num ber of fragm ents form ed In the disc and their
properties are di erent, when a barotropicEO S isused. T his is in portant not only for
disc studies but also for sin ulations of collapsing turbulent clouds, as in m any cases in
such sin ulations stars form w ih discs that subsequently fragm ent. W e also exam ine
the di erence in the way proto-fragm ents condense out In the discat di erent distances
from the central star using the di usion approxin ation and follow ing the collapse of
each proto—fragm ent until the form ation of the second core ( 7 10 3 gan 3).We
nd that proto-fragm ents form ing closer to the central star tend to form earlier and
evolve faster from the rst to the second core than proto-fragm ents form ing in the
outer disc region. The form er have a large pool of m aterdial in the inner disc region
that they can accrete from and grow in m ass. T he latter accrete m ore slow Iy and they
are hotter because they generally form in a quick abrupt event.

K ey words: Stars: form ation { Stars: low-m ass, brown dw arfs { accretion, accretion
disks { M ethods: Num erical, R adiative transfer, H ydrodynam ics

then spirals nwards onto the protostar. The disc m atter
has to redistrbute is angularm om entum so that it can ac-

The form ation of discs around young stars is an integral
part of the star form ation process. T he presence of discs has
long been Inferred from the spectral energy distributions of
young P re-M ain Sequence stars; these show long-w avelength
em ission In excess ofthe photospheric em ission from the stel-
lar surface, and this long-wavelength em ission is attribbuted
to a disc. M oreover, in the last 15 years, discs have been
In aged directly, both in absorption and em ission w ith the
Hubbl Space Telescope and w ith ground bases telescopes
using adaptive optics (eg.W atson et al 2007).

O n the theoretical front discs have been studied for over
30 years (eg. LyndenBell & Pringle 1974). D iscs around
young stars are a natural outcom e of the angular m om en—
tum of the parental cores that collapse to form these stars.
M ost of them atter from such a core cannot accrete directly
onto the young protostar but rstly falls onto the disc and
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crete onto the protostar. An in portant role in this process
is played by the e ective disc viscosity (eg. C larke 2009).
The origin of the disc viscosity is still undeterm ined. It is
believed that gravitational instabilities (Toom re 1964; Lin &
P ringle 1987) or m agneto-rotational Instabilities Balus &
Hawley 1991) m ay play an in portant role in redistributing
angular m om entum in discs.

T hem odynam icsplay an in portant role in determm ining
whether a disc can fragm ent to form planets, brown dwarfs
and low -m ass stars.For fragm entation to occurthediscm ust
satisfy the Toom re criterion (Toom re 1964), ie. it has to be
m assive enough so that gravity can overcom e them al and
Jocal centrifiigal support,

cR) R)
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here Q is the Toom re param eter, c is the sound speed, is
the epicyclic frequency,and isthe surfacedensiy.G amm ie
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(2001) has pointed out that for a disc to fragm ent, the disc

must also coole ciently so that proto-condensations form —
ing in the disc do not sin ply undergo an adiabatic bounce
and dissolve. Both theory and sin ulations (G amm i 2001;
Johnson & Gamm i 2003; Rice et al. 2003, 2005; M ayer et
al.2004; M eja et al. 2005; Stam atellos et al. 2007b) indicate
that for disc fragm entation to occur, the cooling tim e m ust
satisfy

tCOOL <

here t, ., isthe local orbitalperiod, and is the adiabatic
exponent. The factor C ( ) is ound to be higher for lower
(eg.higher for = 7=5than or = 5=3; Rice et al. 2005).
It also depends on how fast the cooling rate reduces due to
secular disc evolution from an initialhigher value (C larke et
al. 2007).

Lin itations in com puting power have m ade it in possi-
ble to study the evolution ofdiscs including a full treatm ent
for the radiative transfer (ie. m ultifrequencies, 3 din en—
sions). Traditionally the e ect of radiative transfer in hy-
drodynam ic sim ulations of star form ation has been taken
into account using a barotropic EO S, eg.
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where P isthepressure, isthedensity, ¢ isthe isothem al
sound speed and ¢ is the isothem alsound speed in the low —
density gas €g.c = 0:19km s ! orm olecular hydrogen at
10 K).The use of a barotropic EO S aim s to reproduce the
evolution of the density and tem perature at the centre of
a collapsing fragm ent. Initially at densities < 10 13g a
the gas is approxin ately isothem al, henceP / .W hen the
density increases above the criticalvalie e 3 10 13g
an °, the center of the fragm ent becom es optically thick
and the collapse proceeds adiabatically, hence P /

T he adiabatic exponent is initially 5/3 (m olecular hy-
drogen behaves e ectively as a m onatom ic gas) and then
becom es 7/5 when the hydrogen m olecules are rotationally
excited.Usually i+ and are set so as to m atch the evo-
lution at the centre ofa 1-M  m olecular cloud (eg.Larson
1969; M asunaga & Inutsuka 2000). This is not idealas (i)
it does not account of the fact that the evolution of tem —
perature and density away from the centre of the cloud is
not the sam e as in the cloud centre, (i) it ignores the fact
that lower m ass fragm ents becom e optically thick at larger
densities than higherm ass fragm ents, and (iii) it ignores the
e ects of them al inertia, ie. situations where the them al
tin escale is com parable w ith, or longer than, the dynam ical
tin escale Boss et al 2000). P revious studies have shown
that the outcom e of cloud fragm entation is sensitive to the
values of orir and used (eg.Liet al 2003; Jappsen et al
2005; Larson 2005).

In the last few years the Increase In com puting power
has m ade possble to use the di usion approxim ation to
treat the e ects of radiative transfer in high—resolution sim —
ulations of low — and high-m ass star form ation (Boss et al.
2000; W hitehouse & Bate 2006; Stam atellos et al. 2007a;
K rum holz et al. 2007; M ayer et al. 2007; Forgan et al. 2009).

In this paper we exam ine the e ect of di erent treat-
m ents of the energy equation on hydrodynam ic sim ulations
of disc fragm entation. W e focus on discs that are m assive

enough forthe Toom re criterion to be satis ed and extended
enough forthe G am m ie criterion to be satis ed in theirouter
regions. Such discs w ill Inevitably fragm ent and we seek to
determ ine how the num ber of fragm ents and their properties
(eg.m ass, radius of ©oHm ation) depend on the disc them o—
dynam ics. W e also want to determ ine any di erences in the
properties of fragm ents that are produced at di erent radii
in the disc. This is In portant not only for disc studies but
also for sim ulations of collapsing turbulent cloudsas in m any
cases In such sin ulations stars form w ith a disc that even—
tually fragm ents to spawn a second generation of low -m ass
stars and brown dw arfs.

The e ects of radiative transfer are treated in three
ways, (1) with the di usion approxim ation of Stam atellos
et al. (2007a), (i) with the barotropic EO S of Goodw In et
al. (2004a), and (iil)) with the barotropic EO S of Bate et
al. (2003).W e nd that the characteristics of disc fragm en—
tation are di erent in these three treatm ents. T he num ber
of fragm ents condensing out in the disc are fewer for the
GoodwIn et al. barotropic EO S than for the Stam atellos
et al. approxin ation or the Bate et al. (2003) barotropic
EO S.This is expected asthe Goodw in et al. EO S is harder,
ie. m atter is hotter at a given density than in the other
two treatments. W e also nd that there are di erences in
the evolution of density and tem perature in the fragm ents
that form in the disc betw een the barotropic approxin ations
and the Stam atellos et al. (2007a) di usion approxin ation.
Hence, the properties of the ob fects form ed by fragm enta-
tion (eg.numberofob fcts, m asses, binarity) in sin ulations
using a barotropic EOS (eg.Bate et al. 2003; G oodw in et
al. 2004a; Bate et al. 2009a) are to be treated w ith caution
(cf. A twood et al. 2009).

T he paper is structured as follow s. In Section 2, we de—
scrbe the Initial conditions of the discs we exam ine. In Sec—
tion 3, we describe the num ericalm ethod we use to perfom
the sin ulations and the three treatm ents ofthe energy equa—
tion used.In Section 4 we discussthedi erencesbetween the
three treatm ents, and In Section 5 we investigate di erences
between fragm ents form ing at di erent disc radii, when the
di usion approxin ation isused.In Section 6 we discuss the
resolution achieved by our sin ulations. F inally, in Section 7
we sum m arize our resuls and discuss their In plications for
sin ulations of star form ation.

2 DISC INITIAL CONDITIONS

W e shallassum e a stardisc system in which the centralpri-
mary star has nitialmassM = 0:7M . Iniially the disc
hasmassM ;, = 0JM , inner radiusR, = 40AU, outer
radiusR,,, = 400AU, surface density

®) 0:014M R 7=4 @)
R NCE AU ’
tem perature

R 1=2
T = 250K — + 10K ; 5
o R) 20 ; 5)
and hence approxin ately uniform initial Toom re param eter
Q 0:9. Thus the disc is at the outset m arginally grav—
itationally unstable at all radii. Such a disc can cool fast
enough at radii” 70A U, hence it w ill fragm ent to spawn a
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num ber of ob cts having m asses from a few to a few hun-—
dred Jupiterm asses W hitworth et al. 2007; Stam atellos et
al. 2007b; Stam atellos & W hitworth 2009a,b; Bolky 2009).
O bservations suggest that the used density and tem perature
pro les are not unrealistic. Andrew s et al. (2009) estin ate
that the disc surface density dropsasr ©* ', and 0O ster-
Ioh & Beckw ith (1995) nd that the disc tem perature drops
asr ©35 08

Only a few extended m assive discs have been observed
around young protostars (eg. E isner et al. 2005, 2008; Ro—
driguez et al. 2005; E isner & C arpenter2006) .M ore recently,
Andrews et al. (2009) reported discs In O phiuchus with
masses up to 0.14 M and radiiup to 200 AU . Stam atel-
los & W hiworth (2009) argue that such m assive, extended
discs m ay be m ore com m on during the initial stages of the
form ation of a protostar, but they rapidly dissipate (W ithin
a few thousand years) by gravitational fragm entation. For
exam ple the disc around the 033 M protostarHL Tau has
amass ofaround 01 M and extends to at least 100 AU,
wih a possble low-m ass fragment at 65 AU (G reaves et
a.2008).

The form ation of such discs is inevitable considering
the angular m om entum content of their parental cores. For
example, a 14M  prestellar core w ith ratio of rotational
to gravitational energy R=j jwill { if i collapses
m onolithically { fom s a protostellar disc w ith outer radius
Ry sc 400AU ( =0:01). Since the observations of G ood—
man et al. (1993) indicate that m any prestellar cores have

0:02, the fom ation of extended discs should be rather
comm on.

3 NUMERICALMETHOD
3.1 Hydrodynam ics

W e use the SPH code dragon (Goodwin et al. 2004a,b;
2006), which invokes an octal tree (to com pute gravity and

nd neighbours), adaptive sn oothing lengths, m ultiple par-
ticle tim esteps, and a second-order RungeXK utta integra-
tion schem e. T he code uses tin e-dependent arti cial viscos—
ity M orris & M onaghan 1996) with param eters ° = 0:,

= 2 and a Balsara swich (Balsara 1995), so as to re—
duce arti cial shear viscosity @ rtym ow icz & Lubow 1994;
Lodato & Rice 2004; R ice, Lodato, & A m itage 2005). The
num ber of neighbours is set to N = 50 0 @Attwood
et al. 2007).

NEIGH

3.2 R adiative transfer

The e ects of radiative transfer are treated in three ways,
(i) wih the di usion approxin ation of Stam atellos et al.
(2007a), (i) wih the barotropic EOS of Goodwin et al
(2004a) Eq.Bwih o= 10 ®gan *and = 5=3),and,
(if)) with the barotropic EO S of Bate et al. (2003) (Eq.[3
with o= 10 Pgan *and = 7=5).

3.3 The Stam atellos et al. (2007a) di usion
approxim ation m ethod

T he Stam atellos et al. (2007a) m ethod uses the density and
the gravitational potential of each SPH particle to estin ate

an opticaldepth ; for each particle through which the par-
ticle cools and heats. T he net radiative heating rate for the
particle is then

Ti)

s T (1iTs)

dus 1 5 @

BGR
at RAD i R (1;Ts) +

i (6)

here, the positive term on the right hand side repre-
sents heating by the background radiation eld, and en-
sures that the gas and dust cannot cool radiatively below
the background radiation tem perature T, .. . . ( 1;Ti) is
the P lanck-m ean opaciy, ,, the Stefan-Bolzm ann con-
stant, ; is the m assweighted m ean colum n-density, and

= (1;Ti), is the Rosseland-m ean opacity (see Stam atellos
et al. 2007a for details).

T he m ethod takes into account com pressional heating,
viscous heating, radiative heating by the background, and
radiative cooling. It perform s well, in both the optically thin
and optically thick regin es, and hasbeen extensively tested
(Stam atellos et al. 2007a). In particular it reproduces the
detailed 3D results ofM asunaga & Inutsuka (2000), Boss &
Bodenhein er (1979), Boss & M yhill (1992), W hitehouse &
Bate (2006), and also the analytic results of Spiegel (1957)
and Hubeny (1990)

The gas is assum ed to be a m xture of hydrogen and
helim .W euse an EOS ®Black & Bodenheim er 1975; M a—
sunaga et al.1998;Bolky et al.2007) that accounts (i) forthe
rotational and vibrational degrees of freedom of m olecular
hydrogen, and (i) for the di erent chem ical states ofhydro—
gen and helum .W e assum e that ortho—and para-hydrogen
are In equilbbrium .

For the dust and gas opacity we use the param eteriza—
tion by Bell& Lin (1994), ( ;T)= o 2 T®,where o,a,
b are constants that depend on the species and the physical
processes contrbuting to the opacity at each and T .The
opacity changes due to ice m antle m elting, the sublin ation
of dust, m olecular and H contrbutions, are all taken into
account.

3.4 Sinks

Sinksare used In the sin ulations in order to avoid very sm all
tin esteps when the density becom es very high. Sinks are
created when a particle reaches a critical density and the
particles In is neighbourhood (ie. its 50 neighbours) are
bound (G oodw in et al. 2004a,b; 20006).

T he criticaldensity for sink creation isdi erent forthe 3
treatm ents; () forthedi usion approxim ation sk = 10 3g
an 3, (i) for the Goodw in et al. barotropic EOS ik =
5 10 11g an 3,and (i) for the B ate et al. barotropicEO S

sink = 10 13g an °.The reason for using 3 di erent sink
creation threshold densities is connected to the characteris—
tics of each treatm ent. The di usion approxin ation of Sta—
m atellos et al. (2007a) can ollow self-consistently the evolu—
tion of a fragm ent to any given density. T he only constraint
is com putational. For the G oodw In et al. barotropic EO S
a fragm ent becom es too hot as the density increases, thus
no fragm ent would form ifthe sink creation density were set
too high.T he sam e holds for the B ate et al. barotropicEO S,
but for higher densities (see Fig.[).

The sink radius is set to 1 AU in all three treatm ents.
Once a particle is w thin this radiis and bound to the sink
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then it is accreted onto the sink and itsm ass is added to the
m ass of the sink.

3.5 R adiative feedback

R adiative feedback is inclided in the treatm ent using the
di usion approxin ation. The radiation of the central star
is taken iInto account by invoking a background radiation
eld wih a temperature T, ., = T, R) that is a function
of the distance R (on the disc m idplane) from this star. In
e ect, thism eans that, if the m aterial in the disc is heated
by com pression and/or viscous dissipation, it can only cool
radiatively if i iswam er than T, R ) given by Eqn. [3).

R adiative feedback from brown dwarfs and stars form ed
in the disc is partially taken into account. Until a proto—
fragm ent is replaced by a sink the e ects of energy dissipa—
tion due to accretion ofm aterial onto the st and second
core are treated selfconsistently. O nce a proto—fragm ent is
replaced by a sink 10 * g an ) then radiative feedback is
ignored. W e expect that because of this high sink creation
density all of the fragm ents that form in our sim ulations are
real; any possible additional fragm entation in the vicinity of
each proto-fragm ent (within 1020 AU ) is suppressed due to
the heating of this region by energy that di uses outwards
from the accretion shock around the proto—fragm ents.

Any additional heating due to accretion m aterial onto
a sink is ignored as are deuteruim and hydrogen buming
(cf. K rum holz et al. 2007; O neret al. 2009). T he accretion
Jum inosity could be im portant during the initial stages of
the form ation of an ob fct when the accretion rate is high.
The e ect ofnuclkar buming is probably m inim al.

4 THE DIFFUSION METHOD VS THE
BAROTROPIC EQUATION OF STATE

T he disc fragm ents w ith all three treatm ents. H ow ever, the
path to fragm entation and the outcom e ofthe fragm entation
isdi erent in the three cases Figs[IB).

Initially, before the disc fragm ents, the instabilities de—
velop with di erent pattems. To quantify these di erences,
we decom pose the disc structure at t= 3 kyr, ie. just be-
fore the discs fragm ent, into a sum of Fourder com ponents.
W e use as our basis a logarithm ic spiral, R = Roe ™ ~ ,
wherem isthem ode ofthe perturbation, isthe azimuthal
angle of the SPH particle,and = m=tan( ) isa param —
eter that represents the pitch angle of the spiral (Slkath
& A lexander 1996; Stam atellos & W hiworth 2008). The
Fourder transform is then
F(;m) = iX\I ei( NnRyHm g),

14 N ’

=1
where Rj; ;) are the co-ordinates of particke j. In Fig.[3
wepbtF ( ;m) against forthem = 1;2;3 and 4 m odes,
for the three sinulations. Themaxina in F ( ;m ) identify
the dom inant pitch angles ofthe spirals. Them ost dom inant
mode isthem = 2 in allthree cases. H owever, In the case of
the Bate et al. barotropic EO S there isalso a strongm = 4
mode. This results in a ring-lke structure form ing in the
discat 200AU Fig.[d).This ring-like structure isthe  rst
to fragm ent, whereas In the other two cases fragm entation
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Figure 2. The m ass of the ob cts form ed by disc fragm enta-
tion and their form ation radius, using (i) the Stam atellos et al.
(2007a) di usion approxin ation (squares) (ii) the G oodw in et al.
(2004a) barotropic EO S (circles), and (iii) the B ate et al. (2003)
barotropic EO S (triangles).

Table 1. The properties of the fragm ents form ed in the disc,
using (i) the Stam atellos et al. (2007a) di usion approxin a—
tion (identi er S; the colour ID refersto Fig.[6) (i) the G ood—
win et al. (2004a) barotropic EOS (G ), and (iii) the Bate et
al. (2003) barotropic EOS B).R;i @AU) is the radius of the
fragm ent at form ation (ie.when a sink is form ed), M ¢ is the
m ass of the fragm ent at the end of the sim ulation, and t; the
formm ation tim e. t is the tim e between the formm ation of the

rst core ( 5 10 2 gan 3) and the fom ation of the
second core ( 10 3 gan 3) for the sim ulation using the
di usion approxin ation.

D Ry AU) Mg ™ ) = t kyr)
S1 (red, dashed) 75 0174 5.0 1.9
S2 (green) 115 0139 5.9 28
S3 (blue) 305 0.097 7.0 34
S4 (cyan) 140 0.049 73 73
S5 (red) 170 0.058 8.9 49
S6 (olack, dashed) 385 0.037 9.9 3.7
S7 black) 310 0.031 12.6 73
G1 120 0209 10.9 -
G2 240 0135 109 -
B1 180 0171 41 -
B2 250 0.092 46 -
B3 150 0.065 4. -
B4 120 0.070 4.9 -
BS 30 0.070 53 -
B6 30 0121 5.4 -
B7 100 0.021 6.5 -
B8 2 0.006 9.4 -
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Figure 1. Snapshots of the disc evolution (at tim es as m arked on each colum n density plot), using (i) the Stam atellos et al. (2007a)
di usion approxim ation (left coum n) (ii) the G oodw in et al. (2004a) barotropic EO S (central colum n), and (iii) the Bate et al. (2003)
barotropic EO S (right colum n).
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F igure 3.T he relative strengths, F ,ofthem = 1;2;3 and 4 spiral
m odes (solid, dotted, short dash, long dash lines respectively)
at t = 3 kyr (just before the discs start to fragm ent), against

= m=tan( ); isthe pich angle. T hree graphs are plotted,
(i) forthe Stam atelloset al. (2007a) di usion approxim ation (top)
(ii) for the G oodw In et al. (2004a) barotropic EO S (m iddle), and
(iii) for the Bate et al. (2003) barotropic EO S (bottom ). The
m = 2 is the strongest m ode in all three treatm ents. H owever,
them = 4 m ode hasalso a signi cant strength for the Bate et al.
barotropic EO S.
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Figure 4. The evolution of the density and the tem perature at
the centre (top) and at distancer= 1 AU from the centre ofeach
proto—fragm ent form ing in the disc, using (i) the Stam atellos et al.
(2007a) di usion approxim ation (shaded cyan) (ii) the G oodw in
et al. (2004a) barotropic EO S (solid blue line), and (iii) the B ate
et al. (2003) barotropic EO S (dashed blue line).P roto-fragm ents
form ing farther out from the central star tend to be hotter (ie.
lie in the upper part of the shaded region) than proto-fragm ent
form ing close to the centralstar. T he evolution ofthe density and
tem perature at the centre ofa 1 M collapsing cloud core is also
plotted for reference (solid red line; Stam atellos et al. 2007a).

happens rst in the Inner disc region and then continues in
the outer disc region.

T he num ber of fragm ents produced w ith the harder (ie.
steeper) barotropicEO S 0fG oodw in et al. (2004a) is an aller
than the num ber of ob fcts produced w ith the other two
treatm ents (Fig.[D; Tabl [I). This is expected as with a
harder EO S the m atter is hotter for a given density; the
Increased them alpressure suppresses fragm entation . In this
sin ulation only 2 obfcts form (hitially there are 3 proto—
fragm ents but two ofthem coalesce before they form sinks).
T he two ob fcts have relatively high m asses (0.14 and 021
M , ie.they are low-m ass hydrogen buming stars; Fig.[2) .

T he other two treatm ents produce sin ilar num bers of
obgcts (7 and 8, for the di usion approxin ation and the
Bate et al. barotropic EO S, respectively) . H ow ever there are
di erences in the properties of these cb fcts (cf. Fig[Z; Ta—
ble[l).W ith the Stam atellos et al. (2007a) di usion approxi-
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m ation, fragm entation happens rst close to the centralstar;
the m ore m assive ob fcts form closer to the central star In
the inner disc region where there is m ore m atter for frag-
m ents to accrete. U sing the Bate et al. (2003) barotropic
EO S, low-m ass ob cts (pbrown dwarfs) form closer to the
central star, whereas low -m ass H buming stars form in the
outer disc region; the outer disc region fragm ents rst.This
is probably due to the di erence in the way the instabilities
grow w ith these treatm ents. U sing the B ate et al. barotropic
EO S a ring-lke structure st formsat 200 AU and frag-
m entation happens rst there; the ob fcts produced in the
ring region are the m ost m assive In the simulation. W hen
the radiative transfer is treated w ith the di usion approx—
In ation them = 2 m ode dom inates and instabilities grow
faster in the inner disc region w here there ism ore discm ass.
In this case the ob fcts that orm In the inner disc region
are the m ore m assive ones.

The evolution of the densiy and tem perature at the
centre of each proto-fragm ent is shown in Fig.[4 (top graph).
T he density and tem perature for the barotropic EO Ss are
prescribed and follow Eq.[3. The results for the di usion
approxim ation are shown in cyan (for all 7 of the proto-
fragm ents). The density and tem perature at the centre of
each proto-fragm ent are m ore sin ilar to the values given by
the barotropic EO S of Bate et al. (2003). H owever, there is
a spread due to the fact that the di usion approxin ation
accounts (i) for environm ental factors that a ect the trans-
port of radiation around each proto-fragm ent, and (i) for
them al Inertia e ects, which are in portant for fragm ents
form ing fast In the outer disc regions (see next Section).
The di erences arem ore prom nent at 1 AU from the cen-
tre of the proto—fragm ent (F ig.[d, bottom graph).The tem —
perature, for a given density, is larger when the radiative
transfer is treated properly as the energy di uses from the
accretion shock around the proto—fragm ent, and heats its
surroundings.

W e thus conclide that the barotropic EO S can capture
only the generalway that gravitational instabilities develop
in a disc; a detailed treatm ent of the radiative transfer re—
sults in a di erent disc structure, a di erent path to frag—
m entation, and hence di erent properties (m ass, form ation
radius) of the ob cts form ed.

5 THE EVOLUTION OF PROTO-FRAGMENTS
FORM ING AT DIFFERENT D ISC RADII

W e now concentrate on the characteristics of the evolution
of the proto-fragm ents that form in the disc when the ra—
diative transfer is treated w ith the di usion approxim ation
of Stam atellos et al. (2007a).

The Toomre Q < 1) and theGammie (& ., =t s <
2) conditions for fragm entation are met for all proto-
fragm ents Fig.[d), at least fr a large period during their
evolution. T he cooling tin e for som e of the proto—fragm ents
that condense out closer to the central star is larger than
the G amm e critical value for a period ofup to 1 kyrbut
this doesnot seem to a ect the long-tem evolution ofthese
proto-fragm ents).

T he proto—fragm ents form ing in the disc go through the
sam e phases as a collapsing 1 M core (eg. Larson 1969;
M asunaga & Inutsuka 2000; Stam atellos et al. 2007a).D ur-
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Figure 5. The Toom re param eter (top) and the cooling tim e in
units of the local orbital period (bottom ) of the proto-fragm ents
form ing in the disc.

ing the initial stage of their form ation the proto-fragm ents
stay aln ost isothemm al as they are optically thin and the
gravitationalenergy that is converted to them alenergy can
be readily radiated away. The tem perature of the proto—
fragm ents at this stage is 10 K, for the ones fom ing
away from the central star, and up to 20 30 K, for the
ones that form close to centralstar (due to heating from the
star) Fig.[d, T). The proto-fragm ents get denser, becom e
optically thick, and start heating up. The increased ther-
m al pressure slows down the collapse, and quite often the
proto-fragm ents experience an adiabatic bounce Fig.[d, ).
W hen a proto-fragm ent cannot cool fast enough, ie. close
to the central star, this bounce is ©llowed by the shearing
apart of the proto-fragm ent, due to gravitational torques.
P roto-fragm ents that form farther away from the central
star ¢ 60 70 AU) survive and as they accrete m ate—
rial from the disc, they start to contract once again (and
m aybe bounce again) untilthe st hydrostatic core form s
( 5 10 *? g am 3). This core then contracts quasi-
statically on a Kelvin-Helm holtz tin escale. The st core
grow s gradually in m ass, and its density and tem perature
Increase slow ly. W hen the tem perature at its centre reaches
2000 K, the second collapse starts, as the energy delivered
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Figure 6.The evolution of the properties of the proto-fragm ents
form ed in the disc using the Stam atellos et al. (2007a) di usion
approxin ation. From top to bottom for each proto-fragm ent are
plotted (untileach one is replaced by a sink at 10 3 gam  3) ()
the density at the centre of the proto-fragm ent, (ii) the tem pera-
ture at the centre of the proto—fragm ent, (iii) the distance of the
proto-fragm ent from the central star, (v) them asswithin 1 AU
from the centre of the proto—fragm ent, and (v) the m ass w ithin
5AU from the centre of the proto-fragm ent.

by the com pression does not heat the core further, but in—
stead goes into the dissociation ofm olecular hydrogen. T he
second collapse leads to the fom ation of the second core
(ie. the protostar or proto—brown dwarf).

T he above general characteristics are the sam e for all
proto-fragm ents form ing in the disc but there are notable
di erences in the way that proto-fragm ents condense out in
the disc at di erent distances from the central star. G en-—
erally speaking, proto—fragm ents closer to the central star
start form Ing earlier than proto-fragm ents farther away, as
the gravitational instabilities develop faster in the inner
disc region. They grow in m ass gradually and take about

3 4 kyr, to reach the stage of the 1rst core. On the
other hand, proto-fragm ents that form farther away from
the central star, they start form ing at later tim es, but they
reach the rst core stage by grow ing In m ass rather abruptly
( 20 100 yr) due to spiral amm s Interacting w ith each
other, and interactions and/or m ergers w ith other proto-
fragm ents (see the sharp Increase of density, tem perature
andm assw ithin 5AU forthe last tw o proto-fragm ents form —
Ing In thediscatt 40 kyrand att 50 kyr, respectively;
Figd).

The rst core of a proto-fragm ent grow s in m ass gradu—
ally through accretion ofm aterial from the disc, and som e—
tin es episodically w ith help from special accretion events,
such as Interactions and/or mergers wih other proto—
fragm ents in the disc or a passage from a spiralamm . P roto—
fragm ents closer to the central star evolve faster from the

rst to the second core than proto-fragm ents form ing in the
outer disc region (Table[).Them ain reason for this is that
there is m ore m ass in the inner disc region for the proto-
fragm ents to accrete and grow . T here is an inverse correla—
tion between them assavailable within 5AU from the centre
of a proto—fragm ent  ig.[d, bottom ) and the tim e that the
proto-fragm ent takes to evolve from the rst core to the sec—
ond core (Tabk[l).n the absence ofa poolofm aterialavail
able for accretion it is possible that these proto—fragm ents
m ight evolve on a m uch longer tin escale (on the order ofa
few tens ofkyr).A nother reason for the longer tin e needed
for proto—fragm ents form ing farther out in the disc to evolve
to the second core isthat they tend to be hotter (at a speci ¢
density) than proto-fragm ents form ing closer to the central
star; the tem perature vs density relation forthe form ertends
to be on the upper part of the cyan shaded region in Fig.[4,
w hereas for the latter tends to be on the lower part of the
shaded region. T his is due to the tin escale of form ation of
the st core. A sm entioned previously, proto—fragm ents in
the inner disc region accum ulate the m ass of the rst core
over aperiod of 3 4 kyr, whereas proto—fragm ents in the
outer disc region do that much faster, within 20 100 yr.
T hus, the fom er radiate away the energy provided by the
collapse gradually asthe rst core form s (the radiative cool-
ing tin escale is on the order of 1-10 kyr), w hereas the latter
have to radiative this energy away after the rst core fom s.
This isa them alinertia e ect, and thus cannot be captured
using a barotropic EO S.

The initialm asses ofthe rst cores (le.within 1ATU)
are sim ilar for all the proto-fragm ents form ing in the disc
( 20 M ;5). However proto-fragm ents closer to the central
star w ill accrete m ore m ass from the disc and becom e the
higher m ass ob fcts form ed in the disc (high-m ass brown
dwarfs or low-m ass H -buming stars; Stam atellos & W hi-
worth 2009a,b).

6 NUMERICAL REQUIREM ENTS OF D ISC
SIM ULATION S

W e use 150,000 particles to represent the disc, which m eans
that the m inimum resolvable m ass (corresponding to the
num ber of neighbours used, ie. 50 SPH particlks) is
025M , .W e have also perform ed sin ulations using 250,000
and 400,000 particles (Stam atellos & W hiworth 2009a). In
these sim ulations the growth of gravitational instabilities,
and the properties of the proto-fragm ents form ed as a re—
sult of these instabilities, follow s the sam e pattems as in
the sin ulation with lower resolution. The naloutcom e is
di erent in detail, but this isto expected as (i) these sin ula-
tionshave di erent seed noise (due to random positioning of
the particles), and (ii) the gravitational instabilities develop
In a chaotic, non-linear way. T he sin ulations appear to be
converged, in a statistical sense.

Nelson (2006) set a num ber of num erical requirem ents
for disc sinulations. These requirem ents were devised in
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Figure 7. The Jeans m ass (in Jupiter’s m asses; top) and the
Jeans wavelength (in AU ; bottom ) of the proto—fragm ents form -
ing in the disc. The m inImum Jeans m ass in our sim ulation is
M o oansmm 2M 5). This m ass is adequately resolved in the

sim ulation (corresponds to 8 Nygpwgs)-

the context of the speci ¢ simulations perfom ed by Nel-
son (2006), hence they have lin itations. N evertheless, they

provide usefil guidelines for the resolution requirem ents of
disc sim ulations. In the next subsections we discuss how our
sin ulation satis es these requirem ents.

6.1 Resolving the Jeansm ass and the Toom re
m ass

Tthasbeen shown that n orderto avoid num erical (@rti cial)
fragm entation the spatial resolution ofthe sim ulation hasto
be am aller that the local Jeans wavelength

C:‘Z; 1=2
G_

Jg = (7)
by a factor of a few ( 4; Truelove et al. 1997). For SPH
sin ulations this m eans that the local Jeansm ass

4 52
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Figure 8. The Toom re m ass (in Jupiter’s m asses; top) and the
Toom re wavelength (in AU ;bottom ) ofthe proto—fragm ents form -
ing in the disc. Them InImum Toom re m ass in our sim ulation is
M ooouremm 2:5M 5).Thism ass is adequately resolved in the

sim ulation (correspondsto 10 N

NEIGH )'

must be resolved by 2 N ... particles Bate & Burk—
ert 1997). The Jeansm ass and the Jeans wavelength of the
proto—fragm ents form ing in the disc are shown in F ig.[Q. The
minimum Jeans mass In our smulation IS M ;.o w
2M ;. Thus, according to the Bate & Burkert (1997) condi-
tion, thism ass is adequately resolved In the sim ulation as it
correspondsto 8 N ... N ... = 50).

Nelson (2006) argues that in disc sin ulations it ism ore
appropriate to be able to resolve the Toom re length

and the corresponding Toom re m ass

4
MT=GZCS : 10)

By perform ing num erical experin ents Nelson (2006) con-—
cludes that the Toom re m ass m ust be resolved by a m In—
imum of6 N,,.,.The Toom re mass and the Toom re
wavelength of the proto-fragm ents form ing In the disc are
shown in Fig.[8. Them ininum Toom re m ass in our sin u—
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btion iSM .oy rp 2:5M 7). This m ass is adequately
resolved as it correspondsto 10 N

NEIGH °*

6.2 Variable gravitational softening

W e use a variable gravitational soffening that is set equal
to the sm oothing length, ie. the length scale over which
hydrodynam ic quantities are sn oothed. T hus, according to
W hitworth (1998) and Nelson (2006) we avoid arti cialsup-—
pression or enhancem ent of structure.

6.3 Resolving the vertical disc structure

Nelson (2006) suggests that in order to avoid underestin at—
Ing thediscm idplane density the verticaldisc structurem ust
be resolved by at least 4 sm oothing lengths per scale
height. W e note however that this criterion has been de—
vised for isothem al, equilbbrium discs and it isuncertain (i)

how it relates to selfgravitating discs, and (i) how it a ects
fragm entation .

In Fig.[dwe plot the ratio of disc scale height H to local
an oothing length h for each proto-fragm ent form ing in the
disc. T he scale height is calculated by assum ing that the disc
extends vertically up to 3H . T he disc scale height is gener—
ally resolved w ith at least 5 sm oothing lengths, satisfying
the N elson (2006) condition.H ence, the disc is resolved ade—
quately despite the fact that the num ber of particles used is
Jess that the num ber suggested by N elson (2006) . T he reason
for this is that we sin ulate the outer disc region where the
disc thickness is relatively large; therefore a sm aller num ber
of particles is needed to resolve the vertical disc structure.

Nelson (2006) also argues that in sin ulations w ith ra—
diative transfer the disc photosphere m ust be also resolved
properly In order to accurate calculate the energy radiated
away. The number of particles that used In our simula—
tion are not adequate to resolve the disc photosphere but
tests have shown that the vertical disc tem perature pro le
is properly captured w ith our radiative transferm ethod (see
Stam atellos & W hitworth 2008).M ore speci cally we have
show n that the disc tem peraturepro X in a sim ilar disc sim -
ulation tswell the tem perature pro I that is analytically
calculated by Hubeny (1990).

7 DISCUSSION

W e have exam ined the role of them odynam ics in the prop—
erties of low -m ass ob ects form ed by fragm entation ofm as—
sive, extended discs around Sun-like stars. W e have focused
on the regim e of gravitationally unstable discs that can cool
fast enough, ie.discs that fragm ent.D 1 erent treatm ents of
radiative transfer result not only In a di erent number of
ob fcts form ed in the disc but also in ob ects with di erent
characteristics, ie.di erent m ass and fomm ation radis dis—
tribbutions. It isalso expected that di erent radiative transfer
treatm ents m ay determ ine whether a disc can fragm ent or
not, but in the current paper we have not investigated this.
The disc them odynam ics were treated wih 3 di er-
ent prescriptions (i) with the di usion approxim ation of
Stam atellos et al. (2007a), (il) with the barotropic EO S of
Goodw In et al. (2004a), and (iil) w ith the barotropic EO S

103

100

H/h

10

. . . L
0 2x103 4x10% 6x10° 8x10 104
time (AU)

Figure 9. The ratio of disc scale height H to local sm oothing
length h for each proto-fragm ent form ing in the disc. T he disc
scale height is generally resolved with at least 5 am oothing
lengths (@part from the fragm ent form ing closer to the central
star; cyan line), satisfying the Nelson (2006) condition.

of Bate et al. (2003). T he barotropic approxin ations cap—
ture the general evolution of the density and tem perature

at the centre of each proto—fragment (cf. Fig.[d) but (i)

they do not m ake any adjistm ents for the particular cir-
cum stances ofdi erent proto-fragm ents form ing at di erent
locations In the disc, and (i) they do not take into account

them alinertia e ects Boss et al. 2000) that are in portant
for fast-form ing proto-fragm ents in the outer disc region.

Hence, they cannot reproduce the spread of the evolution of
the density and tem perature for di erent proto-fragm ents
and for di erent distances from the centre of each proto-
fragm ent (cf. Fig.[d)). A s a result, the properties of cb fcts

form ed in the disc when a barotropic EO S isused are di er—
ent. T his is In portant not only for disc sin ulations but also

for sim ulations of collapsing clouds, as In these sim ulations

frequently stars form w ith discs that later becom e unstable

and fragm ent (eg.Attwood et al. 2009).

T he In portance of themm odynam ics and radiative feed—
back in simulations of star fom ation has already been
pointed out by theworksofBosset al. (2000),A ttwood et al

(2009),Bate et al. (2009a,b), and O neretal. (2009).These
authors com pare sin ulations of star form ation in collapsing
clouds using barotropic EO Ss and using di erent approxi-
m ations for the radiative transfer, and nd that indeed the
treatm ent of radiative transfer is critical for the properties
of the ob Fcts produced in the sin ulations.

Bosset al. (2000) study the collapse of a rotating cloud
corew ith a sm allm = 2 perturbation and nd thatusingthe
E ddington approxin ation for the radiative transfer the core
fragm ents into a binary, whereas using a barotropic EO S the
collapse results In the fom ation of a single star.

Bate et al. (2009a,b) nd that using the di usion ap-—
proxin ation fewer ob fcts form , whereas Attwood et al
(2009) nd the opposite; m ore ob fcts form when sw itch-
Ing from a barotropic EO S to the di usion approxim ation.
H owever, these authors com pare the resuls obtained using
the di usion approxin ation wih the results obtained us—
Ing di erent barotropic EO Ss; Attwood et al. (2009) use the
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harder barotropic EO S ofG oodw In et al (2004a).Aswe nd
In the current paper, it is expected that the sin ulations of
Attwood et al. (2009) w ith the barotropic EO S 0ofG oodw in
et al. 2004a) should produce fewer ob Ects than the sin ula—
tions of Bate et al. (2009ab) (also w ith a barotropic EO S).
Hence, the resuls for Attwood et al. (2009) and Bate et al.
(2009a,b) are probably consistent.

Attwood et al. (2009) and Bate et al. (2009a,b) include
radiative feedback from accretion onto young protostarsbut
only for accretion onto the sink radius ( 05 5AU).There-
fore, the bulk of radiative feedback from accretion ofm ate—
rial onto the protostars is ignored.0 neretal. (2009) use a
sub-grid protostellar m odelto account for this feedback and
additional feedback from nuclar buming in the protostar.
They nd that radiative feedback tends to suppress frag—
m entation; fewer ob fcts form ed when com pared w ith sin —
ulations using a barotropic EO S.M atzner & Levin (2005)
and W hitworth & Stam atellos (2006) estin ate that for Sun-
like stars radiative feedback suppresses fragm entation only
close to the centralstar (up to 100 AU), so radiative feed—
back m ay only be critical for rapidly-accreting central stars
K rum holz 2006).

W e have also exam ined the di erence In the way proto—
fragm ents condense out in the disc at di erent distances
from the centralstar Fig.[d).W e nd that proto—fragm ents
form ing closer to the central star tend to form earlier and
evolve faster from the st core to the second core than
proto-fragm ents form ing in the outerdisc region.T he form er
have a lJarge pool of m aterial iIn the inner disc region that
they can accrete from and grow in m ass. T he latter accrete
more slowly and they are hotter (cf. Fig.[4d) because they
form fast n an abrupt event (eg. an interaction or m erger
w ith other proto-fragm ents, or spiralam interactions in the
disc) .

W e conclide that disc them odynam ics plays a critical
role in disc fragm entation a ecting not only the num ber of
ob fcts produced In a fragm enting disc but also their prop-
erties, ie. their m ass, radius of fomm ation, and formm ation
tin e.
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