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ABSTRACT

The Orion Nebula Cluster (ONC) is an excellent example for understanding the formation of star clusters. Recent studies

have shown that ONC has three distinct age populations and anisotropy in velocity dispersions, which are key characteristics

for understanding the formation history of the ONC. In this study, we perform a smoothed-particle hydrodynamics/N -body

simulation of star cluster formation from a turbulent molecular cloud. In this simulation, stellar orbits are integrated using a

high-order integrator without gravitational softening; therefore, we can follow the collisional evolution of star clusters. We find

that hierarchical formation causes episodic star formation that is observed in the ONC. In our simulation, star clusters evolve

due to mergers of subclumps. The mergers bring cold gas with the clumps into the forming cluster. This enhances the star

formation in the cluster centre. The dense cold gas in the cluster centre continues to form stars until the latest time. This explains

the compact distribution of the youngest stars observed in the ONC. Subclump mergers also contribute to the anisotropy in the

velocity dispersions and the formation of runaway stars. However, the anisotropy disappears within 0.5 Myr. The virial ratio of

the cluster also increases after a merger due to the runaways. These results suggest that the ONC recently experienced a clump

merger. We predict that most runaways originated from the ONC have already been found, but walkaways have not.

Key words: methods: numerical – open clusters and associations: individual: Orion Nebula Cluster – stars: kinematics and

dynamics

1 INTRODUCTION

The Orion Nebula Cluster (ONC) is one of the most massive young

star clusters embedded in a molecular cloud in the Milky Way. As the

distance is relatively close to us the Earth (∼ 390 pc) (Kounkel et al.

2017; Jerabkova et al. 2019), detailed structures of the ONC have

been investigated. Thus, the ONC is an excellent sample to understand

the formation of massive open clusters.

The ONC has an estimated age of 1–3 Myr (e.g.,

Hillenbrand & Hartmann 1998; Da Rio et al. 2010), and an age

spread has been observed (e.g., Da Rio et al. 2010). Recent stud-

ies have shown that there are three populations in the ONC, with

the age difference of ∼ 1Myr (Beccari et al. 2017; Jerabkova et al.

2019; Kuhn et al. 2019). One possible scenario explaining this age

difference is the complete ejection of O-stars during the formation

of the ONC. Once massive stars form in star clusters, their feedback

halts star formation. However, massive stars in star clusters can be

⋆ E-mail: fujii@astron.s.u-tokyo.ac.jp (MSF)
† JSPS Research Fellow

dynamically ejected from the cluster centre due to binary-single en-

counters, after which the cluster can start the star formation again

(Kroupa et al. 2018). This scenario was tested with N -body simula-

tions (Wang et al. 2019), which showed moments without any O-type

stars in the cluster centre. We note that, however, their simulations

did not include the gas and star formation.

Getman et al. (2014) reported the age gradient from the ONC cen-

tre to the outer region. They observed that the mean stellar age of

the central 0.15 pc is 1.2± 0.2Myr, while that of the outer region is

1.9 ± 0.1Myr. Getman et al. (2014) argued several possible cluster

formation scenarios to generate the radial age gradient. One is that

the most recent star formation occurred in the cluster centre. Stars can

form in gas that is denser than a threshold density (André et al. 2010).

If star clusters form in a globally collapsing cloud (Palla & Stahler

2000), star formation can continue in the cluster centre until the latest

time because it is the densest. Another scenario is a hierarchical for-

mation of star clusters (Fujii et al. 2012; Bekki 2017; Howard et al.

2018; Grudić et al. 2018; Lahén et al. 2020; Chen et al. 2021). If star

clusters are formed via hierarchical mergers of subclumps or accre-

tion of stars along with filaments, they can bring young stars into the
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cluster centre. Such hierarchical formation of clusters are often ob-

served in numerical simulations of star cluster formation in turbulent

molecular clouds (e.g., Bate 2009; Vázquez-Semadeni et al. 2017;

Howard et al. 2018; Grudić et al. 2018).

Kinematic data are another important key to understanding the

structure and formation history of the ONC. The first measurement of

the velocity dispersion of the ONC was conducted by Jones & Walker

(1988). Kim et al. (2019) measured the velocity dispersions of the

ONC as (σvα , σvδ
) = (1.57±0.04, 2.12±0.06) km s−1 using Keck

II and the Hubble Space Telescope (HST) assuming the distance of

400 pc. Theissen et al. (2022) reported the 3D velocity dispersions

of (σvα , σvδ
, σvr ) = (1.64± 0.12, 2.03± 0.13, 2.56+0.16

−0.17) km s−1

also using Keck II and HST assuming the distance of 414 pc

(Menten et al. 2007). Using Gaia data (Gaia Collaboration et al.

2018), Kuhn et al. (2019) measured the velocity dispersions of

(σvp1
, σvp2

) = (2.2± 0.2, 1.4± 0.2) km s−1, where σvp1
and σvp2

are the velocity dispersions for the first and second principal axes,

respectively. These measurements show that the ONC is not spherical

but has an elongated velocity structure.

The virial ratio can be also calculated from the velocity dispersion

measurements. Da Rio et al. (2014) estimated the velocity dispersion

for the virial equilibrium to be 1.73 km s−1. They estimated that the

current virial ratio of the ONC is 0.9 using a velocity dispersion

of 2.3 km s−1, which obtained by Jones & Walker (1988). As this

measurement of the velocity dispersion is quite old, Kim et al. (2019)

estimated the virial ratio as 0.7 ± 0.3 using an updated velocity

dispersion assuming the distance of 414 pc, which is closer than the

assumption of Jones & Walker (1988). These results suggest that the

ONC is likely to be supervirial or virial.

Kim et al. (2019) argued that the ONC is virialized and was formed

in a turbulent molecular cloud through the several dynamical times of

the cloud (Tan et al. 2006; Krumholz & Tan 2007; Krumholz et al.

2012). Da Rio et al. (2014) proposed that the ONC is in a superviral

state as a result of recent gas dispersal.

Previous numerical studies have shown that star clusters are formed

in turbulent molecular clouds. The simulations of star-cluster for-

mation is becoming more realistic including various physics such

as radiation, jets, stellar wind, and supernova (e.g., STARFORGE

project; Grudić et al. 2021). We investigate the formation of the ONC

through an N -body/hydrodynamics simulation. For the simulation,

we adopted our newly developed N -body/smoothed-particle hydro-

dynamics (SPH) code, asura+bridge (Hirai et al. 2021; Fujii et al.

2021a,b). Unlike in previous studies, asura+bridge can integrate

the stellar orbits without gravitational softening. This enables us to

follow the dynamical evolution of star clusters as collisional sys-

tems, in which dynamical formation of binaries and close encounters

play an important role. The ejections of massive stars caused by

three-body encounters can also affect the ionization of gas. Using

ASURA+BRIDGE, we aim to perform star-by-star simulations of

star clusters resolving individual stellar orbits (SIRIUS project)1.

In this study, we performed an N -body/SPH simulation for the

formation of an ONC-like cluster. By comparing the results of the

simulation with observations, we investigate the formation history of

the ONC.

1 https://sites.google.com/g.ecc.u-tokyo.ac.jp/sirius-project/

2 METHODS

2.1 Numerical simulation

We performed an N -body/SPH simulation of star cluster formation

using asura+bridge (Hirai et al. 2021; Fujii et al. 2021a,b), which

is a program for star-by-star simulations based on an N -body/SPH

program asura (Saitoh et al. 2008, 2009). With asura+bridge,

we can integrate the motion of stars without softening lengths

using high-order time integrators such as the sixth-order Hermite

scheme (Nitadori & Makino 2008) or the Particle-Particle Particle-

Tree (P3T) scheme (Oshino et al. 2011; Iwasawa et al. 2015). These

high-order schemes are combined with our SPH code (tree code)

using the Bridge scheme (Fujii et al. 2007), which is an extension

of the mixed-variable symplectic scheme (Wisdom & Holman 1991;

Kinoshita et al. 1991).

For the P3T scheme, asura+bridge adopts an N -body simula-

tion code for star clusters, petar (Wang et al. 2020b). In petar, the

forces from distant particles (soft force) is calculated using a tree

(Barnes & Hut 1986) algorithm with a shared timestep (soft step)

with a cutoff but the force from near-by particles (hard force) is in-

tegrated using a Hermite scheme with individual timesteps. petar

is parallelized by using the framework for developing particle sim-

ulators (FDPS; Iwasawa et al. 2016), which enables fast and scal-

able parallel calculations using supercomputers. petar includes the

slow-down algorithmic regularization (SDAR) scheme (Wang et al.

2020a). With SDAR, petar can accurately integrate hard binaries,

multiple systems, and close encounters.

In the Bridge scheme, star particles are kicked with the acceleration

from gas potential every Bridge timestep (∆tB). This must be taken

to be short enough to follow the change in the gas potential. In this

simulation, we adopted ∆tB = 200 yr following the results of test

simulations carried out in Fujii et al. (2021a). In petar, we employ

a timestep for the particle-tree (soft) part (∆tsoft) to be ∆tB/1024.

These values are determined by following the results of Fujii et al.

(2021a) and Fujii et al. (2021b). We set the outer and inner cut-off

radii for petar are 10−3 and 10−4 pc, respectively.

asura+bridge adopts a probabilistic star formation (Hirai et al.

2021), in which star formation occurs following given star-formation

probabilities depending on the local gas densities of individual gas

particles and a given star-formation efficiency per local free-fall time

(c∗). We applied this model for the formation of individual stars.

Once gas particles satisfy the following conditions for the star for-

mation , namely, (1) the density becomes higher than the threshold

density (nth), (2) the temperature becomes lower than the threshold

temperature (Tth), and (3) gas particles are converging (∇·v < 0), a

forming stellar mass is randomly drawn from the given mass function,

the Kroupa mass function (Kroupa 2001). In this study, we utilize the

chemical evolution library (CELib; Saitoh 2017) to obtain eligible

stellar masses. Then, the total gas mass within the maximum search

radius (rmax) is measured. If the drawn stellar mass exceeds half of

the gas mass within rmax, we again draw a stellar mass from the

initial mass function (IMF). Once the stellar mass is determined, the

newborn stellar particle is created from gas particles within rmax. We

reduce the mass of the all gas particles inside rmax to conserve the

mass and create a new stellar particle. The position and velocity of the

stellar particle is set to be the centre-of-mass position and velocity of

the reduced gas. In our simulation, we set rmax = 0.2 pc following

Hirai et al. (2021). We adopted Tth = 20K, nth = 7.4×104 cm−3,

and c∗ = 0.02. For the mass function we adopted the upper- and

lower-mass cut off of 0.1 and 150M⊙, respectively.

We used Cloudy ver.13.05 (Ferland et al. 1998, 2013, 2017) for

the radiative cooling and heating model for the interstellar medium

MNRAS 000, 1–12 (2022)
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and set the minimum temperature of the gas to be 20 K. We assumed

the solar metallicity is assumed for the model.

We also adopted feedback from massive stars. We briefly summa-

rize our scheme (see Fujii et al. 2021b, for more details). Rather than

solving radiation transfer, we modeled the Hii region model around

massive stars based on the Strömgren radius (Strömgren 1939). With

ionizing photon rates emitted from massive stars (Lanz & Hubeny

2003) and the local gas density, the Strömgren radius for each mas-

sive star is calculated. Then, we add thermal energy to the gas particle

inside the Strömgren radius to increase their temperature to 104 K.

We also provide mechanical feedback (outward velocity) to the gas

particles within the Strömgren radius. The gas velocity was deter-

mined following the model of Kim et al. (2016) for the radiation and

that of Renaud et al. (2013) for the stellar wind, but we excluded the

term for the supernovae (Dekel & Krumholz 2013). We ignored the

mass loss due to the stellar wind, and therefore the stellar mass does

not change during the simulation. We assumed the feedback for stars

more massive than 10M⊙.

2.2 Initial condition

We performed a series of N -body/SPH simulations of star-cluster

formation starting from turbulent molecular clouds to pick up an

eligible initial condition for our purpose. We adopted a homogeneous

sphere of gas with a turbulent velocity field of which power spectrum

has ∝ v−4 similar to that of Bonnell et al. (2003). After we tried

some runs changing the initial mass, density, and virial ratio, we

finally found an initial condition with the parameters summarized in

Table 1, resulting in the formation of a star cluster similar to the ONC.

We adopted the total gas mass of Mg = 2 × 104M⊙, initial radius

of rg = 12 pc, and initial virial ratio, αvir = |Ek|/|Ep| = 0.45,

where Ek and Ep are kinetic and potential energy, respectively. The

initial free-fall time of this model is 4.87 Myr.

We set the initial temperature of gas to 20 K. We adopted a gas-

particle mass (mg) of 0.01M⊙ and gas softening of ǫg = 14, 000 au

(0.07 pc). The initial distribution of the gas particles was con-

structed using the Astrophysical Multi-purpose Software Environ-

ment (amuse, Portegies Zwart et al. 2013; Pelupessy et al. 2013;

Portegies Zwart & McMillan 2018).

3 RESULTS

3.1 Cluster formation

In Fig. 1, we present the gas density and gas temperature distribution

with stars. The initially homogeneous cloud collapses, forming fila-

mentary structures because of the turbulence velocity field. The star

formation starts in the dense regions at around one initial free-fall

time (tff = 4.87 Myr in our model).

The time evolution of the total stellar mass formed in the simulation

is shown in Fig. 2. The star formation accelerates until the feedback

dominates at ∼ 8Myr. Once the feedback starts to ionize the gas,

star formation is quenched, and the residual gas is blown away from

the cluster (see Fig. 1).

The distribution of star forming regions in the turbulent molecular

clouds is clumpy. In Fig. 3, we present the snapshots of the central

6 pc × 6 pc region of the cloud, in which some clumps of stars are

formed. In this simulation, all the clumps merged to the most massive

clump (i.e., the main cluster).

We detected the clumps using hop (Eisenstein & Hut 1998) im-

plemented in amuse. hop is a clump finding algorithm based on

a friend-of-friend method using density peaks. We performed the

clump finding in each snapshot and followed the merger history.

Here, we detected clumps with more than 100 particles. We set

the threshold densities for the cluster outer boundary (δouter) and

density-peak detection (δpeak) to be 1 and 10M⊙ pc−3, respectively

(see Fujii 2019, for the details).

In Fig. 4, we present the merger tree of the most massive star cluster

found at 10 Myr. The cluster experienced three mergers at 5.85, 6.35,

and 7.65 Myr. At 5.85 Myr, three clumps merged to the main clump.

The relative velocity before the merger was 3–5 km s−1. We note that

our snapshots are stored every 0.05 Myr, so we cannot resolve the

mergers that occurred on a shorter timescale. This formation process

of star clusters through clump mergers is crucial for the dynamical

evolution of star clusters (Fujii et al. 2012; Fujii 2015).

The final cluster mass reached 5000M⊙. The mass fraction of

stars that is brought to the cluster by mergers is small. Most stars in

the main cluster formed inside a cluster. We note that the cluster mass

in our simulation is more than twice as massive as the ONC (1800–

2700M⊙; Hillenbrand & Hartmann 1998). The mass fluctuation at

around 9 and 10 Myr is related with the clump finding algorithm we

adopted. The outer boundary of the clumps can slightly change in

each snapshot.

Once multiple massive stars are formed in the clusters, few-body

encounters drive the ejections of massive stars from the cluster. Such

ejected massive stars form Hii regions at the outside of the cluster,

in which the gas density is lower than the cluster centre (see the top

panels of Fig. 1). Even after the ionization of gas in the outer region,

star formation continues in the cluster centre, in which dense gas still

remains. As the star formation proceeds, the number of massive stars

in the cluster increases, and dense cold gas is consumed. When the

feedback energy from the massive stars is sufficient to fully ionize

the gas in the cluster, the star formation is quenched (see the bottom

panel of Fig. 1).

3.2 Stellar age distribution

We compare the stellar age distribution of stars in the simulation

to the observation of the ONC. Hereafter, we assumed the cluster

at t = 8.4Myr as an ONC-like cluster and observe the detailed

structures of the cluster. At this time, the age distribution of stars in

the main cluster is similar to that of the ONC (Beccari et al. 2017);

that is the age distribution shows three peaks. In Fig. 5, we present

the age distribution of stars within 3 pc from the cluster centre at

this time. The cluster centre is determined using the density cen-

tre (Casertano & Hut 1985) of stars in the main cluster. We com-

pared this plot with Figure 6 of Beccari et al. (2017). We found three

peaks of the stellar age in this distribution, which are similar to the

three populations of the ONC, namely “Very Young”, “Young”, and

,“Old”, which are 1.08–1.53, 1.55–2.29, and 2.51–3.28 Myr, respec-

tively (Beccari et al. 2017). In this paper, we defined the three stellar

populations with age ranges of 0.5 < tage < 1.5, 1.5 < tage < 2.5,

and 2.5 < tage < 3.5Myr as, “Very Young”, “Young”, and “Old”.

These three periods include the three age-distribution peaks in the

simulation. We summarize the definitions in Table 2.

In Fig. 5, we also present the time at which clump mergers oc-

curred. The three peaks roughly correspond to the mergers. To un-

derstand the relation between the clump mergers and the star forma-

tion, we investigated the star formation rate as a function of time.

The result is shown in Fig. 6. There are several peaks in the star

formation rate, and some of them seem to be coincident with the

clump mergers. As the star formation rate should be correlated with

the amount of dense cold gas, we also investigate the mass of dense

MNRAS 000, 1–12 (2022)
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Figure 1. Snapshots of our simulation. Left: gas surface density and stars with > 1M⊙. Cyan pluses indicate massive stars with > 20M⊙ and red crossed

indicate binaries. Right: gas temperature distribution and stars with > 1M⊙ (cyan dots). Red dots indicate massive stars.
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Table 1. Model and parameters for the formation of the star cluster

Name Mg mg Rg nini tff,ini αvir ǫg ǫs nth rmax ∆tB ∆tsoft rout
(M⊙) (M⊙) (pc) (cm−3) (Myr) (pc) (pc) (cm−3) (pc) (yr) (pc)

ONC 2× 104 0.01 12 79.9 4.87 0.45 0.07 0.0 7.4× 104 0.2 200 ∆tB/1024 0.001

From the left: model name, initial cloud mass (Mg), gas-particle mass (mg), initial cloud radius (Rg), initial cloud density (nini), initial free-fall time (tff,ini),

initial virial ratio (αvir = |Ek|/|Ep|), softening length for gas (ǫg) and stars (ǫs), star formation threshold density (nth), the maximum search radius for the

star formation (rmax), timestep for Bridge (∆tB) and soft part (∆tsoft), and the outer cut-off radius for Bridge (rout).

Table 2. Definition of three populations

Name Beccari et. al. (2017) This study

Very Young 1.08–1.53 Myr 0.5–1.5 Myr

Young 1.55–2.29 Myr 1.5–2.5 Myr

Old 2.51–3.28 Myr 2.5–3.5 Myr

4 5 6 7 8 9 10

t (Myr)

0

2000

4000

6000

8000

10000

M
s
(M

⊙
)

Old

Young

Very Young

Figure 2. Time evolution of the total stellar mass. Colors indicate the periods

that we defined as "Old" , "Young", "Very Young". Star indicate the "current

time" (8.7 Myr).

(nH > 105 cm−3) and cold ( T = 20K) gas in the simulation. In

Fig. 7, we present the total mass of dense cold gas for the entire sys-

tem and within 0.3 pc from the centre of the main cluster. The peaks

of the gas mass in the cluster centre increase soon after the mergers.

We note that our method to determine the density centre some-

times fails when some clumps are merging because the "clump"

detected using the clump finding method may include sub-clumps

in the region. When two or more clumps are included in the given

stellar distribution, the method determines the middle of two clumps

as the density centre, which happened at t ∼ 5.5–6 Myr. This is the

reason why there are no dense gas in the cluster centre in this period.

As shown in Fig. 3, the clumps were in a pre-merger state in this

period.

As shown in Fig. 3, the clumps formed in cold-gas streams accrete

to the main cluster with the gas. When clumps merge to the main

cluster, they bring cold gas into it. The potential of the main cluster

is deepened by the mergers, and hence the amount of dense gas in-

creases in the cluster centre. This process enhances the star formation

in the cluster.

The increase of the dense cold gas in the cluster centre is confirmed

by the density profiles of the cluster. In the top panels of Fig. 8, we

present the gas and stellar density profiles of the main cluster for

t = 7.6–7.7 Myr. A merger occurred at around 7.65Myr. Before the

merger (t = 7.6 and 7.65 Myr), the cold gas in the cluster centre is

depleted due to the feedback from the massive stars in the cluster.

After the merger of a clump (t = 7.7Myr), however, the density of

cold gas increases in the cluster centre. This results in the formation

of stars inside the main cluster.

At t ∼ 7Myr, there is a peak of the dense cold gas in the cluster.

Although we did not identify any mergers at this time (see Fig. 4),

clumps smaller than our detection limit (100 stars) accreted to the

main clump at around this time. In the bottom left panel of Fig. 3, we

present the snapshot at t = 6.7Myr. There is a clump (left bottom

from the main cluster) orbiting around the main cluster. In the left

direction from the main cluster, there are some small clumps merging

to the main cluster. The accretion of these small clumps also caused

the star formation at around t = 7Myr.

The timing of clump mergers depends on the random seeds for the

initial turbulent velocity fields and the randomness of the formation

of massive stars. Therefore, the initial conditions with the same pa-

rameters do not always result in the same formation history due to

such random effects that we allowed. The final cluster mass and the

numbers of clusters also largely changes (see Fujii et al. 2021a,b).

In this paper, we present the result indicating star formation peaks

similar to the ONC, but the other runs starting from the same ini-

tial mass, density, and virial ratio, with different random seeds for

the turbulence, did not show the three peaks. Thus, the shape of the

stellar age distribution is not deterministic but random.

We briefly discuss the binaries in our simulation. As discussed in

Fujii et al. (2021a), the number of hard binaries in our simulation

is much smaller than observed ones. This is because our simula-

tion cannot resolve the physical scale for hard binary formation (i.e.,

100-au scale). There is only one binary in the main cluster, which is

dynamically formed in the cluster via binary hardening due to repeat-

ing binary-single encounters. To address the discrepancy between the

simulation and observation, we should assume the formation of pri-

mordial binaries when we create star particles. With such a treatment,

we may observe complete ejections of massive stars, as presented in

Wang et al. (2019).

3.3 Triaxial structure of the star cluster

Observationally, anisotropic velocity distributions are found in the

central 0.5 pc of the ONC (Kim et al. 2019; Kuhn et al. 2019;

Theissen et al. 2022). We investigated the effect of clump mergers

on the velocity anisotropy through our simulation.

In each snapshot, we calculated the principal axes of inertia for the

velocities of the stars in the inner 0.5 pc from the cluster centre. We

used stars with masses of 0.5 < m < 1M⊙ because the samples

in Theissen et al. (2022) are low-mass stars. Then, we measured the

velocity dispersions of the stars along with the principal axes. We

defined the largest, middle, and lowest velocity dispersions as σva ,

σvb
, and σvc , respectively. In Fig. 9, we present the time evolution of
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Figure 3. Snapshots at t = 5.8, 6.3, 6.7, and 7.6 Myr.

the velocity dispersion ratios. We calculated the velocity dispersions

later than 6 Myr, at which the main clump includes enough stars

within 0.5 pc. For comparison, we also plotted the observed velocity

dispersion ratios obtained from Theissen et al. (2022). As our simu-

lated cluster is more massive than the ONC, we compared the velocity

dispersion ratio, rather than the velocity dipsersions themselves.

As shown in the figure, the velocity dispersion ratios increase af-

ter mergers, but decrease in ∼ 0.5Myr. According to Theissen et al.

(2022), the largest velocity dispersion ratio isσvr/σvα = 1.44+0.21
−0.18 .

The time at which σva/σvc reaches this range is limited to the mo-

ment just < 0.1Myr after a merger. The condition of σvδ
/σvα =

1.23+0.17
−0.16 is satisfied for ∼ 0.5Myr after a merger. As the dynami-

cal time of this cluster is calculated to be ∼ 0.2Myr, assuming that

5000M⊙ within 1 pc, the anisotropy disappears in a few dynamical

times.

Later than t = 9Myr, the system is almost gas-free, and no mergers

occurred. Even in this quiet period, the velocity dispersion ratio fluc-

tuated at around 1.1. It seems that a velocity dispersion ratio smaller

than 1.2 is a dynamically steady state. If we measure a velocity dis-

persion ratio more than∼ 1.2, it implies a recent clump merger. From

other studies on the velocity measurement of the ONC centre, the ve-

locity dispersion rate of 1.35± 0.07 (Kim et al. 2019) and 1.6± 0.4
(Kuhn et al. 2019) are obtained. Thus, the ONC is considered to have

experienced a clump merger within the past ∼ 0.5Myr.

3.4 Virial ratio

The virial ratio (kinetic over potential energy) is another parameter to

measure the dynamical states of stellar systems. We also calculated

the time evolution of the virial ratio of the main cluster. We measured

the virial ratio of stars within 0.5 pc from the density centre of the

main cluster. The cluster mean velocity was determined by the centre-

of-mass velocity of stars within 0.5 pc. We calculated the total kinetic

energy excluding gas, but the potential energy of stars includes the

potential due to the gas. If the system is in virial equilibrium, the

virial ratio is 0.5.

The time evolution of the virial ratio is shown in Fig. 10. Once

a merger occurred, the virial ratio increased. After the mergers at

t = 5.85 and 6.35Myr, the virial ratio immediately decreased to

sub-virial. The decrease of the virial ratio is due to the existence of

dense cold gas in the cluster. The cold gas collapsed to the cluster

centre, and the dynamically cold gas formed new stars. As a result,

the new born stars are also dynamically cold. Therefore, the cluster

embedded in cold gas is sub-virial. During t = 6.5–7.5 Myr, the

period between the second and the third mergers, the cluster centre

maintained a sub-virial state (see Fig. 10).

After the merger at t = 7.65Myr, the virial ratio increased again,

but this time it decreased more slowly compared with the merger at

t = 6.35Myr. As shown in the density profile in Fig. 8, the stellar

mass in the cluster centre exceeded the gas mass at t = 7.7Myr.

Around ∼ 1Myr after the merger, the cluster centre became sub-

virial again.

We found that the super-virial state is caused by the formation of

runaway stars, which are stars with a velocity of 30 km s−1. In Fig. 11,

we present the number of runaway stars that are located farther than

3 pc from the cluster centre. The number of runaways jumps up after

clump mergers. Specifically, after the merger at t = 7.65Myr, with

around half of the runaway stars being formed in this period. The
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peak at around t = 7Myr is related to the dense gas peak in the

cluster caused by minor mergers (see Fig. 7). We also calculated the

virial ratio excluding runaway stars (see Fig. 10) and confirmed that

the increase of the virial ratio is caused by the existence of runaways.

The virial ratio also increased at t = 8.55Myr. At this time, two fast

runaway stars with > 100 km s−1 existed.

At around 9 Myr, the dense gas in the cluster was completely

blown away, and the cluster became gas-free (see Fig. 7 and the

bottom panels in Fig. 8). We confirmed that the cluster was virialized

after gas expulsion (see Fig. 10).

We also compare our results with the measurements for the ONC.

The virial ratio of the ONC centre (< 0.5 pc) is estimated to be

0.7 ± 0.3 (Kim et al. 2019). Including the measurement error, the

virial ratio obtained in our simulation is in this range for most of the

time (see Fig. 10). However, if we assume that the ONC centre is

virial or slightly super-virial and that the gas mass is comparable to

the stellar mass (Tan et al. 2006), the virial ratio after the merger at
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Figure 8. Stellar and gas density profiles of the main cluster.
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3.5 Runaway stars

As mentioned above, a number of runaway stars are formed in our

simulation. We find 82 runaway (v > 30 km s−1) and 248 walkaway

(10 < v < 30 km s−1) stars further than 3 pc from the cluster centre

at t = 8.7Myr. In Fig. 12, we present the cumulative mass functions
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of runaway and walkaway stars, but the number is scaled to the

mass of the ONC because our simulated cluster is more massive

than the ONC. We also present mass functions of the all stars in

the simulation and stars in the cluster (within 3 pc from the cluster

centre). We confirm that the entire mass function follows the mass

function that we assumed (Kroupa mass function), and the mass

function inside the cluster also follows the given one. The power

of the mass functions for runaways and walkaways are shallower

than the given one. This is because more massive stars in the cluster

centre are more efficiently ejected due to the three-body encounters

(Fujii & Portegies Zwart 2011).

In Fig. 12, we also show the numbers of observed runaway and

walkaway candidates (McBride & Kounkel 2019; Schoettler et al.

2020; Platais et al. 2020). We can conclude that most runaway stars

formed by the ONC have already been found. On the other hand,

more than 100 walkaways may have not been found yet. However,

most of them are low-mass stars, which are hardly observed.

In addition, Schoettler et al. (2020) reported that all runaways and

walkaways are less massive than 8M⊙. In our simulation, the most

massive runaway and walkaway stars are ∼ 7M⊙ and ∼ 20M⊙,

respectively. Since the most massive stars in the cluster remain in the

cluster centre, the most massive stars among runaways and walkaways

are less massive compared to the stars in the cluster.

This ejection of stars result in a wide spatial distribution of young

stars. In Fig. 13, we present the radial distribution of stars in each

age bin. We add errors randomly chosen from a Gaussian function

with a dispersion of 0.08 to the parallax of the simulation data. We

assume that the distance to the ONC as 390 pc (Kounkel et al. 2017).

We find that, even the youngest stars (< 1Myr), they can reach more

than 50 pc from the cluster. Stars older than 2 Myr reach 100 pc. In

the same figure, we also present the distance distribution of young

stellar objects (YSOs).
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regions are the number of runaway and walkaway candidates in observations.
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3.6 Radial age gradient of the ONC

We also compared the radial distribution of our simulated cluster

to that of the ONC. The bottom left panel of Fig. 8 shows the gas

and stellar density distribution of the cluster at t = 8.7Myr. The

cluster is already dominated by stars. However, the gas mass of the

ONC is estimated to be comparable to the stellar mass (Tan et al.

2006). From this point of view, earlier time in the simulation (e.g.,

t = 7.7Myr) may be closer to the ONC.

In Fig. 14, we present the surface density profile of stars at

t = 8.7Myr. In the cluster centre, the highest density reaches

106M⊙ pc−2. The surface density of the ONC is∼ 3×105 M⊙ pc−2

at R = 0.01 pc (Da Rio et al. 2014). Considering the difference in

the cluster masses, the central densities are comparable. The central

high density is caused by the concentration of massive stars in the

cluster core due to the mass segregation. We also present the surface
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number density profile in this figure. The number density shows a

core halo profile.

We also calculated the three-dimensional core radius and den-

sity using the method developed by Casertano & Hut (1985). The

three-dimensional core radius and density are 0.05 pc and 9.3 ×
105M⊙ pc−3, respectively. The three-dimensional half-mass radius

is 0.33 pc, and the half-mass density is 1.9 × 104M⊙ pc−3 for

the stars determined as cluster members through HOP. The core

radius of the ONC was measured to be 0.20 pc for the surface

density (Hillenbrand & Hartmann 1998). However, recent study by

Da Rio et al. (2014) suggested that the density profile continues as

a power-law function rather than a flat core. With their model, the

density within 0.05 pc is 1.8 × 105M⊙ pc−3. We note that the core

density and core radius in the simulation highly fluctuates for snap-

shot by snapshot.

After the complete gas removal (t = 10Myr, see the bottom

right panel of Fig. 8), the bound cluster mass was 3925M⊙.

At this time, the half-mass radius and density were 0.42 pc and

6.2 × 103M⊙ pc−3, respectively. We also present the surface num-

ber density of the cluster at t = 10Myr in Fig. 14. The central surface

density of the cluster decreased to one third of that at t = 8.7Myr.

Thus, the central density of the cluster decreases after the gas expul-

sion, but this cluster survived the gas expulsion.

In Fig. 15, we present the spatial distribution of “Very Young”,

“Young”, and “Old” stars at8.7 Myr. Similar to Fig. 3 of Beccari et al.

(2017), “Very Young” stars are concentrated to the cluster centre.

This is because the star formation continues in the cluster centre,

at which dense cold gas remains until the last moment (see Fig. 7).

We also found the radial gradient of stellar age in our simulated

cluster. In Fig. 16, we present the radial distribution of the mean

stellar age. We found the mean age increases from the cluster centre

(∼ 1.4Myr) towards to the outer region of the cluster, as was also

observed in the ONC (Getman et al. 2014). In the same plot, we

also presented the mean age measured in the ONC; 1.2 ± 0.2Myr

at R < 0.15 pc and 1.9 ± 0.1 at 0.15–1 pc (Getman et al. 2014).

Although the dispersions in the simulation are much larger than

the observation, the observed cluster age in smaller annuli also has

dispersions similar to the simulation (see Fig. 1 in Getman et al.

2014). Our simulation suggests that the age gradient observed in the

ONC is caused by the star formation in the dense gas remaining in

the cluster centre.

4 SUMMARY

We performed an N -body/SPH simulation for the formation of a

star cluster, which resembles the ONC. We compared the spatial and

kinematic structures and the formation history of the cluster in our

simulation with those of the ONC.

We found that the main cluster formed in our simulation expe-

rienced three major mergers. In every mergers, dense cold gas was

brought to the cluster, and it accreted to the cluster centre and trig-

gered the star formation. This process resulted in the three peaks in

the age distribution of stars in the formed cluster, suggesting that the

ONC also experienced three mergers during its formation.

We did not find complete ejection of massive stars from star clus-

ters as was suggested by Kroupa et al. (2018) and Wang et al. (2019),

which can form multiple populations of stars without mergers of sub-

clusters (ejection scenario). In our simulations, however, we cannot

include initially tight binaries and multiples, which are common for

massive stars (Sana et al. 2012). Therefore, we cannot directly test

the ejection scenario. To treat the formation of primordial tight bina-

ries and multiples without using a stochastic sampling from a given

IMF, we need a extremely high resolution simulation resolving an au

scale, which prevent a simulation of a large scale star cluster forma-

tion such as gas flow on 100-pc scale. Alternatively, we may assume

binary formation as a sub-grid physics. Thus, the role of primordial

binaries and multiples should be tested in future simulations.

The clump mergers also caused the anisotropy in the velocity

dispersions of stars in the cluster. Although the anisotropy in the

velocity dispersion disappeared within ∼ 0.5Myr, the anisotropy

was as strong as the observed one. The virial ratio was also increased

by the clump mergers. The increase of the virial ratio is caused by the

formation of runaway stars. Clump mergers enhance the formation

of runaway stars, and the runaways contribute to the increase of the

virial ratio. The observed virial or super-virial state of the ONC can

be explained by the clump merger. Thus, the kinematic measurements

of the ONC imply that the ONC experienced a clump merger within

the past 0.5 Myr.

The numbers of runaway stars formed in our simulation is com-

parable to that of observed candidate. On the other hand, more than

one hundred of walkaways may have not observationally been found

yet. The three-body encounters eject young stars born in the central

region of the star cluster. As a result, young stars distribute even 50–

100 pc away from the cluster. This can explain the wide distribution

of YSOs in the Orion region.

We also compared the radial distribution of the stellar age in our

simulated cluster to the observations of the ONC. We found a stellar

age gradient from the cluster centre to the outer region. The mean

age in the inner 0.1 pc in our simulation was ∼ 1.4Myr. The mean

age increased with increasing radius and reached to ∼ 2.5Myr in

the region further than 1 pc from the cluster centre This result is

consistent with the observed one: 1.2 ± 0.2Myr (< 0.1 pc) and

1.9± 0.1Myr (0.15–1 pc) (Getman et al. 2014).

The radial age gradient was caused by star formation in the cluster

centre until the latest time. This is because the cold dense gas, which

can form stars, remains in the cluster centre rather than the outer

region. The gas density is low in the outer region of the cluster, and

therefore the gas is easily ionized by massive stars ejected from the

cluster centre as a result of binary-single encounters. Meanwhile,

the gas density at the cluster centre is too high to be fully ionized.
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Figure 15. The distribution of stars in each age range t = 8.7Myr.

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
Cluster Radius (pc)

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

4.0

A
ge

(M
yr
)

Sim.

Obs.

Figure 16. Radial distribution of the mean stellar age at t = 8.7Myr (black
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Therefore, dense gas remains in the cluster centre until the end and

continues the star formation in the cluster core.

Once enough massive stars are formed in the cluster and/or the

dense gas is consumed by the star formation, the massive stars in the

cluster fully ionize the gas. Then, all the gas in the cluster is blown

away. The central density of the cluster decreased to one-third of that

before the gas expulsion. Even after the gas expulsion, ∼ 2/3 of stars

remained as bound stars.
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APPENDIX A: RUN-TO-RUN VARIATION

It is known that the formation histories of star clusters are affected

by the randomness of the initial turbulent velocity field. In this sec-

tion, we present the results of additional simulations to show that

clump mergers generally enhances the star formation and causes the

dynamical evolution of star clusters. In Table A1, we summarize the

parameters for the initial condition of the additional simulations. We

adopted the mass resolution for the SPH particle of 0.1M⊙, which

is an order of magnitude lower mass resolution than that of Model

ONC. We call this model Model Low. The initial density of this

model is higher than Model ONC. This results in earlier star forma-

tion. These settings can reduce the simulation costs. We performed

three runs for this model changing the random seeds for the initial

turbulent velocity field. We call them Runs s1, s2, and s3.

In Figure A1, we present the total stellar mass evolution of Model

Low. Compared to Model ONC, more stars were formed in this

model. The star formation ended at t ∼ 6–7 Myr. We investigated

the merger histories of these runs. We note that Run s1 has a relatively

quiet formation history. There was only one massive merging clump

with a mass of more than 200M⊙. The other merging clumps were

less than 100M⊙.

The formation histories of these three runs have a large variation.

In Figure A2, we present the star formation rate and dense gas mass

of these three runs with the merger times. As is shown in Figures 6

and 7, the star formation increased after clump mergers due to the

increase of dense gas in the cluster center.

We also present the time evolution of the velocity anisotropy and

virial ratio for these runs in Figures A3 and A4, respectively. Similar

to Model ONC (see Figures 9 and 10), the velocity anisotropy and

virial ratio tend to increase after clump mergers. For Run s1, the

velocity anisotropy was lower than the other runs. As mentioned

above, Run s1 has experienced only one merger of relatively massive

clump (> 200M⊙). Our result suggests that mergers of small clumps

(. 100M⊙) is not efficient to cause a velocity anisotropy for several

thousands-M⊙ clusters.

In Figure A5, we present the cumulative number of runaway stars

for Model Low. The rapid increases of runaway stars roughly match

to the merger events. The formation histories of runaways have a

run-to-run variation depending on the random seed for the initial

turbulent velocity field.

Thus, the formation histories of star clusters, such as merger his-

tories, star formation histories, and resulting dynamical evolution,

have a large variation due to the randomness of the turbulent velocity

field even if we start the simulations using the same mass and density

for the initial molecular cloud. However, the dynamical evolution of

star clusters due to clump mergers is commonly observed.
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Table A1. Parameters for low-resolution models

Name Mg mg Rg nini tff,ini αvir ǫg ǫs nth rmax ∆tB ∆tsoft rout
(M⊙) (M⊙) (pc) (cm−3) (Myr) (pc) (pc) (cm−3) (pc) (yr) (pc)

Low 2× 104 0.1 7.84 287 2.57 0.5 0.07 0.0 1.0× 105 0.2 200 ∆tB/1024 0.001

From the left: model name, initial cloud mass (Mg), gas-particle mass (mg), initial cloud radius (Rg), initial cloud density (nini), initial free-fall time (tff,ini),

initial virial ratio (αvir = |Ek|/|Ep|), softening length for gas (ǫg) and stars (ǫs), star formation threshold density (nth), the maximum search radius for the

star formation (rmax), timestep for Bridge (∆tB) and soft part (∆tsoft), and the outer cut-off radius for Bridge (rout).
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Figure A1. Stellar mass evolution for Models Low.
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Figure A2. Star formation rate (top) and dense gas mass (bottom) for Runs S1, S2, and S3 (from left to right) of Model Low. Thick vertical lines indicate the

timings of clump mergers with > 200M⊙ and thin lines indicate mergers with 100–200M⊙ .

3 4 5 6 7
t (Myr)

1.0

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

1.6

1.7

σ
v
a
/σ

v
c
,
σ
v
b
/σ

v
c

σva/σvc

σvb/σvc

3 4 5 6 7
t (Myr)

1.0

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

1.6

1.7

σ
v
a
/σ

v
c
,
σ
v
b
/σ

v
c

σva/σvc

σvb/σvc

3 4 5 6 7
t (Myr)

1.0

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

1.6

1.7

σ
v
a
/σ

v
c
,
σ
v
b
/σ

v
c

σva/σvc

σvb/σvc

Figure A3. Velocity anisotropy for Runs s1, s2, and s3 (from left to right) of Model Low. Vertical lines indicate the timings of clump mergers with > 200M⊙ .
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Figure A4. Virial ratio for Runs s1, s2, and s3 (from left to right) of Model Low. Vertical lines indicate the timings of clump mergers with > 200M⊙ . Horizontal

dashed line indicates ’virialized.’
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Figure A5. Same as Figure 11 but for Runs S1, S2, and S3 (from left to right) of Model Low.

MNRAS 000, 1–12 (2022)


	1 Introduction
	2 Methods
	2.1 Numerical simulation
	2.2 Initial condition

	3 Results
	3.1 Cluster formation
	3.2 Stellar age distribution
	3.3 Triaxial structure of the star cluster
	3.4 Virial ratio
	3.5 Runaway stars
	3.6 Radial age gradient of the ONC

	4 Summary
	A Run-to-run variation

