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Chapter 1

Cloud formation in Exoplanetary Atmospheres
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This invited review for young researchers presents key ideas on cloud for-
mation as key part for virtual laboratories for exoplanet atmospheres.
The basic concepts are presented, followed by utilising a time-scale anal-
ysis to disentangle process hierarchies. The kinetic approach to cloud
formation modelling is described in some detail to allow the discussion of
cloud structures as prerequisite for future extrasolar weather forecasts.

1. Introduction

The characterisation of exoplanets is a driving science goal for all future
exoplanet space missions (PLATO, Ariel, LUVOIR/HabEx). The essential
task is to determine which explanet hosts an atmosphere. This is, in princi-
ple, the first step for future space travel. The detection of gaseous species,
for example HoOM3 A10# CrHE and also ions like Ca® and Fet 87 point
to the presence of an atmosphere. Specific molecules can be used to trace
specific atmospheric processes, for example is H;‘ an Auroral tracer for
Jupiter, and hence, a fingerprint for the presence of a planetary magnetic
fieldB¥ The possible detection of HCNI in particular on the nightside
of an exoplanet™ may point to the occurrence of lightning in the planet’s
atmosphere. Lightning, that has a multitude of observable signatures'? is
not only a sign for the presence of an atmosphere, but also for the pres-
ence of clouds. The presence of clouds in exoplanet atmosphere has so far
been inferred indirectly as the 'dark matter’ that is needed to reproduce
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the less-then-expected molecular absorption signatures; often by prescrib-
ing cloud properties as part of retrieval approach X312 Tmportantly, the
presence of clouds offers another proof for the presence of an atmosphere
on an extrasolar planet.

Clouds hamper efforts to characterise exoplanet atmospheres by remote
sensing from Earth as clouds block the view into the deeper atmosphere.
Young rocky planets may offer additional potential for confusion if their
atmosphere exhibit mineral clouds which may be mistaken as a rocky/sandy
surface. For example, it may not be immediately clear if the albedo is the
result of a mineral cloud layer or a rocky surface since the reflectance of
sand is practically wavelength independent at A > 0.64m 6

Atmospheric clouds actively influence their environment by radiative
heating and cooling, by depleting and/or enriching the local gas phase, and
by locking up elements and potentially transporting elements though the
atmosphere. Therefore, in order to determine the presence and abundance
of key molecules, atoms or ions as well as the overall element abundances
that allow links to planet formation and evolution, cloud formation must
be understood in enough detail. Cloud particles or aerosols may further en-
able the formation of biomolecules under the influence of charges'” or could
support the metabolism of aerial life forms through chemolithoautotrophy.
The concept of extraterrestrial aerial biospheres as attracted renewed atten-
tion with respect to the Venusian cloud layers1® The formation of clouds
is key to all these important aspects such that we strive to understand
how clouds form in atmosphere of a wide chemical composition in the first
placet Lastly, cloud formation occurs within a thermodynamic setting
which is modelled at different degrees of complexity within the exoplanet

community.2%21

2. A basic concept for cloud formation

Cloud formation on Earth most commonly starts with the condensation
of gaseous water (HoOlg]) that has just reached supersaturation, i.e. the
supersaturation ratio S = p(Tgas)u20/P(Lgas)vap, 20 = 1.001 (p(Tgas)m20
— local partial pressure of HoOlg|, p(Tgas)vap,H20 — local saturation vapour
pressure of HoO[l])) on a number of pre-existing cloud condensation nuclei
(CCNs). The thermal stability of the condensate (liquid water H2O[l]) is
the driving principle and applies not only to the condensed phase (liquid
or solid) but also to the molecular clusters that will eventually form the
CCN. The governing processes of cloud formation are visualised in Fig.
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Fig. 1. Cloud formation processes: First, condensation seeds form through gas-gas
collisions either directly in the gas phase or triggered by photo-chemistry. Secondly,
these condensation seeds grow through gas-surface reaction which grow the bulk of the
cloud particle mass. These cloud particles gravitatiallly settle into the deeper, denser
and also warmer atmospheric layers. They may coagulate and form larger particles or
they may shatter through particle-particle collisions. At higher temperature, the cloud
particles evaporate. Convective or diffusive mixing may cause element replenishment.

and start with formation of CCNs (nucleation) in the most general case.
CCN are the result of the phase transition form the gas to the solid phase
and provide the first surface that forms from the gas phase. These CCN
enable the bulk growth of already thermally stable materials since a sur-
face reaction requires less energy than the gas-gas interactions that lead
to the formation of a CCN. Once these particles (or droplets or aerosols)
have formed they fall through the atmosphere, i.e. they gravitationally
settle. The gravitational settling is determined by the force equilibrium
between gravitational and frictional force. The particles will experience dif-
ferent frictional force regimes (turbulent, laminar, viscous, free molecular
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flow) depending on their size, their density and the ambient gas density.
The fall through the atmosphere, in fact, any motion of the cloud parti-
cles within the atmosphere, causes the cloud particle to encounter changing
thermodynamic conditions. This can have two different effects: Either ad-
ditional material become thermally stable and condenses onto the cloud
particle such that the cloud particle’s composition increases its mixture
of materials, or, the temperatures are too high and material evaporate
such that the cloud particle’s composition decreases its mixture of mate-
rials. It is important at this point to understand that the condensation
and the evaporation of materials is linked to the gas-phase abundances in
that condensation consumes gas constituents and evaporation provides gas
constituent to the atmospheric environments. This simple fact is termed el-
ement conservation, and it can be concluded that cloud particle moving
through the planetary atmospheres transport elements around, i.e. provide
a mechanism of element mixing in exoplanet atmospheres.

Once cloud particle are present, they can undergo alterations through
changing thermodynamic conditions of their environment and by collision
processes between existing particle. Collisional process may lead to charg-
ing cloud particle (called triboelectric charging), and also to the formation
of larger cloud particle through sticking (coagulation) or to cloud parti-
cle destruction through shattering (fragmentation). The outcome of the
collisional process (coagulation vs fragmentation) is predominantly deter-
mined by the relative velocity between the cloud particles. Within these
two groups, the number of processes that may occur is large since the colli-
sional partner may have different masses?2 A large body of work has been
conducted in the planet-forming disk community on this topic.

The more exoplanetary environments we discover, the further processes
may need to be considered to study cloud formation and its feedback on
exoplanet atmospheres. Charge processes are such a class of processes that
attract an increasing amount of attention since they are triggered by the
host star’s radiation field in the observable part of the atmosphere and they
may trigger processes than enable to formation of pre-biotic molecules either
on cloud particles are through lightning. Additionally, ion-ion reaction have
shown to play an essential role for the formation of CCNs on Earth in the
higher atmospheric regions2¥ A basic understanding of cloud formation
will help to address some of these challenges*# but not all.
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3. A time-scale analysis

It will be helpful to run though a time-scale analysis of the basic cloud
formation processes. Figure [2| compares how long which processes may
take inside the atmospheric environment of a warm gas giant of a global
temperature of Teg = 1400K and a surface gravity of logg = 3.0 (cms™1!).
The same set of global parameters may also describe a young brown dwarfs.
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Fig. 2. Time scale comparison of basic cloud formation processes for a 1D DRIFT-
PHOENIXZH atmosphere for a cloud-forming gas giant [courtesy to D. Samra].

The individual time-scales are defined as follows:

— The nucleation time scale, Thue = (pLo)/Jx, is the time that it takes to
form a number of CCNs (pLg) through a certain nucleation rate (J,). Here,
the formation of TiOy CCNs is considered.

— The growth time scale, Tgrow = (a)/x"°", is the time that it takes to grow
a cloud particle of a mean particle size ((a)) with a certain net surface
growth velocity (x"°).

— The settling time scale, Tset = Hp(Tgas)/var({a)), is the time that it takes
a particle of a certain mean size, (a), to fall with a certain drift velocity

(var({a)))?9 over a length of the pressure scale height (H,(Tgas)-
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and describe the time it takes for two particle to collide if they move with

their settling velocity (7585 ), their Brownian motion (7252 (Tyas)) or with
some turbulent velocity (7i42P).

Figure [2| shows in which atmospheric regions cloud formation (nucle-
ation, growth) or processing (coagulation) may occur. Nucleation will
dominate over a large portion of the atmospheric pressure range for pgas =
1071 ... 1075®bar. The surface growth kicks in at pgas ~ 10~ 8bar effi-
ciently, but dominates over nucleation only in deeper atmospheric layers
Pgas = 10795 ... 10735bar. Nowhere in this particular atmosphere do the
cloud particles fall faster than they grow, hence Tyt > Terow everywhere.
Collisional interaction between existing cloud particles become of interest
where pgas > 10~ 3bar where T;‘)‘;lg) & (Tgrow and Thye). It is interesting
to note that collisional particle-particle processes due to Brownian motion
and gravitational settling are negligible compared to turbulence driven col-
lisional interactions for atmospheres where the turbulence cascade is driven
by convective instabilities2? Hence, turbulence driven particle-particle col-
lision may lead to coagulation or to fragmentation of the respective cloud
particles. Further insight requires to model the processes in detail.

4. Cloud formation modelling

An extensive description of cloud formation modelling in exoplanet and
brown dwarf environments was provided by Helling & Fomins*® Gail &
Sedlmayr?” (Chapters 6, 9 to 14) present a text book with detailed expla-
nations of basic principle, hence applicable to the wide range of exoplanets.
We refrain here from referring to more recent papers that present the same
material in their own words.

4.1. Modelling the formation of condensation seeds

To model the formation of condensation seeds means to describe the forma-
tion of subsequently larger molecules the biggest of which are called clusters
(see Fig. . Ideally, the complete chemical path from the gas phase to a
solid particle could be modelled. This, however, is challenging since not
only one path may exists and material data for all possible cluster sizes as
well as their isomers will be required. If it is possible to identify one such
chemical path that dominates the phase transition, then one can identify
characteristic properties like a critical cluster and a bottle neck reaction.
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Fig. 3. The formation of condensation seeds leads to an increasing structural complex-
ity, from the state of an unordered gas to a particle of a highly ordered structure.

Let us aim to incorporate as much microphysical knowledge as we pos-
sibly can into our model for condensation seed formation. The kinetic,
steady-state approach describes the temporal evolution of the cluster size
distribution function, f(N,t), as28

PN, _ S IV 4
Tf;wv,t)f;mvmt)- (1)

where f(N) is the number density of a molecular cluster containing N -
mers that we are interested in. JE(N,t) is the effective flux (or transition
rate) for the growth of the cluster of size N —i to size N. This flux through
cluster space is

R; .
Jf(Nat)Z< f(N*Zat) f(N7t) >’ (2)

Tor(Ti, N — 1, 1) B Tev (T3, N, T)

ri—
summing over all chemical reactions r; in which an ¢-mer is involved.
Ter(13, N — 4,t) is the growth time by reaction r; leading from cluster for



May 3, 2022 1:3  ws-rvOx6 Book Title CloudsinExoplanets page 8

8 Ch. Helling

size N — i to cluster size N. 7o (r;, N,t) is the evaporation time leading
from size N to size N — i,

W = A(N — Z) Oé(Ti7 N — i)Urel(nf(Ti)7 N — Z) nf(?"i) (3)
m :A(N)ﬂ(ri’N)Urel(nr(ri),N)nr(’l"i>. (4)

ng(r;) and n;(r;) are the number density of the molecule of the growth
(forward) process and of the evaporation (reverse) process for reaction 739
A(N) is the surface of the cluster of size N. v, is the average relative
velocity between the growing/evaporating TiOg molecule and the (TiO2)n
cluster. It is defined as the thermal velocity

kT 1 1
vrel:\/B (+ ) (5)
271' mnN mTiOQ

a(r;, N—1) and 3(r;, N) are the reaction efficiency for growth and evapora-
tion via reaction r;. Note that « is also called the sticking probability. The
growth and evaporation efficiency coefficients, a(r;, N) and S(r;, N), are
often unknown for the different cluster sizes N. 3D Monte-Carlo molecular-

dynamic-like simulations can help to study the effect of uncorrelated reac-
3T

tion efficiencies!

Following Patzer et al. (1998), a reference equilibrium state is introduced
to be able to solve Eq. |11] with Eqgs. 3| and [4] Patzer et al. (1998) show
in their Appendix A that if the temperatures of all components are equal,
the supersaturation ratio of a cluster of size N with respect to the bulk
is Sy = (S1)N. The reference equilibrium state is therefor characterised
by phase equilibrium between monomers and between the clusters and the
bulk solid, plus simultaneous chemical equilibrium in the gas phase, plus
thermal equilibrium (i.e. all components have the same temperature). In
such local thermodynamic equilibrium (LTE) between the gas phase and
the clusters the principle of detailed balance holds for a single microscopic
growth process and its respective reverse, i.e. the evaporation process. This
implies that under the condition of detailed balance, ]? (N=1)/Tee(N—-1) = f
(N)/7ev(N), which allows to express the evaporation rate by the growth

rate. f(N—i), f(N ), (7), and n, (r;) are the equilibrium number densities
for the clusters and the monomers. The law of mass action described the
link between the equilibrium particle densities and Gibbs free energies,

fV = iyme(r) | _ (A?G(ri,N,wa»)
FV) () RI4(N)

(6)
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A7 G(r;, N, Tq(N)) [kJ mol~'] is the Gibbs free energy of formation. It is
calculated from the standard molar Gibbs free energy of formation of all
reaction participants at the temperature Tq(N) = Tgas as

AFG(ri, N, Ta(N)) = AfG(N,Ta(N)) = AfG(N — i, Ta(N))
+ AFG(ne(rs), Ta(N)) (7)
— A7 G(ng(ri), Ta(N)).
In LTE, the equilibrium cluster size distribution is therefore expressed by
a Bolzmann distribution,

vy =y e (<2520, ®

with f( 1) the equilibrium density of the monomer (for example TiO,, SiO,
NaCl). AG(N) is the free energy change due to the formation of a cluster
of size N from the saturated vapour. It is related to the standard molar
Gibbs free energy of formation of the N-cluster A7G(N) by

<

AG(N) = ASG(N,T) + RTIn (m> — NASGy(s,T).  (9)

AFG1(s),T is the standard molar Gibbs free energy of the formation of the
solid phase, and p® is the pressure of the standard state. Most often, p®
is the atmospheric pressure on Earth at which pe. and AFG(N,T) were
measured. The right hand side of Eq.[9 contains now quantities which can
be determined from lab experiments or quantum-chemical calculations.

Note that the saturation vapour pressure is defined for an infinitely
extended, planar surface but clusters do have a curvature. This surface
curvature does affect the thermal stability of the cluster which was well
recognised as a challenge within the astronomical community studying dust
formation in late-type stars®2 In order for clusters to form, the gas needs
to be considerably supersaturated (or super-cooled) in order to enter the
regime of thermal stability for clusters. Furthermore, no assumptions were
necessary with respect to size-independent surface tensions. Only a classi-
cal nucleation approach (droplet model) requires the consideration of the
so-called Kelvin effect. The Kelvin effect is therefore used to include some
representation of the curvature of the clusters/particles for the evaporation
process. The use of thermodynamic cluster data in combination with the
assumption of detailed balance conveniently side-steps calculating evapo-
ration such that the concept of surface tension is not required to describe
the effect of surface curvature on thermal stability.
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The final step is to derive an expression that enables to calculate the rate
at which cloud condensation nuclei form. For this, we assume a stationary
flow through the cluster space to occur. The slowest reaction will determine
the flux through the cluster space during a chain of reaction. This bottle-
neck reaction will lead to the formation of the critical cluster, N, (Eq. 4.15
in Helling & Fomins 2013) , which is the least stable cluster, and once it has

formed, constructive cluster growth processes will dominate. This means
that the nucleation rate, J,, is determined by the quantities of the critical
cluster. For a homogeneous, homomolecular process in thermal equilibrium

one find¢2®

o
f(1) AG(N,)
Jo = o Z(NL) - exp ((N* 1) InS(T) — T), (10)
Tar (1, N2
with Z(N,) the Zeldovich factor (Eq. 4.16 in Helling & Fomins 2013).
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Fig. 4.

Comparing the location of the homogeneous, homomolecular nucleation rate for
TiO2 (dashed dark blue line), SiO (dashed brown line), NaCl (not forming here), and
KCl (not forming here) and the supersaturation ratio STi02[s],510(s],NaCl[s],KCl[s] = 1 in
the (Tgas, Pgas)-plane. The nucleation rates are calculated for (Tgas, Pgas)-profiles (grey
solid lines) of the dayside (left) and the nightside (right) for a tidally locked giant gas

planet. The formation of CCNs is only possible if the gas is considerably colder than
where thermal equilibrium (S=1) occurs. [courtesy to D. Lewis ]

Figure |4] demonstrates how the location in the (Tgas, Pgas) plane com-
pares for results for the homogeneous, homomolecular nucleation rates for
TiOy and SiO (dashed lines, material data similar to Lee et al. 2018 (33))
and the location of thermal stability where the supersaturation S = 1 for
each of the solids (dotted lines). The modified nucleation theory is used to
derive N, and cluster data to derive the required surface tension for TiO,

page 10
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clusters is applied. Recall that no phase transition is possible in thermal
equilibrium which is represented by S = 1 here. Hence, material will evap-
orate of T'> T'(S = 1) and it will be thermally stable for T < T'(S = 1).
Therefore, CCN formation can only occur if Tgas < T'(S = 1).

The nucleation rates are calculated for pre-scribed 1D atmosphere pro-
files (solid grey line) for the dayside (left) and the nightside (right) of a
tidally locked gas giant planet (for details see Sect. . Figure |4 demon-
strates that nucleation only occurs if the local gas temperature is sufficiently
lower than T,,s(S = 1). The nucleation rate is lower on the dayside (left)
where the local gas temperature (solid grey curve) decreases just below the
Tgas(S = 1) compared to the nightside where a substantial supercooling
below Tgas(S = 1) occurs. The dayside features Tyas = Tgas(STio2 = 1) at
Dgas ~ 10~2"5bar where consequently no TiOs-nucleation occurs. The gas
temperatures are too high for NaCl and KCI to nucleate.

4.2. Modelling the bulk growth of cloud particles

Section [3] has shown that seed formation is the fastest process until the bulk
growth supersedes it in higher density and warmer atmospheric regions.
This section summarises a method that allows to efficiently simulate the
bulk growth of cloud condensation nuclei through surface reaction. The
supersaturation ratio distinguishes now the constructive material growth
(S > 1) from the destructive material evaporation (S < 1).

Firstly, a conservation equation (the master equation) for the cloud

particle size distribution, f(V) [em~F], in volume space is formulates as
0
i F(V)AV) + V- (va(V) f(V)AV) = > RidV. (11)
k

3435 oy

Equation can be solved directly by spectral binning methods
indirectly by defining moment of this equation. In order to derive a com-
prehensive set of equations that allow to derive cloud properties like particle

sizes and material compositions, moments, L;j, are defined as
pLy= | f(V)VIRav, (12)
Vi

which converts Eq. [11] into a set of moment equations for j =0,1,2,...

0 o0 .
5L + Ve (uaply) = [ Y RV, (13)
oy
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The cloud particle velocity vq(V) can be expressed in terms of the local
gas velocity and the relative velocity between a cloud particle of volume V'
and the surrounding gas phase of density p as vq(V) = vgas + var (V). The
frictional interaction of a cloud particle with the surrounding atmosphere
does depends on its mass, size and the atmosphere density and different flow
regimes may results® In a subsonic free molecular flow (large Knudsen
numbers 1Kn), and 1D plane parallel geometry (z direction only), Eq.
becomes

0
a(PLj) + V- (vgaspL;) =

J/3 l net . 2 @
WL+ oxiguelia +€1Knpdaz( o ) (14)

The first term on the r.h.s describes the nucleation process, the second
the surface growth and the third the effect of gravitational settling which
transports the cloud particles with their relative velocities (raining parti-
cles). The lower integration boundary V; represents the size of the CCNs
and differs for the different nucleation species (e.g. TiO2, SiO, NaCl,
KCI). Bt ~ nkev(1 —1/8,) is the total growth velocities for all ma-
terials s and defined in Eq. 5.43 in Helling & Fomins 2013 (%®), and
Eikn = (3/4m)1/3(\/7/2)g.  annotates the chemical surface reactions. Var-
ious reactions r will contribute to the growth of a specific material s. The
supersaturation is here defined with respect to a certain reaction r. For
more in-depth details, please refer to our original papers as cited. Once the
moment equations (Egs. are solved, the moments pL; (j=0, 1, 2, 3, ...)
can be used to derive cloud properties:
— cloud particle number density: nqg = pLg
— mean particle size (a) = {/3/4m - (L1/Lo) (Appendix A in (%))
— mean particle surface (A) = V/36mLa/Lo = A%S 4/na
— mean particle volume (V) = Lg/Lo = Y L§/Ly with Vs = L§/Lo.
Average quantities represent an ensemble rather than individual parti-
cles. What may sound like a shortcoming is, in fact, a strength. By utilising
higher order moments (L3 and Ls) it is possible to derive an ensemble aver-
age more suitable, for example, for opacity calculation for which the surface
area is more suited (opacity calculation) =
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The cloud profiles for the substellar (¢ = 0°, dayside) and the antistellar (¢ =
180°, nightside) point of a tidally locked gas-giant orbiting a G-type host star. The
gas-giant would have an effective temperature of Tog=1600K and a log(g)=3.0 for a set
solar element abundances. The 1D profiles are extracted form a 3D GCM simulation by
Baeyens et al. (2021)27 [courtesy to D. Lewis ].
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5. The resulting cloud structure,
the prerequistis for extrasolar weather forecast

The numerical solution of the cloud formation model described in the previ-
ous sections in 1D and for a stationary cloud in an atmosphere that is well-
mixed by convection allows to discuss the principle vertical cloud structures.
In addition to the cloud model described, the element conservation has to
be solved for each element involved and the chemical composition of the
gas phase calculated. The cloud model in combination with the gas-phase
chemistry calculation can be used as virtual laboratory in order to explore
cloud details like the number of cloud particles forming, their material com-
position and the expansion of the cloud for a set of local gas temperatures,
gas pressurse and the vertical mixing efficiencies (7mix). Here we compare
the 1D wvertical cloud structure at the dayside (substellar point) and the
nightside (antistellar point) in Fig. [5|for a tidally locked, moderately warm
giant gas planet that orbits a G-type host star at an orbital distance of
0.025 AU with a rotational period of 1.55 days. The same approach can be
utilised to study many 1D profiles spanning the full planetary globe by ex-
tracting them from 3D GCMs in order to provide a first-order exploration
of cloud properties and their distributions for different extrasolar planet
atmospheres structures*® hence, their local weather.

The local gas temperature determines the chemical composition of the
gas phase and hence, the inset of the seed formation process. We note that
the dayside of our model exoplanet in Fig. |5| has a gas temperature well
above 1300K in the uppermost atmosphere where pgas < 10~2bar. Conse-
quently, only the nightside allows for an efficient formation of seed particles
of TiO2 and SiO over 3 orders of pressure magnitude (2nd row, right, solid
lines, J,), whereas the region of efficient seed formation remains confined
to a very narrow temperature interval on the substellar point (2nd row,
left, solid lines). Only TiOg (blue) contributes here to form cloud conden-
sation nuclei. The nightside is cool enough that SiO (brown) contributes
considerably to the formation of cloud condensation nuclei in the upper-
most, cooles layers of our computational domain. The number density of
cloud particle, nq, is a direct consequence of the seed formation process.
Figur 5[ (2nd row, dotted lines) furthermore demonstrates that ngq expands
into higher pressure regions compared to the nucleation rate. That shows
that cloud particles have fallen (gravitational settling) into the deeper at-
mosphere where seed formation becomes thermally impossible. As particles
fall through the atmosphere, they encounter different chemical gas composi-
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tions as result of the changing thermodynamic conditions (top panels, solid
black lines). Consequently, the material composition of the cloud particles
changes throughout the atmosphere (3rd row, material volume fractions
Vs/Viot)- The very top layers are made of the cloud nucleation species
TiO2 and SiO which lose in importance where other, more complex mate-
rials condense and compete for the elements that they are made of. The
middle portion of the cloud layer is made of a wide mix of Mg/Fe/Si/O
materials peppered with materials that contain elements of lesser (solar)
abundances like Ca or Al. The warmest parts of the clouds are made of
high-temperature condensates like Fels], Al;O3[s], CaTiOs]s].

The detailed material composition in the optically thin part of the cloud
(Pgas < 1073bar) differs considerably between the day- (¢ = 0°) and the
nighside (¢ = 180°) reflecting the very different local temperatures. A
very low nucleation rate at pgas < 10~ 3bar causes a small number of cloud
particles made of TiOg[s], CaSiOa[s], AlzO3[s] and CaTiOs]s| to grow to
considerably sizes of 10 pm from these rarified gases. A considerably larger
number of cloud particles are able to form on the nightside where they are
made of a large mix of silicates and grow to sizes of 0.1 um only. Figure
(4th panel) shows how the larger particles (red line) on the dayside fall faster
(dotted line) through the atmosphere than the smaller cloud particles on
the nightside. Hence, cloud particle prevail for longer aloft on the nightside
compared to the dayside. The size differences will matter hugely for the
albedo of the night- and the dayside of such a planet.

Cloud particles are a strong source of opacity in an atmosphere which
will cause them to block our view into exoplanets and onto a potentially
rocky surface. Cloud particles are also a chemically rather active component
inside the gas that they are forming from. This is demonstrated in Figure
(5th and 6th row) in terms of the supersaturation ratio and the element
abundances after the cloud particle have formed. Section [2Jhas touched the
idea of the supersaturation of a gas phase which needs to be sufficiently high
(S > 1) in order to enable a phase transition, hence, the formation of cloud
condensation nuclei. Figure [5| (5th) shows three regimes: S > 1, S =1
and S < 1. S > 1 occurs where all constructive cloud formation processes
(nucleation and surface growth) take place. S = 1 occurs where the growth
process (which eventually supersedes the nucleation) can not progress any
further and the respective materials are thermally stable. S < 1 indicates
that here the materials that have condensed onto the cloud particles are
thermally unstable and evaporate. Since cloud particles have grown to
considerable size of 100um on the nightside and 0.1 cm on the dayside at



May 3, 2022 1:3  ws-rvOx6 Book Title CloudsinExoplanets page 16

16 Ch. Helling

the cloud base, evaporation will not be instant but it occurs over a certain
distance within the cloud base. At the cloud base, a small increase of
the element abundances (Fig. |5| €,, 4th) indicates that the evaporating
cloud particles have transported elements from the upper into the lower
atmospheric region. A considerable element depletion of the gas phase
results from the cloud particle formation (seen as deep dips in eri, emg
etc.) and a decreased number density of all gas-phase species that form
from those elements. Therefore, cloud particles do not only weaken the
observability of spectroscopic features by adding a grey opacity source for
A < lum, but they also weaken the spectral features by decreasing the
number densities of species like TiO, VO, SiO and also H5O.

Equatorial Slice (6 = 0.0°) Equatorial Slice (6 = 0.0°)
90.0 90.0

120.0

120.0

30.0 150.0

106 10% 102 1

| | 00
Pgas

Longitude ¢ (Degrees)
Longitude ¢ (Degrees)

330.0 210.0 330.0

transmission

270.0 270.0

600 1050 1500 1950 2400 2850 3300 0000 0713 1425 2138 2.851 3564 4276
Tgas (K) (pg /p)x 1073

Fig. 6. Equatorial slices of a 3D planetary globe modelling the ultra-hot, tidally locked
Jupiter HAT-7b. The location of the host star is indicated on the right (yellow semi-
circle). The gas-phase temperature distribution is on the left and the resulting cloud
mass load on the right. An extreme day/night asymmetry emerges for ultra-hot Jupiters
which may be traced by transmission spectroscopy that measure the terminator regions.

6. Moving forward

We can now stich together a whole 3D cloud map by solving our cloud
model for many such 1D profiles as in Fig. [5] Clearly, we can not go into
the amount of details discussed in Sect [5] but need to select key quantities.
Figure@shows two equatorial slices, for the gas temperature, Tgas [K], which
is the result of a cloud-free 3D GCM solution (left) and the cloud particle
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mass load (in terms of dust-to-gas mass ratios pq/p) which is the result of
our cloud formation simulation. Figure [6] shows that clouds form only on
the nightside on ultra-hot Jupiters and that the amount of cloud particles
is not homogeneous. The cloud reaches into the dayside on the morning
terminator (270°) , but not on the evening terminator (90°). The reason
is an equatorial jet that transports cold gas from the nicht to the dayside.
As cloud formation is determined by the local thermodynamic properties
(unless in highly photon-dominated regions), our cloud map traces nicely
this temperature difference and sharply drops where thermal instability
disables the presence of clouds. Note that cloud formation is prohibited
inside the blue regions on our cloud map (Lh.s. of Fig. @ Similarly, no
clouds can from until the hot dayside gas that is transported to the nightside
has cooled sufficiently (e.g. like in Fig. 4] )to allow cloud condensation seeds
to form. Figure[6|also suggests that if transmission spectra could distinguish
between the morning and the evening terminator, a geometrical asymmetry
should emerge such that the morning terminator appears more extended in
the optical.

7. Final thoughts

Any astrophysical cloud formation model (e.g. for exoplanets and brown
dwarfs) needs to be fundamental enough to enable the application to the
wide variety of exoplanets that we already know about (rocky plants, ultra-
hot gas giants, mini-Neptunes). For those, we have no solar-system analo-
gous to fly to and to take samples from. It is therefor essential that model
approaches are compared®? and codes are not used a black boxes. Prefer-
ably, different methods are developed to solve the same problem !/ What is
more, cloud formation requires the input from a variety of not-so adjacent
research areas like quantum chemistry and geology, maybe even particle
physics, and such fundamental research has been very time-consuming in
the past. A summary of challenges was presented elsewhere 2!
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