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ABSTRACT

Molecular gas disks are generally Toomre stable (QT >1) and yet clearly gravitationally unstable to structure
formation as evidenced by the existence of molecular clouds and ongoing star formation. This paper adopts a
3D perspective to obtain a general picture of instabilities in flattened rotating disks, using the 3D dispersion
relation to describe how disks evolve when perturbed over their vertical extents. By explicitly adding a vertical
perturbation to an unperturbed equilibrium disk, stability is shown to vary with height above the mid-plane.
Near to z=0 where the equilibrium density is roughly constant, instability takes on a Jeans-like quality,
occurring on scales larger than the Jeans length and subject to a threshold QM = κ2/(4πGρ) = 1 or roughly
QT ≈ 2. Far from the mid-plane, on the other hand, stability is pervasive, and the threshold for the total disk
(out to z = ±∞) to be stabilized is lowered to QT = 1 as a consequence. In this new framework, gas disks
are able to fragment through partial 3D instability even where total 2D instability is suppressed. The growth
rates of the fragments formed via 3D instability are comparable to, or faster than, Toomre instabilities. The rich
structure in molecular disks on the scale of 10s of pc can thus be viewed as a natural consequence of their 3D
nature and their exposure to a variety of vertical perturbations acting on roughly a disk scale height, i.e. due to
their situation within the more extended galaxy potential, participation in the disk-halo flow, and exposure to
star formation feedback.

1. INTRODUCTION

One of the long-standing idiosyncracies of star formation
theory is that the molecular gas disks of galaxies where stars
are formed – and which are rich in multi-scale structure –
lie largely above the Toomre ‘Q’ threshold (Toomre 1964)
used to predict instability and fragmentation in rotating disks
(see Leroy et al. 2008; Romeo & Wiegert 2011; Romeo &
Mogotsi 2017; Elmegreen 2011). Yet there is no denying
the appeal of a picture for star formation in which the initial
stages involve passing the threshold for gravitational insta-
bility after which feedback from subsequent star formation
returns the molecular medium to the brink of gravitational
instability (so-called ‘Q’ regulation; e.g Silk 1997; Kim &
Ostriker 2001; Hopkins, Quataert & Murray 2011).

The modern observation that molecular disks have Q>1
(i.e. Kennicutt 1989; Martin & Kennicutt 2001; Leroy et al.
2008) has thus prompted a number of revisions of the cri-
terion (e.g. Romeo et al. 2010; Elmegreen 2011; Romeo &
Wiegert 2011; Griv & Gedalin 2012; Romeo & Agertz 2012;
Agertz et al. 2015). These follow along the lines of studies
that take into account magnetic fields (e.g. Chandrasekhar
1954; Balbus & Halwey 1974; Elmegreen 1987, 1994; Gam-
mie 1996; Kim & Ostriker 2001), cooling and the dissipative
nature of turbulent gas (Elmegreen 1989; Gammie 2001),
and the role of non-axisymmetry on gas disk stability (Gol-
dreich & Lynden-Bell 1965b; Julian & Toomre 1966). These

all suggest, either phenomenologically, analytically or nu-
merically, that instability and fragmentation may be possible
above the Q=1 threshold.

In another school of thought, the Toomre instability in its
traditional form is only indirectly relevant to the star forma-
tion process (Koda et al. 2005; Elmegreen 2011), i.e. be-
cause the instability is really taking place in an inherently
multi-component galaxy disk (Jog & Solomon 1984; Bertin
& Romeo 1988; Wang & Silk 1994; Kim & Ostriker 2007;
Romeo & Wiegert 2011) and the product of the instabil-
ity under typical conditions in star-forming disks is large-
scale structures that organize the molecular medium, rather
than the molecular clouds (Elmegreen 2011). In this school,
molecular cloud formation requires alternative channels (see
review by Dobbs et al. 2008, and references therein) and
these must necessarily act on short timescales (MacLow,
Burkert & Ibanez-Mejia 2017), given the developing con-
sensus from both simulations and observations that molec-
ular clouds are rapidly destroyed by early stellar feedback
together with galactic shear (see review by Dale 2015 and
e.g. Kim, Kim & Ostriker et al. 2018; Meidt et al. 2015;
Chevance et al. 2020, 2021; Kim et al. 2021).

From another perspective, it may not be surprising that the
Toomre criterion fails to be predictive of molecular struc-
tures that are 10s of parsecs in scale – close to the disk scale
height – given that it was designed to describe stability to
large-scale perturbations confined specifically to thin disks.
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Indeed, the perturbations that are typically considered are
most often confined to two-dimensions, approximating the
disk’s internal response (mediated by self-gravity) to some
local impulse, again acting from within. These are the types
of perturbations relevant for describing the stability of den-
sity wave perturbations (Lin & Shu 1966; Toomre 1964).

In contrast to collisionless rotating stellar disks with
smooth vertical profiles, however, molecular gas disks re-
veal their susceptibility to impulses and perturbations that
are not necessarily 2D, restricted to the mid-plane, or tied
to the disk’s vertical extent, e.g. triggered by phase transi-
tions, star formation feedback and the disk-halo flow (e.g.
Fraternali & Binney 2006; Walch et al. 2015; Elmegreen et
al. 2014), or related to non-axisymmetric structures in the
surrounding stellar disk or interaction with the local envi-
ronment (e.g. ram pressure stripping; Vollmer et al. 2008;
Lee et al. 2017).

In this paper alternative vertical perturbations are pro-
posed, designed with (molecular) gas disks embedded in
thicker gas and stellar disks in mind, and used to derive an
analytical condition for disk stability on scales near the disk
scale height. The paper centers on the 3D dispersion rela-
tion, which relates the evolution of the perturbation to the
vertical and radial motions that develop from self-gravity,
rotation and gas pressure. Readers primarily interested in the
application of the new framework to the stability of molec-
ular disks are pointed to § 4. The interested reader can find
the details of the derivation of the 3D and 2D dispersion re-
lations in §§ 2 and 3. A summary of how disks are shown
to behave in the presence of different types of perturbations
(examined in detail in §§ 2 and 3) is given at the end of
§ 3. There the reader can also obtain an overview of the
two main modes of instability in 3D flattened rotating disks:
2D Toomre instability and the 3D instability endemic to the
mid-plane identified in this work.

In more detail, after introducing the framework used to
obtain solutions to the 3D linearized equations of motion in
§§ 2.1 and 2.2, the 3D dispersion relation is obtained and
used to assess stability near to and far from the disk mid-
plane in § 2.3. Then in § 3, following Toomre (1964) and
Goldreich & Lynden-Bell (1965a) the 2D version of the dis-
persion relation is used to determine the conditions for insta-
bility (perturbation growth) in a number of scenarios. The
threshold calculated by GLB in the case of infinite vertical
perturbations with no phase variation is recovered in § 3.2.
The impact of wave-like behavior on this threshold is consid-
ered in § 3.3. Then in § 3.4 the Toomre criterion is obtained
using a vertical perturbation that is both wave-like, with a
specific relation between the vertical and radial wavenum-
bers, and also extended relative to the disk scale height h.
Finally, a modified, higher threshold is obtained for wave
and non-wave perturbations near the mid-plane. To assess

the prominence of fragments formed via gravitational insta-
bility in these different scenarios, in § 4 the growth rates of
unstable 3D perturbations are calculated over a range of spa-
tial scales.

2. THREE-DIMENSIONAL INSTABILITY IN
ROTATING DISKS

2.1. The Basic Framework

To examine the conditions that lead to gravitational insta-
bility in 3D rotating gas disks we adopt the idealized config-
uration proposed by (Goldreich & Lynden-Bell 1965a, here-
after GLB), in which the disk is infinitely extended in the
radial and vertical directions but significantly compressed in
the vertical direction parallel to the axis of rotation. The gas
in this disk is assumed to be approximately isothermal and
undergo non-uniform rotation at a rate Ω that depends on
galactocentric radius.

With this framework, we obtain the dispersion relation for
density perturbations propagating in the gas disk by combin-
ing the continuity equation

∂ρ

∂t
= ∇ · (ρv) = 0 (1)

with solutions to the Euler equations of motion for the rotat-
ing disk plus a small perturbation,

∂v

∂t
+ (v ·∇)v = −1

ρ
∇p−∇Φ. (2)

Here ρ is the gas density, p is the thermal plus turbulent gas
pressure (following Chandrasekhar 1951) and the gravita-
tional potential Φ represents gas self-gravity together with a
possible background potential defined by a surrounding dis-
tribution of gas, stars and dark matter.

Although it has become common to only consider the lin-
earized equations of motion in 2D polar coordinates, adopt-
ing perturbations that involve no motion in the vertical di-
rection, a full 3D treatment in cylindrical coordinates has
also been previously considered (i.e. Goldreich & Lynden-
Bell 1965a). We follow the latter approach, and employ
a number of the techniques common to 2D and 3D cal-
culations. For one, the equations of motion are typically
satisfied by adopting an m-mode perturbation of the form
∝ exp i(mφ− ωt+ k · r) propagating in the direction r

with wavenumber k where ω is the oscillation frequency of
the mode (e.g. Toomre 1964; Lin & Shu 1966; Binney &
Tremaine 1987). The unstable growing modes can then be
identified by the condition ω2<0.

The equations of motion are also typically simplified us-
ing the WKB (Wentzel-Kramers-Brillouin) approximation,
in which the phase of the radial perturbation is assumed to
be rapidly varying (kR>>1) so that the variation in the per-
turbation amplitude is negligible and terms of order 1/R are
neglected in favor of those of order k.
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The two distinguishing features of this work (described
in more detail below) are a non-zero vertical velocity disper-
sion and the possibility of motion in the vertical direction de-
scribed by vertical perturbations that explicitly include phase
variation (wave-like behavior) and which are either infinite
in extent or finite and described in the WKB approximation.
Thus, the approach is most similar to GLB, except that here
a broader set of perturbations are considered and stability is
examined from both the 2D and 3D perspectives. That is,
before obtaining the 2D dispersion relation, this work uses
the 3D dispersion relation in a number of different regimes
to make transparent predictions for the scales of instabili-
ties and assess how instability various with height above the
mid-plane. Then, following Toomre (1964) and GLB, the
2D version of the dispersion relation is obtained to identify
the conditions for the overall stability of the disk.

2.1.1. Vertical Motions in the Unperturbed Disk

A major motivation for including the vertical dimension
is to obtain a realistic description of molecular gas disks
in which turbulent gas motions are three-dimensional and
nearly isotropic and in which the embedded clouds are tri-
axial. As will be shown in § 3.4.1, the 3D dispersion relation
derived in this work approaches the 2D Lin-Shu dispersion
relation in the limit σz → 0. For the more general sce-
nario of interest here, both vertical and radial components
of motion are allowed, each given the following 1D velocity
dispersion (i.e. Chandrasekhar 1951)

σ2
i = v2

s + σ2
turb,i (3)

which combines the sound speed in the gas vs with tur-
bulent motions σturb,i in direction i. Although we allow
that σz 6=σr, velocity dispersions in the gas are generally as-
sumed to be isotropic.

The turbulent motions in the gas are envisioned as aris-
ing from two main sources that combine to yield an effec-
tive (non-thermal) pressure that places the disk in dynamical
equilibrium. Star formation feedback (plus turbulent dissi-
pation) is assumed to set a base pressure pFB. This com-
bines with the effective pressure peff set up by the averaged
kinematic response of many individual fluid elements to the
force set up by the remainder between the gravitational force
and the gradient in the baseline pFB. For a given pFB, peff

is thus the pressure that maintains the gas disk in overall
equilibrium. Thus, in what follows, dynamical equilibrium
is applied even when feedback-driven turbulent pressure is
either zero or very small due to the absence star formation.

For this equilibrium scenario, unless otherwise noted, the
unperturbed vertical density distribution is envisioned as
falling between the self-gravitating profile

ρ0(z) = ρcsech
2(z/h), (4)

where h = σz/(2πGρc)
1/2, and

ρ0(z) = ρce
−z2/h2

(5)

in the presence of a dominant external potential generated
by the background distribution with density ρb, where h =

σz/(4πGρb)
1/2. The equilibrium vertical velocity disper-

sion associated with these profiles is constant (independent
of z).

2.1.2. Vertical and Radial Perturbations

Allowing the gas disk to have some thickness, we now
wish to incorporate realistic perturbations that are compati-
ble with the sorts of influences that a gas disk experiences.
The goal with these perturbations is not to represent a spe-
cific process but rather to invoke a generic influence that is
non-negligible away from the galactic mid-plane in a man-
ner that satisfies the linearized equations of motion in 3D.
Thus, we adopt wave perturbations of the form

Φ1(R,φ, z, t) = Re[F(R, z)ei(mφ−ωt)eikReikzz] (6)

or

Φ1(R,φ, z, t) = iIm[F(R, z)ei(mφ−ωt)eikReikzz] (7)

where the wavenumbers k=2π/λr and kz=2π/λz describe
the wavelengths of the perturbation in the radial and vertical
directions, respectively.

As is typical, these perturbations are assumed to sat-
isfy the WKB approximation in the radial direction, i.e.
∂F(R, z)/∂R = F(R, z)/Rp << ikF(R, z) where Rp
is the characteristic scale over which the amplitude of the
perturbation varies in the radial direction. In practice this is
adopted as the criterion kR >> 1.

In the vertical direction, three different scenarios are con-
sidered. In the first two scenarios, the perturbations are as-
sumed to be infinite, pervading every location in the disk,
but either the wave nature is neglected in the vertical di-
rection and so kz = 0 (the first scenario, as considered by
GLB) or kz is assumed to be a constant and independent of
height z above the mid-plane (the second scenario). In both
of these cases, the amplitude of the perturbation must vary
faster in the vertical direction than the vertical density vari-
ation in the unperturbed disk, in order that the perturbation
remains small with respect to ρ0 everywhere (ρ1 << ρ0).
Defining Zd = (dlnΦ0/dz)

−1 and Zp=(dlnF(R, z)/dz)−1,
then for these infinite perturbations, Zp . Zd. As in §§ 3.2
and 3.3 this can be cast in terms of the vertical gradients in
the unperturbed and perturbed densities, i.e. zp = zd with
zd = (dlnρ0/dz)

−1 and zp=(dlnρ1/dz)
−1.

The wave type of these infinite perturbations are not exam-
ined in the WKB approximation, given that they entail rapid



4

variation in the perturbed amplitude. Thus, any infinitely ex-
tended 3D perturbation considered in this work satisfies the
most general form of the perturbed Poisson’s equation

Φ1 =
4πGρ1

−k2
plane − k2

z + T 2
(8)

where k2
plane ≡ k2 +m2/R2 and

T 2≡ (∇2
zΦ1)/Φ1 + k2

z

=∇z
(

1

Zp

)
+

1

Z2
p

+
2ikz
Zp

. (9)

In the third scenario, wave perturbations are restricted to a
finite extent above and below the mid-plane. Such perturba-
tions can be studied without the requirement that Zp = Zd
(or zp = zd), since they are not at risk of becoming non-
negligible as the unperturbed disk density drops towards
z → ±∞. These perturbations could vary arbitrarily in am-
plitude in the z direction (as long as this variation is neg-
ligible with respect to the perturbation’s phase variation, in
the WKB approximation) and would thus not need to satisfy
kzzd >> 1, or necessarily share the overall variation of the
unperturbed disk. The amplitude of the perturbation might
instead vary much more slowly than ρ0, perhaps tied to the
density distribution of an embedding disk or a process active
therein, for instance. In this scenario, the WKB approxima-
tion is invoked as kzzp >> 1 (or T ≈ 0).1

In practice, finite (WKB) wave perturbations are described
in what follows by introducing a truncation at some height
h1, above which the density becomes zero. (Note that, be-
yond h, ρ1 is still assumed to be considerably less than
ρ0.) Such finite WKB perturbations are maximally flexi-
ble as they require only kzzp >> 1 and not kzzd >> 1 or
kzh >> 1.

Introducing a truncation in the perturbation at some height
h1 comes with one important additional requirement. To
make the perturbation physical, it must satisfy both Pois-
son’s equation and Laplace’s equation beyond h1. This in-
troduces a strict boundary condition at the interface |z| =

h1, which places restrictions on the relationship between the
vertical and radial perturbations. This condition is deter-
mined below by matching the solution to Poisson’s equation
with the solution to Laplace’s equation at z = h1 and requir-
ing a similar matching of the gravitational force ∂Φ1/∂z at
the interface (so that the gravitational force remains smooth).
Here h1 is taken to be the disk scale height or greater.

1 These finite perturbations could be selected to also satisfy kzzd >> 1
(although it would not be necessary be design). This might be equivalent to
kzz >> 1, in the case of a flattened logarithmic potential Φ0 ∝ ln(R2 +
z2/q2), for example, or kzh >> 1 in the case of an exponential vertical
distribution with scale length h.

To satisfy Laplace’s equation

−k2Φ1 −
m2

R2
Φ1 +

∂2Φ1

∂z2
= 0 (10)

above and below the perturbation (at and beyond the vertical
extent), the solution must have kz=ikplane. Outside the per-
turbed part of the disk the potential thus becomes a decaying
function Φ1∝ e−|kplanez|.

Meanwhile, over the extent of the perturbation, Poisson’s
equation

−k2
planeΦ1 +

∂2Φ1

∂z2
= 4πGρ1 (11)

implies that

Φ1 =
−4πGρ1

k2
plane + k2

z

(12)

in the WKB approximation, where again k2
plane = k2 +

m2/r2 and now ∂2Φ1/∂z
2 ≈ −k2

zΦ1. For Lin-Shu per-
turbations that are confined to an infinitssimally thin sheet
Φ1 = −2πGΣ1/|kplane|, in contrast (Toomre 1964).

Below both even and odd density and potential wave per-
turbations are considered, although even perturbations are
the focus of the remainder of the paper. (Odd wave pertur-
bations can be shown to yield a consistent view of the main
features of 3D disk instability.) As discussed later in § 3.4.1,
the 2D Lin-Shu dispersion relation and Toomre criterion are
retrieved adopting an even wave perturbation, which can be
envisioned as an over-density in the galaxy mid-plane. This
is the nominal perturbation for describing, i.e., the propa-
gation of density waves in the disk. The amplitudes of all
perturbations considered in this work (whether even or odd)
are assumed to be even functions of distance from the mid-
plane. Perturbations with amplitudes that are odd functions
of z have been shown to be stable by GLB.

Even WKB Perturbations

In the case that the potential perturbation in the disk is
an even function Φ1 ∝ cos kzz and symmetric about the
mid-plane with extent h1, we obtain the following matching
conditions

Ae−kplaneh1 =Bcos(kzh1)

−kplaneAe
−kplaneh1 =−kzBsin(kzh1)

at the interface h1, where A is the amplitude of the potential
perturbation beyond |z| = h1 and B is the amplitude within
h1. These conditions yields the relation (see also Griv &
Gedalin 2012):

arctan
kplane

kz
= kzh1 (13)
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In the standard long wavelength scenario with kplane <<

kz , eq.(13) reduces to kplane/kz ≈ kzh1. Taking h1=h, this
yields the approximation

ρ0k
2
plane

k2
plane + k2

z

≈
Σ0kplane

2(1 + kplaneh)
(14)

in terms of the unperturbed disk volume density ρ0 and sur-
face density Σ0 ≈ 2hρ0. This approximation is analogous
to corrections incorporated into 2D dispersion relations (of
single or multi-component disks) to account for weakened
self-gravity when finite thickness is assumed (Toomre 1964;
Vandervoort 1970; Jog & Solomon 1984; Romeo 1992; ?;
Elmegreen 2011).

This paper is also interested in the short wavelength
regime where the above approximation is not valid. Here
‘short’ is used in relation the vertical wavelength, not the
disk scale height. (Instability is indeed still restricted below
the Jeans length.) Most relevant in this scenario is the ex-
tent of the perturbation h1. In the limit kplane >> kz , the
boundary condition in eq. (13) requires kz ≈ (π/2)h−1

1

to lowest order, or that λR<<λz ≈ h1. This scenario is
consistent with λz > h when we envision the perturbation’s
vertical edges at h1 > h, and it can thus be used to probe
the instability regime in which λR is brought down near the
size of disk scale height.

Odd WKB Perturbations

In the case that the potential perturbation in the disk is an
odd function, Φ1 ∝ sin kzz, the matching conditions at h1

above the plane become

Ae−kplaneh1 =Bsin(kzh1)

−kplaneAe
−kplaneh1 =kzBcos(kzh1)

requiring that

arctan
−kz
kplane

= kzh1. (15)

Similarly, below the plane at -h1, the boundary condition
requires

arctan
kz
kplane

= kzh1. (16)

Thus in the long wavelength scenario |kplane| <<

|kz|, allowed perturbations have a vertical wavenumber
kz ∼ (π/2)h−1

1 and radial wavenumbers are restricted to
|kplane|<<1/h1 or |kplane|<1/h when h1 > h. Perturba-
tions in the short-wavelength limit |kplane| >> |kz| have
|kplane| ≈ 1/h1 and kz << 1/h1, which again can corre-
spond to the case |kh| . 1 and |kzh| << 1 where h1 > h.

2.2. Obtaining the Conditions for Stability in 3D

2.2.1. Overview

This section introduces the 3D perturbations from the pre-
vious section (corresponding to infinite non-periodic pertur-
bations, infinite waves and finite WKB waves) into the lin-
earized 3D equations of motion to solve for the perturbed
motions in the radial, azimuthal and vertical directions. The
3D dispersion relation is then obtained using the continuity
equation, which couples these motions to the time evolution
of the perturbed density.

Using either the 3D version of the dispersion relation de-
rived below (§ 2.3) or the 2D version (§ 3), the conditions
for stability can be easily determined according to the expec-
tation that a stable, non-growing mode (with Real ω) must
have ω2>0. (Thus the line of stability is usually taken to
be ω2=0; e.g. Binney & Tremaine 1987) In the interest of
diagnosing the basic stability of disks to 3D perturbations,
sections 2.3 and on examine in detail the axisymmetric sce-
nario with m=0, in which case kplane = k. The calculations
presented in what immediately follows, though, adopt an ar-
bitrary m.

2.2.2. Motions in the Plane and in the Vertical Direction

To describe motions in our rotating gas disk, we adopt
the Euler equations of motion in cylindrical coordinates,
with z oriented parallel to the axis of rotation. We then
introduce a small perturbation. Writing all quantities as
the sum of perturbed and small unperturbed components
(i.e. ρ = ρ0 + ερ1 and vR = vR,0 + εvR,1, etc., where
ε is small) and keeping only terms to first order in small
quantities, the linearized versions of the equations of mo-
tion are obtained (see Binney & Tremaine 1987). These
are satisfied in this work by the perturbations introduced in
§ 2.1.2 with the form Φ1(R,φ, z, t) = Φa(R, z)ei(mφ−ωt)

where Φa(R, z) = F(R, z)eikR+ikzz and the radial gra-
dient of F(R, z) is neglected in the WKB approximation.
Through Poisson’s equation the density perturbation has a
similar dependence, i.e. ρ1 = ρa(R, z)ei(mφ−ωt) where
ρa(R, z) = R(R, z)eikR+ikzz . Solutions to the linearized
equations of motion (eq. (2)) thus also have the form vR,1 =

vR,a(R, z)ei(mφ−ωt), vφ,1 = vφ,a(R, z)ei(mφ−ωt) and
vz,1 = vz,a(R, z)ei(mφ−ωt) where vR,a(R, z), vR,a(R, z)

and vr,a(R, z) are all ∝ eikR+ikzz .
Substituting the density and potential perturbations into

the perturbed radial and azimuthal equations of motion,
it can be shown (adopting the convention in Binney &
Tremaine 1987) that

vR,a=−
(Φa + σ2 ρa

ρ0
)

∆

(
k(ω −mΩ) + i

2mΩ

R

)
− vz,a

2Ω

∆

dVc
dz

(17)
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vφ,a=−
(Φa + σ2 ρa

ρ0
)

∆

(
2Bik +

m(ω −mΩ)

R

)
+ ivz,a

(ω −mΩ)

∆

dVc
dz

(18)

where Vc = ΩR and

B=−Ω− 1

2
R
dΩ

dR
(19)

∆ =κ2 − (mΩ− ω)2

κ=−4BΩ.

In the vertical direction, the linearized equation of motion

i(−ω +mΩ)vz,1 = −∇Φ1 − σ2

(
∇ρ1

ρ0

)
(20)

implies

vz,a = −
kz(Φa + σ2 ρa

ρ0
)

(mΩ− ω)
+ i

(∇F + σ2∇R
ρ0

)

(mΩ− ω)
eikR+ikzz.

(21)
where, at this stage, no assumption has been made about the
relative sizes of the vertical perturbation’s phase and ampli-
tude variations. Different choices for kz in relation to the
perturbation amplitude and the unperturbed disk will be ex-
amined later in this work.

These expressions for vr,a, vφ,a and vz,a are based on the
assumption of equilibrium in the unperturbed disk, such that
vr,0=0, vz,0=0 and vφ,0≈ (RdΦ0/dR)1/2 = ΩR, neglecting
the pressure term (∂p0,φ/∂R)/ρ0 since σφ,0<<ΩR.

Adopting the WKB approximation in the radial direction
leads to further simplification. This work focuses on sce-
narios in which the radial variation in the amplitude of the
potential perturbation is comparable to (and no less than)
the radial gradient in the unperturbed disk (as discussed in
2.1.2). As is typical, then, the factors proportional to 1/R

in eqs. (17) and (18) are neglected relative to those that are
proportional to k (e.g. Binney & Tremaine 1987). The WKB
condition kRp >> 1 (§ 2.1.2) is satisfied by kR >>1 as-
suming k increases towards small R.

The terms proportional to vz,1 in the expressions for vr,1
and vφ,1 are similarly neglected in the set-up of interest here,
since the rotational lag

dVc
dz
≈ 1

2Ω

d

dz

d

dR
Φ0 (22)

(again assuming that the radial pressure gradient is negligi-
ble) contains a factor considerably smaller than kΦa.2.

2 Appendix A identifies the precise set of perturbations for which the lag
term is negligible.

With an identical vertical perturbation specifically in the
WKB approximation, Griv & Gedalin (2012) arrive at a dif-
ferent expression for the perturbed vertical velocity vz,1, as
the disk in their scenario of interest is out of hydrostatic
equilibrium. This introduces factors proportional to vz,0,
such that the numerator in eq. (21) includes include a term
proportional to ν, the vertical epicyclic frequency.

2.3. The 3D Dispersion Relation

Next we consider the perturbed continuity equation in
cylindrical coordinates

i(mΩ−ω)ρ1+
1

R

d

dR
(Rρ0vR,1)+

imρ0

R
vθ,1+

d

dz
(ρ0vz,1) = 0,

(23)
including the vertical term, using the fact that vz,0=0 for the
continuity-obeying equilibrium unperturbed disk and keep-
ing only terms lowest order in the perturbation.

Adopting the WKB approximation with the assumption
that kR >> 1 3 leads to the simplification

i(mΩ−ω)ρ1 + ρ0
∂vR,1
∂R

+ ρ0
∂vz,1
∂z

+ vz,1
∂ρ0

∂z
= 0. (24)

(The vφ,1 term is small compared to the other two velocity
terms in the WKB approximation and is dropped.)

Before considering the generic case in which kz 6= 0 and
k 6= 0 (in section 2.3.3), below we will considered radial
and vertical perturbations separately.

2.3.1. Vertical-only Perturbations (kz 6=0, k=0)

Now taking zd = (∂ ln ρ0/∂z)
−1, substituting in the ex-

pression for vz,1 and setting k=0, eq. (24) becomes

0 = (mΩ− ω)2ρ1

−k2
z

(
Φ1ρ0 + σ2ρ1

)
+ ikzΦ1ρ0

(
1

zd

)
+Aei(mΩ−ω)t (25)

where

A= eikr+ikzz
[
ρ0∇2F + σ2∇2R

+

(
1

zd

)
ρ0∇F

+ 2ikz
(
ρ0∇F + σ2∇R

) ]
(26)

3 This assumption is weakened in Appendix B to examine the conditions for
stability in the presence of perturbations that are non-axisymmetric in the
plane.
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In the non-wave scenario (kz = 0) the dispersion relation
reads

0 = (mΩ− ω)2ρ1 +
[
ρ0∇2F + σ2∇2R

+

(
1

zd

)
ρ0∇F

]
eikr+i(mΩ−ω)t (27)

whereas in a WKB scenario,

0 = (mΩ− ω)2ρ1 − k2
z

(
Φ1ρ0 + σ2ρ1

)
+ ikzΦ1ρ0

(
1

zd

)
(28)

The imaginary, out-of-phase term in eq. (28) is notably
negligible when kzzd >> 1. This would be equivalent to the
condition required to keep an infinite perturbation consistent
with WKB approximation (using the requirement zp=zd to
keep the perturbation small with respect to the unperturbed
disk as |z| → ∞). Likewise, the second factor in the
term in square brackets in eq. (27) drops when kzzd >> 1,
considerably simplifying the expression. However, in the
case of the unperturbed Gaussian vertical profile (for which
1/zd = z/h2), kzzd >> 1 applies only very near the galac-
tic mid-plane, i.e. where z << (kzh)h. Thus, both the
in-phase and out-of-phase terms are relevant for the overall
evolution of extended perturbations.

Indeed, in the special case highlighted in the next section
in which the perturbation extends to ± infinity and tracks
the decrease in ρ0 with increasing z (as in our equilibrium
disks) then integration over the vertical direction from −∞
to∞ yields zero when all terms in eqs. (25), (27) and (28)
are included. In other words, ρ0vz,1|∞−∞ = 0. This is the
‘no mass flux at infinity’ requirement invoked by GLB. As
a result, the vertical-only 2D dispersion relation in this ’no
mass flux’ scenario reads (mΩ−ω)2 = 0 signifying that the
vertical direction is neutrally stable to infinite axisymmetric
perturbations and stable to all non-axisymmetric perturba-
tions (since ω2 = m2Ω2

p when k=0).
This neutral stability characteristic of the vertical direc-

tion is leveraged when calculating the 2D dispersion relation
later in § 3, following GLB. Below, it will first be useful to
examine how the terms in eqs. (27) and (28) proportional to
1/zd contribute to this neutral vertical stability.

Stability Away from the Mid-plane

In the case of the non-wave perturbation, the third term in
eq. (27) dominates away from the mid-plane and

(−ω +mΩ)2ρ1 ≈ −
ρ0

zd
∇Φ1 (29)

where Φ1 = F . This corresponds to stability (ω2 > 0)
everywhere since the right-hand side is always positive when

∇Φ1 > 0 and zd < 0, as it is in the equilibrium disks under
consideration.

Stablility far above the mid-plane is also a feature of peri-
odic wave perturbations. Consider eq. (28) in a scenario in
which the perturbation is extended but finite, for example.4

In the regime kzzd << 1, or at heights much larger than h
(far away from the mid-plane), the vertical-only continuity
equation reads

−ω
2(k2 + k2

z − T 2)h2

fgν2kzz
= cot(kzz+kr+(mΩ−ω)t) (30)

adopting our Gaussian vertical density profile and letting
ν2 = 4πGρ0fg . Since the arccotangent of the left hand side
is ±π/2 for all z >> h, ω is always real. It remains real as
z approaches nearer to h, where the arccotangent of the left
hand side is a small positive or negative quantity.

(In)stability Near the Mid-plane

The stability away from the mid-plane is in contrast to
the situation very near the mid-plane. In the case of wave
perturbations, the dispersion relation where kzzd >> 1 (and
adopting m=0 for simplicity) becomes:

ω2 = −4πGρ0
k2
z

k2
z − T 2

+ k2
zσ

2 (31)

or

ω2 = −4πGρ0 + k2
zσ

2 (32)

in the limit kz >> T . (The stability of non-wave pertur-
bations near the mid-plane is examined in § 2.3.3.) In this
situation, perturbations have the opportunity for growth as
long as kz < (4πGρ0)/σ2

z = kJ . In other words, very
near to the roughly constant-density mid-plane, instability
in the vertical direction proceeds in a Jeans-like manner,
unaffected by rotation (Chandrasekhar 1954) and restricted
to similar scales.

Total Neutral Stability

As exemplified by the ‘no-mass-flux at infinity’ case de-
scribed above and considered in detail in §§ 3.2 and 3.3, the
combination of instability near the plane with stability away
from the plane results in a neutrally-stable disk.5 The disk is

4 The perturbation must be finite or it will not satisfy the WKB approxima-
tion assumed for the present exercise. This requirement is not invoked in
other sections unless noted.

5 It is worth noting that the vertical variation in ω discussed here has not
been made explicit in writing eqs. (25), (27) and (28). This corresponds to
the assumption that the perturbation’s amplitude and/or phase variations
are faster, i.e. |T | >> (dω/dz)t or |kz | >> (dω/dz)t everwhere.
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thus neither as unstable as predicted where kzzd >> 1 or as
stable as predicted where kzzd << 1.

Still, eq. (32) does suggest that an avenue to avoid stabil-
ity would be to perturb the disk over a limited extent, very
near the mid-plane. As demonstrated later in § 3.4, pertur-
bations extending a finite distance above and below z = 0

are defined by the non-zero mass flux they entail over their
extent, with the consequence that the 2D dispersion relation
retains terms associated with the vertical direction. As the
perturbation’s height decreases, stability approaches the be-
havior predicted in the limit kzzd >> 1 near the mid-plane.

2.3.2. Radial-only Perturbations (k 6=0, kz=0)

Setting m=0 and kz=0 in eq. (24) and substituting in the
expression for vr,1, the axisymmetric radial-only dispersion
relation reads

ω2 = κ2 − 4πGρ0
k2

k2 − T 2
+ σ2

rk
2 (33)

or

ω2 = κ2 − 4πGρ0 + σ2
rk

2 (34)

in the limit that k >> T . This is a restatement of the find-
ing that wave perturbations perpendicular to the axis of ro-
tation (in this case, the radial direction) can be stabilized by
rotation, since the scales of instability are pushed over the
Jeans length. This was first found by Chandrasekhar (1954)
in the case of uniform rotation, then generalized by Bel &
Schatzman (1958) for non-uniform rotation (as considered
here) and then confirmed to apply in the presence of vertical
flattening (Safronov 1960).

This scenario resembles the case of ‘no vertical mass flux
at infinity’ perturbations and 3D perturbations near the mid-
plane and so a discussion of the instability scale is postponed
until §§ 2.3.3 and 3.2 . For now it should be noted that sim-
ply omitting a vertical perturbation very clearly does not re-
trieve the 2D Lin-Shu dispersion relation.6 Instabilities in-
stead have a Jeans-like quality even in the presence of rota-
tion. (Eq. [34] indeed approaches the condition for Jeans
instability in the limit κ→ 0.)

Jog & Solomon (1984) pointed out this resemblance to
Jeans instability by taking the 2D dispersion relation (see
eq. (80), § 3.4.1) in the small wavelength (large k) limit, op-
posite to the standard long wavelength regime. As examined
in § 2.3.3 (and later in § 3.4.2), this 3D quality signifies a
change in the disk stability threshold compared to the value
required for stability to Lin-Shu density-wave perturbations.

6 As discussed later in § 3.4.1, to retrieve the Lin-Shu dispersion relation in
the long-wavelength limit starting from the 3D dispersion relation requires
taking the limit in which the disk is an infinitesimally thin sheet with σz →
0).

2.3.3. An Assessment of 3D Stability Near the Mid-plane

This section describes stability and fragmentation from a
fully 3D perspective embedded within the gas disk, near to
the galactic mid-plane. Later this view is traded for a 2D
perspective that can be used to assess the overall stability of
the disk (including all material out to z = ±∞).

Including both radial and vertical perturbations (with
kz 6= 0 and k 6= 0) and substituting in the expression for
vr,1, equation (24) can be rewritten as

ρ1

[
(mΩ− ω) +

(
− 4πGρ0

k2
plane + k2

z − T 2
+ σ2

r

)
k2(mΩ− ω)

∆

+
Cz

(mΩ− ω)

]
= 0, (35)

where Cz represents vertical stability and is equated with
either the second term on the right hand side of eq. (27)
or the sum of last two terms on the right side of eq. (28),
specifically including both in-phase and out-of-phase terms.
Notice that when Cz is positive (negative) in eqs. (27) or
(28) the vertical direction is unstable (stable).

The 3D dispersion relation in eq.(35) is quadratic in ω2,
with solutions

ω2 =
ω2
min

2

(
1±

√
1 +

4Czκ2

ω4
min

)
(36)

where

ω2
min = κ2 +

(
−4πGρ

k2 + k2
z − T 2

+ σ2
r

)
k2 − Cz (37)

in the case that m=0. It is straightforward to show that the
condition ω2<0 can be met when both

ω2
min < 0 (38)

and Cz > 0, corresponding to vertical instability. (When
ω2
min is positive, there is a limited range of conditions under

which one of two branches of ω2 can still become negative.
But we neglect such a scenario here, considering that the
criterion in eq. (38) is readily met.)

Notice that when ω2
min < 0 and Cz > 0, then ω2

min is
the minimum that ω2 can reach. In what follows, eq. (38) is
used as the condition for instability, with the understanding
that growth may happen faster than indicated by ωmin. Be-
low, conditions on k (and/or kz) for instability specifically
near the mid-plane are obtained from eq. (38) in the case of
both wave and non-wave 3D perturbations.

Wave Perturbations

For wave perturbations near the mid-plane (i.e. in the limit
kzzd >> 1) that are also assumed to locally satisfy the
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WKB approximation (kz >> T ) for illustration purposes,
the 3D dispersion relation is written

κ2 +

(
−4πGρc
k2 + k2

z

+ σ2
r

)
k2 +

(
−4πGρc
k2 + k2

z

+ σ2
z

)
k2
z < 0.

(39)
using that

Cz = −k2
z

(
− 4πGρc
k2

plane + k2
z

+ σ2
z

)
(40)

in this limit (see previous section) with ρc = ρ(z → 0).
Now, setting k2

S = k2 + k2
z (with S denoting ’shell’), in-

stability is found to require

κ2 − 4πGρ+ σ2k2
S + k2

z(σ2
z − σ2

r) < 0 (41)

or

k2
S < k2

J

(
1− κ2

4πGρc

)
(42)

assuming that the velocity dispersion is isotropic
(σz=σr=σ). Stability within the roughly constant density
region staddling the mid-plane thus takes on a Jeans-like
quality, though rotation succeeds in increasing the size of
stable fragments.

Rotation can also eventually suppress instabilities above a
threshold

QM ≡ κ2/(4πGρc) > 1. (43)

It is notable that the form of this threshold resembles the
3D threshold κ2/(πGρc) ≈ 0.3 determined for the overall
disk by GLB better than it matches QT . As discussed in
detail later in § 3.2, the difference in the numerical value of
the threshold is a consequence of the vertical extent of the
perturbed region.

The threshold QM = 1 also corresponds to higher sta-
bility threshold than QT = 1. In the case of weakly self-
gravitating disks (with Σ = ρc

√
2πh),

QM =
πα2fgQ

2
T

8
, (44)

while in the case of fully self-gravitating disks (with Σ =

ρc2h)

QM =
α2fgQ

2
T

4
. (45)

Thus, QM = 1 is equivalent to QT ≈ 2, signifying that
disks are more susceptible to partial 3D instability (endemic
to the mid-plane) than to total destablization described by
the 2D Toomre criterion, as discussed more in § 4.3.

It is also noteworthy that, as a criterion specifically on the
radial k wavenumber, eq. (39) implies

k2 < k2
J

(
1−QM − k2

zh
2
)

(46)

with a stability threshold QM = 1 − k2
zh

2. Here the radial
Jeans length kJ = 4πGρ/σ2

r . Since h is roughly equivalent
to the effective Jeans length (applicable in the presence of
thermal and non-thermal motion), it is only when the disk is
perturbed on scales larger than the Jeans length that radial
fragmentation is seeded. That is, the largest perturbations,
with kzh << 1, correspond to the highest threshold and
thus most easily seed radial fragmentation.

From a more qualitative perspective, the onset of this
‘mid-plane’ Jeans-like instability can be described as fol-
lows: At the mid-plane where the density is approximately
constant, gas pressure applies a negligible force and only
the perturbed pressure force is left to compete with self-
gravity. The vertical component of this force is negligi-
ble when the wavelength of the perturbation is large, i.e.
kzh < 1 or when the disk is perturbed above the vertical
(effective) Jeans length. As a result, the primary competi-
tion against self-gravity comes from the pressure force in
the plane. Since the pressure force is scale-dependent while
self-gravity at the mid-plane is not, the result is that the disk
is able to destabilize, but only on scales larger than the radial
Jeans length (lengthened by rotation).

It is worth noting that, although this instability is de-
scribed as occurring ‘at the mid-plane’, it is limited by
pressure to scales larger than the vertical Jeans length. Thus
the scale height sets the minimum vertical extent of the re-
gion that becomes unstable. Indeed, in either the radial or
vertical directions, the disk is stabilized by pressure below
the Jeans length. According to eq. (46), rotation also con-
tributes to stability on the largest scales.

Non-wave Perturbations

Non-wave (kz << T ) vertical perturbations that are infi-
nite (and satisfy 1/zp = 1/zd) exhibit almost identical be-
havior near the mid-plane. For these,

Cz = ρ0∇2
zΦ1 + σ2∇2

zρ1 +

(
1

zd

)(
∇zF + σ2∇zR

ρ0

)
(47)

(see previous section). In the limit, z << h where the un-
perturbed and perturbed densities are roughly constant and
1/zd = z/h2 << 1/h (for our adopted Gaussian equilib-
rium vertical profile), the second and third (pressure) terms
drop. Thus, substituting eq. (47) into eq. (35), the condition
for instability becomes

κ2 +
ρ0

ρ1
k2Φ1 + σ2

rk
2 − ρ0

ρ1
∇2
zΦ1 < 0 (48)

or

κ2 − 4πGρ0 + σ2
rk

2 < 0 (49)
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using Poisson’s equation for the substitution ∇2
zΦ1 =

4πGρ1 + k2Φ1. Specifically near the mid-plane, instability
in the presence of an arbitrary infinite perturbation is possi-
ble as long as

k2 < k2
J(1−QM ) (50)

with stability once again setting in above the threshold
QM = 1. The minimum instability scale is thus the ra-
dial Jeans length in the radial direction and effectively the
scale height in the vertical direction (or, more precisely, the
extent of the region where the disk density is approximately
constant).

As discussed in § 2.3.1, the factors proportional to 1/zd
that were neglected here become important away from the
mid-plane and serve to lower the threshold for the overall
stability of the disk to infinitely extended perturbations. This
was previously determined by GLB, who calculated a total
(non-wave) perturbation-weighted threshold Q̄M < QM =

1 from the 2D dispersion relation derived by integrating over
the vertical direction from −∞ to +∞. The next section
examines this further, expanding the calculation to include
the infinite and finite wave perturbations considered in this
work.

3. 2D STABILITY CRITERIA

3.1. Overview

The 3D dispersion relation encodes the evolution of the
perturbed density in the presence of the radial and vertical
motions that develop in response to gravity, rotation and gas
pressure. In the previous section, this evolution was shown
to correspond to stability or growth in a manner that is sen-
sitive to distance from the mid-plane (§ 2.3.1); near z = 0,
perturbations can be unstable above the radial and vertical
Jeans lengths, while beyond |z| ≈ h, the disk is charac-
terized by stability. This has two important implications.
First, the entire disk is neither as unstable (or stable) as pre-
dicted near (or far) from the mid-plane, and we can expect
the overall stability threshold (determined from the 2D dis-
persion relation, after integration over the vertical direction)
to be lower than QM=1 predicted near z = 0. Second, per-
turbations representing density enhancements with varying
extents around on the mid-plane will have different stability
thresholds, with the most confined perturbations best able to
avoid the stability at locations far beyond h.

To examine these implications further, the following sec-
tions derive the 2D dispersion relation in a number of sce-
narios. The first and second of these focus on the case of
infinite non-wave and wave perturbations that satisfy the no-
mass flux at infinity requirement. Like the unperturbed disk
density, these perturbations fall slowly to zero with increas-
ing z by setting 1/zp & 1/zd where zd captures the gradient
in the equilibrium density. (This also keeps them small with

respect to ρ0 everywhere.) The infinite case is then com-
pared with a scenario in which the perturbation is wave-like
and allowed to have some finite extend h1 above and below
the mid-plane. As discussed earlier, these wave perturba-
tions can be studied using the WKB approximation (assum-
ing some arbitrary amplitude variation), since their trunca-
tion prevents them from violating the required ρ1/ρ0 << 1

as ρ0 → 0. By examining these finite perturbations in two
main regimes h1/h << 1 and h1/h >> 1, bounds are
placed on the possible range of stability thresholds that ap-
ply to 3D disks.

For illustration purposes, in what follows the Gaussian
vertical distribution is specifically adopted, although vertical
integration in the case of the sech2 profile is also discussed.
In addition, only even vertical perturbations are considered.
As a diagnostic of stability in general, the case of axisymme-
try in the plane (m=0) is specifically highlighted, although
non-axisymmetry is considered in Appendix B.

3.2. Zero Vertical Mass Flux Infinite Non-wave (GLB)
Perturbations

To serve as a reference for stability thresholds calculated
in this work, this section presents a derivation of the thresh-
old implied by the 2D dispersion relation in the scenario ex-
amined by GLB. This involves a radial WKB wave perturba-
tion and a generic infinite non-wave (non-periodic) vertical
perturbation that satisfies the ‘no vertical mass flux at infin-
ity’ condition introduced by those authors.

For the perturbations under consideration, Poisson’s equa-
tion reads

(−k2 + T 2)Φ1 = 4πGρ1 (51)

where T measures the amplitude variation, defined in the
previous section.

These perturbations entail no mass flux at z = ±∞ when
their amplitudes are even functions of z and fall to zero as
|z| → ∞. In practice this amplitude variation has to be faster
than the vertical variation of the density in the unperturbed
(equilibrium) disk, in order that it remains small at all loca-
tions (ρ1/ρ0 << 1) . In this case, the integral of the third
(vertical) term in the continuity equation

∫ ∞
−∞

d(ρ0vz,1)

dz
dz = ρ0vz,1|∞−∞ = 0. (52)

For this scenario, the 2D dispersion relation obtained by ver-
tical integration of the continuity equation becomes

0 =

∫ ∞
−∞

∆ρ1dz −
∫ ∞
−∞

ρ0
4πGρ1

k2 − T 2
k2dz

+

∫ ∞
−∞

σ2
rρ1k

2dz +

∫ ∞
−∞

∆

(−ω +mΩ)

d(ρ0vz)

dz
dz (53)
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which can be written as

ω̄2 = κ2 − γT 4πGρc + σ2
rk

2 (54)

where the perturbation-weighted

ω̄2 =

∫∞
−∞ ω2ρ1dz∫∞
−∞ ρ1dz

(55)

and the factor

γT =

∫∞
−∞

(4πGρ0)k2

k2−T 2 ρ1dz∫∞
−∞ ρ1dz

. (56)

(Note that vertical variation in κ2 is neglected here but is
considered in Appendix A.)

For the overall disk to become unstable, ω̄2 must be less
than zero. This translates into the instability condition

k2 <
4πGρ̄

σ2
r

(
√

2γT − Q̄M ), (57)

which is associated with the stability threshold

Q̄M =
√

2γT (58)

in terms of the mean density

ρ̄ =

∫
ρ2

0dz∫
ρ0dz

=
ρc√

2
(59)

for the Gaussian vertical profile7 and where Q̄M =

κ2/(4πGρ̄).
The quantity 1/(4

√
2γT ) is equivalent to the function F

evaluated analytically (with great effort) by GLB in the case
of the fully self-gravitating disk. (In their formalism, F sets
the threshold on the quantity πGρ̄/κ2.) A few simplifying
assumptions make it possible to perform the integral with
greater transparency while still obtaining the main features
of F . In the estimate below, the Gaussian profile (which ap-
plies to the idealized weakly self-gravitating case) is adopted
(as opposed to assuming that the gas is self-gravitating) and

7 (For the self-gravitating disk, ρ̄ = 2/3ρc.)

Figure 1. The behavior of F (or 1/(4
√

2γT ) in terms of γT in-
troduced in the text) that sets the threshold on πGρ̄/κ2 in the for-
malism of GLB and thus defines the onset of stability in 3D rotat-
ing flattenend disks. The threshold calculated by GLB is shown in
black. The approximation described in the text is shown as a black
dashed line. Two gray horizontal lines depict the minimum thresh-
old value calculated numerically in this work (F = 0.56; dotted)
and estimated by GLB (F = 0.73; solid). Instability is possible
whenever πGρ̄/κ2 > F or whenever Q̄M <

√
2γT = 1/(4F ).

the quantity∇2Φ1/Φ1 = T 2 is approximated as 2/z2 in the
present case that 1/zp ≈ 1/zd.8 With these assumptions,

γT ≈ 1/
√

2− ie
−2/(kzh)2

√
π

kzh
−

2Dawson
( √

2
kzh

)
kzh

. (62)

in terms of the Dawson integral

Dawson (y) = e−y
2

∫ y

0

et
2

dt. (63)

Although rough, this approximation brings us close to the
result of GLB (see Figure 1), mainly by capturing three
main features: at small kzz, the integrand in eq. (56) is
proportional to (kzz)

2/2 and negative, there is a singularity
at z = T = 2/kz , and at large kzz the integrand is inde-
pendent of kz and positive. The similarity between F and

8 From the perturbed vertical equation of motion,

∇Φ1 = −
σ2

ρ0
∇ρ1 + f(z) (60)

where f(z) = −ivz,1(−ω +mΩ), it can be shown that when zp = zd,

T 2 =
∇2Φ1

Φ1
=

2

z2
(1 +∇f(z))(

1 +
(2/z2)

∫
f(z)dz

4πGρ1,c

) . (61)

Below this is approximated as 2/z2, but the full expression for T 2 is
handled in the derivation by GLB.
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1/γT is also helped by the similarity between Gaussian and
sech2 profiles generally, and especially near z ≈ 0 where
T 2/k2 = 2/(kz)2 is large.

Following GLB, from F (or 1/(4
√

2γT )) we can identify
the following characteristics in the stability behavior of disks
overall (out to ±∞): there are two critical regimes, kh→ 0

and kh→ 1, and a critical most-unstable wavenumber kh ∼
0.5−0.6 where the minimum stability threshold of F ≈ 0.6

is reached, corresponding to Q̄M =
√

2QM ≈ 0.45. 9 The
sign change above kh > 1 indicates that the disk is always
stable in this regime.

Since F (or 1/γT ) is relatively flat across the range 0 .
kh . 1, in practice the condition for instability can be well
approximated by

k2 <
4πGρ̄

σ2
r

(0.45− Q̄M ) (64)

with stability threshold

Q̄M = 0.45. (65)

This corresponds to QM = Q̄M/
√

2 ≈ 0.3 or, accord-
ing to eq. (44), roughly QT ≈ 1, assuming α ∼ 1 and
fg ∼ 1. Thus, the entire disk has a lower stability threshold
than found specifically near the mid-plane, where QM = 1

applies regardless of the vertical density distribution and re-
gardless of the type of perturbation (§ 2.3.3).

As examined in the next section, the introduction of wave-
like behavior (kz 6= 0) out to z = ±∞ modifies this thresh-
old, but only significantly when kz >> k and the radial
self-gravity force is weakened. Thresholds for perturbations
that are finite (and do not extend to ±∞), on the other hand,
tend to be raised when either the velocity dispersion is highly
non-isotropic α << 1 or the perturbation is present only
well inside h (h1/h << 1).

3.3. Zero Vertical Mass Flux Infinite (Non-WKB) Wave
Perturbations

Now consider vertical wave perturbations that include
phase variation (kz 6= 0) but still fall off with height above
the mid-plane, to satisfy the GLB ’no-mass flux at infinity’
condition. In this case, Poisson’s equation implies

Φ1 = − 4πGρ1

k2 + k2
z − T 2

(66)

9 The estimates for stability above Q̄M = 0.45 or below πGρ̄/κ2 = 0.56
due to rotation were determined by GLB in the case of a fully self-
gravitating isothermal disk. (This is a recalculation of the threshold 0.73
determined by GLB, located by finding the minimum in their function
F (m = kT ) for the self-gravitating isothermal disk.) Note that, as de-
termined by GLB, in the case of the steeper equation of state P ∝ ρ2,
the threshold lowers to Q̄M = 0.27 (πGρ̄/κ2 = 1.1) and reduces still
further to Q̄M = 0.14 (πGρ̄/κ2 = 1.75) for an incompressible disk.

with T the same as in the previous section. The potential is
thus weakened with the introduction of non-zero kz . This
weakening is minimal in scenarios with k >> kz , which are
identical to the GLB scenario. But when k << kz , the radial
self-gravity term in the dispersion relation is considerably
smaller.

After integration, the 2D dispersion relation becomes

ω̄2 =

κ2 − 4πGρcγT
k2

k2z
+ σ2

rk
2 k << kz

κ2 − 4πGρcγT + σ2
rk

2 k >> kz
(67)

where γT ≈ 0.3 (see previous section).
These two regimes yield the stability condition (ω̄2 < 0)

that can be written as

k2 < k̄J,r(ζ
2
√

2γT − Q̄M ), (68)

assuming k/kz is a fixed ratio. Here ζ = 1 (k >> kz) or
ζ = k/kz (k << kz) and the (radial) Jeans wavenumber
k̄J,r = 4πGρ̄/σ2

r .
Rotation thus acts to stabilize above a threshold

Q̄M =

γT
√

2(k/kz)
2 k << kz

γT
√

2 k >> kz.
(69)

The behavior of F = (1/γT ) also implies that disks are
stable wherever kzh >> 1 (in the regime k << kz) or
kh >> 1 (in the regime k >> kz).

Thus we see that the impact of the wave nature of the ver-
tical perturbation is different in the two regimes. In the first
(k << kz) scenario, the condition for instability can also be
written as

k2 <
κ2

4πGρ̄
√

2γT
k2z

− σ2
r

(70)

which can be solved as long as

k2
z < k̄2

Jα
2
√

2γT (71)

in terms of k̄J = k̄J,r/α
2. Instability in the radial direction

is thus unable to proceed without instability in the vertical
direction.

In the opposite k >> kz scenario, instability is nearly
insensitive to the vertical direction and possible as long as

k2 < k̄2
Jα

2(
√

2γT − Q̄M ) ≈ k2
Jα

2(γT −QM ) (72)

in terms of QM = κ2/(4πGρc) and k2
J = 4πGρc/σ

2
z . Sta-

bility is indeed identical to the case of the generic vertical
(non-WKB) perturbation considered by GLB and here in §
3.2.
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It is notable that, in the long-wavelength regime k << kz ,
the QM threshold in eq. (69) is always lower than

√
2γT ≈

0.45, which makes it lower than the QT=1 threshold (see
previous section). As examined in the next section, QT=1
can be viewed as the highest threshold that applies to ex-
tended perturbations in the limit of very small h (or small σz
or highly non-isotropic velocity dispersions). Accounting
for the 3D nature of the disk, the QT threshold is lowered,
as also indicated by the lowered QM calculated in this sec-
tion.

3.4. Finite WKB-wave Perturbations

To illustrate how the threshold QM = 1 endemic to the
mid-plane transforms smoothly in to the QT=1 threshold
characteristic of the total destabilization of the disk, this sec-
tion calculates the 2D dispersion relation for perturbations
that extend a finite distance around the mid-plane. As dis-
cussed in § 2.1.2, truncations represent an opportunity to de-
scribe perturbations with amplitudes that vary more slowly
than ρ0 in the vertical direction (since they would drop to
zero before the requirement ρ1/ρ0 << 1 is violated). This
has the practical advantage that perturbations can be ex-
amined using the WKB approximation, and the amplitude
variation can be arbitrarily with z as long as it is slow, i.e.
kzzp >> 1. More critically, since kz >> T , these perturba-
tions entail higher self-gravity than infinite wave perturba-
tions, enhancing the possibility for growth.

However, unlike for the infinite perturbations with unre-
stricted k and kz , for finite perturbations the boundary con-
dition couples k to kz and ties them both to the perturbation
extent h1. This puts a strong limit on kz in the short regime
in particular, preventing k from dropping below 1/h (when
h1 << h). Thus we can expect perturbations in the short
regime to be more readily stable than in the long regime,
which is the reverse of the scenario predicted for infinite
wave perturbations in § 3.3.

Finite perturbations also have the influential property that
they entail mass flux through the perturbed region, as indeed,
integration of the vertical terms even in the limit h1/h >> 1

does not necessarily yield zero. This is captured here by the
2D stability condition

κ2+

(
−4πGρcFr(x)

k2 + k2
z

+ σ2
r

)
k2+

(
−4πGρcFz(x)

k2 + k2
z

+ σ2
z

)
k2
z < 0

(73)
calculated by integrating the 3D dispersion relation over
the vertical direction with bounds ±h1 and then identify-
ing when ω2 < 0 (see § 2.3.3). Here x=h1/h and the factors
Fz(x) and Fr(x) (see below) depend on the vertical den-
sity distribution of the unperturbed disk and the perturbation
itself.

For demonstration purposes (and for the sake of analytical
simplicity), below focuses on the basic scenario in which the
perturbation amplitude is constant. This is a good approxi-
mation for any perturbations with amplitudes that vary more
slowly with z than ρ0. Indeed, for most other ’slow’ choices,
Fr(x) and Fz(x) recover essentially identical behavior in
the limits h1/h << 1 and h1/h >> 1 as determined in the
constant amplitude case, even if their functional forms differ
in detail from what is presented below.

Combining this slow (constant) perturbation amplitude
with the Gaussian vertical profile associated with the nom-
inal weakly-self gravitating equilibrium disk, vertical inte-
gration yields

Fz(x) = e−x
2/2 (74)

and

Fr(x) = e−
h2k2

z
2

kzh

2 sin kzh1

√
π

2
(75)

×
[

Erf
(
x− ikzh√

2

)
+ Erf

(
x+ ikzh√

2

)]
≈ 1

x

√
π

2
Erf
(
x√
2

)
kzh << 1 and k << kz

≈ kzh

√
π

2
Erf
(
x√
2

)
kzh << 1 and k >> kz

using that sin kzh1 ∼ kzh1 in the limit kzh1 << 1 ap-
propriate for our adopted finite perturbations in the regime
k << kz or sin kzh1 = 1 when kz = π/(2h1) as required
for k >> kz . Note that, in the limit kzh >> 1, Fr(x)→ 0.

These factors simplify considerably in the limits
h1/h << 1 or h1/h >> 1, becoming

Fz(x)≈

1 x << 1

0 x >> 1
(76)

Fr(x)≈



1 k << kz
π
2 k >> kz

x << 1
√
π/2(1/x) k << kz√
π/2kzh k >> kz

x >> 1

(77)

The behavior of Fr(x) and Fz(x) in these opposite limits
is key to the recovery of both stability above QM=1 when
h1/h << 1 and stability above QT = 1 when h1/h >> 1.

3.4.1. h1/h >> 1: The Lin-Shu Dispersion Relation and QT=1
Threshold

In the limit x >> 1, the 2D stability condition reads

0 > κ2 − 4πGρck
2

k2 + k2
z

√
π

2

h

h1
+ σ2

rk
2 + σ2

zk
2
z , (78)
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Figure 2. Illustration of the behavior of Fz(x) (black) and Fr(x)
(gray) as a function of x = h1/h for finite wave perturbations
in 3D flattenend rotating disks. These functions appear in the 2D
dispersion relation for finite vertical WKB perturbations with ver-
tical extents ±h1 and amplitudes that vary slowly as a function of
height z from the mid-plane (1/zp < 1/zd); see § 3.4. This ex-
ample adopts the functional forms for Fz(x) and Fr(x) given by
eqs. (74) and (75), determined in the case of a constant amplitude
perturbation. A third dashed gray reference lines shows 1/x.

which can be used to predict the behavior of stability in the
regimes k << kz and k >> kz .

The Long Wavelength Regime k << kz

In the first case, inserting the specific relation between k
and kz appropriate for this scenario (k = k2

zh1), the factor

k2

(k2 + k2
z)
≈ k2/k2

z

(k2/k2
z + 1)

≈ kh1

1 + kh1
(79)

which can be approximated by kh1 to lowest order. (Note
that in this regime, kzh1 << 1 and kh1 << 1.) The 2D
dispersion relation thus yields the instability condition

0 > κ2 − 2πGΣck + σ2
rk

2 + σ2
z

k

h1
(80)

where Σc = ρc
√

2πh for our unperturbed disk.
In the limit h1 >> h (or in the limit σz → 0), the fourth

term above

σ2
z

k

h1
=

√
8πGΣ

fg

(
h

h1

)
k (81)

and can be neglected, and the 2D dispersion relation is the
axisymmetric Lin-Shu dispersion relation, which can solved
under the condition ω2<0 for the onset of instability to ob-
tain the familiar requirement

k <
kT
2

[
1± (1−Q2

T )1/2
]

(82)

for unstable (growing) modes, in terms of

QT =
σrκ

πGΣ
(83)

and the wavenumber associated with the Toomre length

kT =
2πGΣ

σ2
r

. (84)

The inequality in eq. (82) gives us the well-known stability
condition QT > 1 that describes the suppression of long-
wavelength instabilities by rotation.

The threshold for stability is lowered when the disk is al-
lowed to have some thickness (or non-negligible σz), weak-
ening the perturbed gravitational force in the plane (e.g.
Toomre 1964; Jog & Solomon 1984; Ghosh & Jog 2021).
This is evident here by letting α > 0, or keeping all terms to
lowest order in h/h1, such that the condition for instability
becomes

0 > κ2 −
(

2πGΣc −
σ2
z

h1

)
k + σ2

rk
2 (85)

with the term in parentheses corresponding to weakened
self-gravity. This can be solved to yield

k <

[
kT
2
− α2

h1

]
(1±

√
1−QT,t) (86)

in terms of the thickened Q parameter

QT,t =
Q2
T(

1− α2

kTh1

)2 . (87)

In the limit α << (kTh1)1/2, eq. (91) implies that rotation
suppresses the growth of 3D perturbations above a threshold

QT =

(
1− α2

kTh1

)
(88)

in terms of the velocity anisotropy parameter α = σz/σr.
This is approximately QT = 1 − h/h1, since kT ≈√
π/2/h. Stability for a 3D disk with nearly isotropic ve-

locity dispersion is thus predicted to set in above a threshold
that is slightly lower than QT = 1.

Note that this constitutes a higher threshold than calcu-
lated for infinite perturbations in the same regime, for which
QT ≈ 2(γT )1/2(k/kz) ≈ (k/kz). This reflects the stronger
self-gravity associated with the slowly varying amplitudes in
the present case compared with fall-off required in the infi-
nite case.

In the opposite limit α >> kTh1, instability (which eq.
[91] implies would require QT,t < 0) is entirely suppressed
since QT,t is positive definite.
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The Short Wavelength Regime k >> kz

In the opposite regime where k >> kz = π/(2h1), the
2D dispersion relation implies that instability can occur as
long as

0 > κ2 − 4πGρck
2

k2 + k2
z

√
π

2
kzh+ σ2

rk
2 + σ2

zk
2
z (89)

or approximately

0 > κ2 − 2πGΣckz + σ2
rk

2 + σ2
zk

2
z (90)

to lowest order in kz/k.
This can be treated as a condition on kz (and h1) in a man-

ner that parallels the condition for Toomre instability, i.e.

kz <
kT
2

(1±
√

1−QT,ep) (91)

in terms of

QT,ep = Q2
T,z

(
1− σ2

rk
2

κ2

)
(92)

with QT,z = QT (σz/σr). This suggests the stability thresh-
old

QT,z =
1

1 + (Repk)2
(93)

in terms of the epicyclic radius Rep = σr/κ. When per-
turbations satisfy Repk << 1, the valid stability threshold
remains at QT,z ≈ QT = 1. In the limit h1 >> h, k in
this regime will indeed always be smaller 1/h, which can be
expected to be near 1/Rep.

3.4.2. h1/h << 1: The Mid-plane Dispersion Relation and
QM=1 Threshold

In the limit h1/h << 1, it is perhaps not surprising that
the 2D dispersion relation is identical to the dispersion rela-
tion very near the mid-plane calculated in § 2.3.3.

The Long Wavelength Regime k << kz

In the limit k << kz and h1 << h, instability is found to
require

0 > κ2 − 4πGρc + σ2
rk

2 + σ2
zk

2
z . (94)

adopting Fr(x) and Fr(x) appropriate for the present sce-
nario. This suggests the general condition

k2
S = k2 + k2

z < k2
J(1−QM ) (95)

when the velocity dispersion is isotropic, and a stability
threshold QM = 1.

More precisely, eq. (99) is quadratic in k and yields the
condition

k2
zh1 ≈ k < −

α2

2h1

(
1±

√
1−Q2D,mid

)
(96)

where the parameter

Q2D,mid =

(
2fgh1

αh

)2

(QM − 1). (97)

For this to yield a real solution for kz , Q2D,mid > 0, once
again yielding the stability threshold QM = 1.

The Short Wavelength Regime k >> kz

In the short limit k >> kz = π/(2h1),

0 > κ2− 4πGρck
2

k2 + k2
z

(π
2

)
+σ2

rk
2 +σ2

zk
2
z−

4πGρck
2
z

k2 + k2
z

. (98)

which is approximately

0 > κ2 − 4πGρc
π

2
+ σ2

rk
2 + σ2

zk
2
z . (99)

to lowest order in kz/k.
This yields the following condition on kz (or h1)

k2
z < k2

J

(π
2
−QM −QM (Repk)

2
)

(100)

suggesting the stablity threshold

QM =
π
2

1 + (Repk)
2 . (101)

Since k is not guaranteed to be smaller than 1/h (or Rep)
in the limit h1 << h, however, perturbations are easily sta-
bilized, with a stability threshold that is considerably lower
than QM = 1.

3.5. Summary

In the previous sections the stability threshold for 3D ro-
tating disks (above which disks are stabilized) was found
to be influenced by the presence of a vertical perturbation:
whether it has wave- or non-wave traits, how strongly the
amplitude varies, how far it extends in the vertical direc-
tion, and its relation to the scale height of the unperturbed
disk. Lower predictions for the threshold are a mark of sta-
bility (since the threshold is more easily surpassed), while
higher thresholds suggest that the disk is more unstable.
The reference adopted for this study is the overall threshold
κ2/πGρ̄ = 0.45 (near QT = 1) determined by GLB for sta-
bility out to z = ±∞ in the presence of a non-wave infinite
vertical perturbation that falls off with z like the unperturbed
disk density.
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For these infinite perturbations, adding phase variation
(wave-like behavior) as a rule reduces the self-gravity of the
perturbation and thus lowers the stability threshold (signify-
ing a more easily stabilized disk), although this is a negli-
gible change when k >> kz . The self-gravity can be in-
creased again (even with wave-like behavior) when the per-
turbation has a more slowly varying amplitude than infinite
perturbations and is also necessarily finite (so as to avoid
violating the requirement ρ1/ρ0 << 1). In this manner, fi-
nite but extended (h1/h >> 1) long-wavelength WKB per-
turbations are shown to have a higher threshold than when
they are infinite, with more rapidly varying amplitudes. The
The threshold in this case is exactly QT = 1, signifying
an increase back up near to the level κ2/πGρ̄ = 0.45. As
ever, though, allowing for non-negligible thickness lowers
this threshold (see § 3.4.1).

An even more consequential factor, capable of shifting the
stability threshold above QT ∼ 1 (or κ2/πGρ̄ = 0.45)
– and widening the avenue for instability – is the extent
of the perturbation and its relation to the scale height of
the unperturbed disk. This is a consequence of the sen-
sitivity of vertical stability to height above the mid-plane,
which was identified in the case of generic wave or non-
wave perturbations in § 2.3.3 using the 3D dispersion rela-
tion. As a rule, perturbations near the mid-plane or finite
(WKB) perturbations extending only out to h1 << h, are
subject to a stability threshold QM = 1 which corresponds
to QT = 2/(αf

1/2
g ) ≈ 2. As the perturbation vertically ex-

tends across more of the disk, its stability threshold is low-
ered back to QT ∼ 1.

In this light, disks are expected to be more stable to fea-
tures that pervade the entire vertical extent of the disk than
to perturbations local to the mid-plane. In other words, it
is harder to prevent fragmentation near the mid-plane at a
given QT than it is to stop the whole disk from becoming
unstable.

From this perspective, there are two stability regimes of
consequence for the appearance of disks. These are referred
to in what follows as either ‘partial 3D’, in which the radial
instability is localized around the mid-plane (but still limited
to scales larger than the Jeans length), subject to threshold
QM = 1, or ‘total 2D’, in which radial instability is present
throughout the entire vertical extent of the disk and the rele-
vant threshold is QT=1. The latter choice is meant to bring
to mind that QT = 1 is the threshold calculated for a 2D
disk with perturbation restricted to the plane.

4. THE ONSET OF PARTIAL 3D VS. TOTAL 2D
INSTABILITY

4.1. Overview

In the previous sections the 2D and 3D dispersion rela-
tions were used to show that there are two relevant thresh-

olds for describing 3D disk instability. The first threshold –
the Toomre threshold

QT ≡
σrκ

πGΣ
= 1

(see § 3.4.1) – applies to the disk’s total ability to destabilize,
across the entire disk out to z → ±∞. The second threshold

QM ≡
κ2

4πGρc
= 1

(see §§ 2.3.3 and §3.4.2) applies to the 3D instability at the
mid-plane, which more closely resembles Jeans instability
than Toomre instability.

Under most normal circumstances (adopting the typical
masses and rotational properties of disk galaxies; see e.g.
Meidt et al. 2018) the QM threshold that applies in 3D is
higher than the 2D Toomre QT threshold. The two addi-
tional degrees of freedom introduced by the vertical direc-
tion more than compensate for the stabilizing influence of
disk thickness, similar to the role that a secondary (stellar)
disk has been shown to play on gas stability (e.g. Kim &
Ostriker 2007). The difference in 2D and 3D thresholds sig-
nifies that fragmentation at the mid-plane should be possible
even where the Toomre threshold is surpassed.

Turbulent dissipation and cooling also favor gravitational
instability even where gas is Toomre stable (Gammie 2001;
Elmegreen 2011), i.e. once the gas velocity dispersion (and
pressure support) is lowered through turbulent dissipation.
The present work shows that (even without incorporating
dissipation or cooling), pressure forces can be overcome by
self-gravity preferentially at the disk mid-plane, where the
gas density is approximately constant in equilibrium.

Considering exclusively the basic equilibrium scenario
discussed in this work (ignoring cooling, turbulence dissi-
pation and magnetic forces), whether disk fragmentation is
ultimately a partial 3D or total 2D process can be expressed
in terms of the growth rates of perturbations and proximity
to the critical density associated with each stability thresh-
old, as discussed below.

Before proceeding, it is worth noting that the onset of in-
stability triggered by 3D perturbations is unaffected by a
(vertical) rotational lag in either the partial or total instabil-
ity regimes. Non-axisymmetry also does not alter theQM=1
threshold (Appendix 3.4.1), although it has been shown to
modestly increase the QT threshold (Lau & Bertin 1988;
Bertin et al. 1989; Griv & Gedalin 2012, Appendix 3.4.1)).
The increase is, however, substantially smaller than the in-
crease in the QT threshold represented by QM = 1. Indeed,
QT=1 is expected to remain valid in most scenarios with
m > 0 (Binney & Tremaine 1987).

4.2. The Critical Density
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Figure 3. Growth rates for 2D Toomre instabilities (dashed lines) and for 3D instabilities at the mid-plane (solid lines) in a fully self-gravitating
flattened disk (fg=1; left) and a weakly self-gravitating flattened disk (fg=0.5; right). The gray scaling of both sets of curves increases with
increasing QT (from 0 to 1). Curves with QT ≥1 are shown in red. As fg goes down, instabilities undergo faster growth on smaller scales at
fixed QT , making 3D fragmentation more prominent than 2D structures in weakly self-gravitating disks.

The molecular gas disks of nearby galaxies are observed
to sit near QT ∼2 (Leroy et al. 2008), placing them just at
the threshold for stability at the mid-plane, i.e. QM = 1.
In general, proximity to QM=1 depends on the degree of
self-gravitation; the more weakly self-gravitating the disk,
the quicker the QM=1 threshold is passed. Again letting
fg = ρ0/(ρ0 + ρb) in terms of the background density ρb,
then QM = κ2/(4πGρc) can be rewritten as

QM =
1

fg

(κ
ν

)2

(102)

where ν = 4πG(ρc+ρb). Considering that typically κ/ν ∼
0.5 in nearby star forming (disk) galaxies, then wherever the
gas fraction fg is below ∼0.25, QM will exceed unity. Thus
a background potential can be viewed as a source of stabil-
ity for any embedded disk, suppressing structures unless the
disk’s density is increased above a critical value

ρcrit = κ2/(4πG). (103)

This has also been discussed by Jog (2014), who empha-
sized that in weakly self-gravitating disks, rotation and
the epicyclic frequency κ are decoupled from the embed-
ded disks’s mass distribution (tracking instead the dominant
background distribution). This necessitates a comparable in-
crease in the local disk density for instability to occur.

In many disks, ρcrit is a lower threshold to pass than the
volume density associated with the Toomre critical density
Σcrit,T = σrκ/(πG) since

ρcrit = ρcrit,T
fgα

4
(104)

where ρcrit,T = Σcrit,T /(2h). This makes disk instability
easier near the mid-plane than overall.

4.3. Growth Rates

The closer molecular disks are to the critical density, the
lower QM and the more favorable they are to small-scale
Jeans-like 3D instabilities. The prominence of the structures
that result from this gravitational instability can be assessed
by considering the growth rates of different perturbations
over different scales, under a given set of conditions.

For 3D perturbations endemic to the mid-plane, growth
rates can be approximated as

ω2
3D/κ

2 ≈ 1− 4

Q2
T

1

fg
+

4

Q2
T

(
k

kT

)2

+
4

Q2
T

(
kz
kT

)2

(105)

taking ω2
min as the lower bound on ω2 and rewriting QM in

terms of QT . Here α is set to unity and m = 0 is adopted
for simplicity. The maximum growth rates at a given k are
associated with the largest vertical perturbations kz << kT ,
as exclusively considered below.

Under the same conditions (m = 0, α = 1 and using that
QM = α2Q2

T fg/4), the growth rates of 2D perturbations
predicted by the Lin-Shu dispersion relation can be written
as

ω2
2D/κ

2 ≈ 1− 4

Q2
T

(
k

kT

)
+

4

Q2
T

(
k

kT

)2

. (106)

Note that neither this expression or eq. (105) is expected
to be valid when k is small, since both are derived assum-



18

ing kR >> 1 (Binney & Tremaine 2008). These expres-
sions also only apply to the fastest growing perturbations
with negligible vertical rotational lag (see Appendix A). The
growth rates of tightly-wound non-axisymmetric m 6= 0 in-
stabilities (estimated in Appendix 3.4.1) are similar.

Figure 3 compares the growth rates Re(iω) of instabilities
on different scales in the partial 3D and total 2D regimes.
Perturbations have mostly comparable growth rates in the
two regimes over the entire range in k. But there is a sce-
nario signified by QT > 1 in which only 3D perturbations
at the mid-plane can grow, demarcated by the red curves.
Like the growth in the 2D regime, 3D growth appears every-
where above the Jeans scale. But, under certain conditions,
this growth can occur below kT , as illustrated in the right
panel of the figure. These are situations where the disk is
only weakly self-gravitating (fg < 1), and the Jeans length
exceeds the scale height (since λJ = h/fg). In these cases,
3D instabilities are still able to occur on small scales, closer
to h and λJ than λT . Embedding the gas disk in a dom-
inant external potential therefore does not suppress small
scale structure. It may even favor vertical perturbations of
the kind adopted in this work.

Another characteristic of 3D mid-plane instability in the
low-fg scenario is faster growth at fixed QT than when
fg=1. This can make weakly self-gravitating disks more
prone to 3D mid-plane instabilities than 2D instabilities.
Since QT increases as fg decreases (and equilibrium veloc-
ity dispersions reflect more and more the background poten-
tial), a givenQT corresponds to a lowerQM as fg decreases.
The result is faster growth on smaller scales.

4.4. Discussion

4.4.1. Molecular Clouds as Instabilities

The modified criterion presented here applies to axisym-
metric (m=0) ring instabilities and non-axisymmetric insta-
bilities (Appendix 3.4.1). It should thus provide a useful
diagnostic for the development of the rich small scale struc-
ture observed in gas disks, in much the same way that the
axisymmetric Toomre criterion serves as a gauge of stability
in general, including to non-axisymmetric stability.

Indeed, following Wang & Silk (1994), the growth rates of
3D instabilities in Figure 3 provide an estimate for the cloud
formation rate. Given the properties of molecular disks and
stellar disks in nearby galaxies, fg ≈ 0.5 (see e.g. Sun et al.
2020; Meidt et al. 2021) and eq. (105) predicts that clouds
and cloud complexes can form rapidly, at a rate∼ 2κ or with
a characteristic formation timescale of ∼ torb/3.

A prerequisite for the growth of any cloud structures is
still the availability of vertical seed perturbations. Gas disks
embedded in thicker gas and stellar disks would seem to
readily encounter such perturbations, which might take the
form of stellar bar and spiral arms or stellar overdensities,

in general (including stellar clusters), phase transitions, and
pockets of gas that participate in the disk-halo flow or re-
spond to triggers originating internal or external to the disk.
The multi-scale impact of feedback from star formation can
also be envisioned as prompting perturbations at or near
the mid-plane and beyond (e.g. Kim, Kim & Ostriker et al.
2020).

4.4.2. Instabilities in Numerical Simulations

In principle, existing realistic multi-phase 3D numerical
disk simulations (as opposed to razor-thin models) should al-
ready capture the 3D disk instability described in this work,
although it may be easiest to recognize in the absence of,
e.g., a fixed spiral pattern and when controlling for mag-
netic forces (not included in the present calculation). These
are important factors for cloud formation via collisions, the
wiggle instability and magneto-Jeans instability instability,
for example (Elmegreen 1987; Wada & Koda 2004; Kim &
Ostriker 2006; Dobbs et al. 2014).

Cloud formation through gravitational instabilities as-
sisted by turbulence dissipation and/or cooling (e.g. Gam-
mie 1996; Elmegreen 2011) is also in principle recoverable
in modern 3D numerical simulations, but it may be distin-
guishable from 3D disk fragmentation as it would not nec-
essarily favor regulation to a particular QT value. From the
perspective adopted in this work, the more profound conse-
quence of the turbulent nature of molecular gas is to allow
the deep interiors of the pressure-supported cloud fragments
formed via 3D instability to collapse into the dense cores
that go on to form stars, as proposed by Krumholz & Mc-
Kee (2005) (see also Padoan & Nordlund 2011; Federrath &
Klessen 2012).

4.4.3. Instabilities in Stellar Disks

To the extent that the dynamics of stellar disks can be rep-
resented by fluid mechanics (e.g. Jog & Solomon 1984), the
modified stability criterion derived here has implications for
their stability and structure as well. A source of 3D pertur-
bations with kzh . 1 may be less obvious than in the case
of molecular gas disks, though (except in exceptional cases,
like interactions), so even if locally QM < 1, fragmentation
near the disk scale height is not guaranteed. Still, it may
be interesting that the stellar component of nearby galaxies
has been measured to have QT & 2 (Bottema 1993; Kregel
& van der Kruit 2005; Westfall et al. 2014) and some nu-
merical simulations suggest that fragmentation is suppressed
only once similar values are reached (see Griv & Gedalin
2012, and references therein).

In this context, it is notable that for self-gravitating sys-
tems, the QM stability threshold is equivalent to a con-
straint on geometry. The epicyclic frequency can be writ-
ten as κ2 ≈ 2V 2

c /R
2 = (2/3)4πGρsphere in terms of

the circular velocity Vc and the volume density ρsphere
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that would be equivalent to arranging all the mass internal
to R in a sphere. The flatter the arrangement, the lower
QM = (2/3)ρsphere/ρ0, thus indicating a preference for
instability and fragmentation in flatter, disk-like geometries.

5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

This paper examines the stability of disks to a diversity of
3D perturbations, with the aim of describing situations apart
from the Lin-Shu density wave scenario in which the waves
are confined to an infinitely thin disk. The chosen perturba-
tions are meant to roughly represent the impact of events and
processes taking place within gas disks as a consequence of
their thickness and the fact that they are themselves i/ em-
bedded within more extended gas and stellar disks and ii/
subject to on-going events like phase transitions and feed-
back from star formation.

For the equilibrium disks under consideration (wherein
pressure and gravity are the two most important factors, ne-
glecting cooling, dissipation and magnetic forces), the inclu-
sion of a vertical perturbation is found to be consequential.
This is fully characterized using the 3D dispersion relation
(§ 2.3), which is shown to encode variations in disk stability
with height above the mid-plane (§ 2.3.1). This applies re-
gardless of the chosen vertical form of the perturbation: with
or without periodic (wave) components and either extending
to infinity (as treated by GLB) or to a finite height above the
mid-plane (and treatable with the WKB approximation).

Near the mid-plane, in particular, where the unperturbed
gas density is overall roughly constant, instability is found
to proceed in a manner that is more Jeans-like than Toomre-
like. The onset of instability in this scenario is restricted to
scales larger than the effective Jeans length (in the presence
of thermal and non-thermal motions) in both the radial and
vertical directions. The instability is moreover subject to a
modified threshold QM = κ2/(4πGρc) = 1, or roughly
QT = 2, in terms of the Toomre QT , the radial epicyclic
frequency κ and the gas volume density ρc at z = 0. This
applies in the presence of a rotational lag (Appendix A) or
non-axisymmetry in the plane (Appendix B).

At locations well beyond a disk scale height h, however,
the 3D dispersion relation describes characteristic stability.
This leads the total disk to be stabilized at a lower overall
threshold than found endemic to the mid-plane. The lowered
threshold is, namely, the threshold obtained from the 2D dis-
persion relation (§ 3), which is either κ2/(4πGρc) ≈ 0.3, as
determined by GLB in the case of infinitely extended non-
periodic vertical perturbations (§ 3.2), or the Toomre thresh-
old QT = 1 obtained in this work using coupled radial and
vertical wave perturbations in the limit of negligible disk
scale height h (§ 3.4).

The difference in the thresholds for partial and total 3D
instability indicate that disks may be able to fragment at their
mid-planes (above the Jeans length) even where the Toomre
threshold is surpassed, as long as QM < 1. The instabilities
that are seeded at the mid-plane grow rapidly, comparable to
Toomre instabilities, and with characterstic scales near the
disk scale height in most scenarios of interest. If we equate
the formed fragments with molecular clouds stabilized from
within by gas pressure, their formation is predicted to be
fast, with a rate of approximately 2κ and thus a characteristic
timescale of roughly torb/3 (given the properties of nearby
galaxy disks). This would make cloud formation compatible
with fast destruction by early stellar feedback (Elmegreen
2011; MacLow, Burkert & Ibanez-Mejia 2017).

Overall, considering the possibility of a broad variety of
perturbations, the results of this study imply that pervasive
gravitational instability is a characteristic of gas disks (see
also Elmegreen 2011), responsible for their rich multi-scale
structure, the efficient conversion of ordered motion into
turbulent motion and ultimately star formation.

Many thanks to the referee for a constructive, detailed re-
view of the paper. Thanks also to Arjen van der Wel and the
members of the PHANGS (http://phangs.org) ‘Large-scale
Dynamics Processes’ Science Working Group for their feed-
back.

APPENDIX

A. THE IMPACT OF A ROTATIONAL LAG ON THE
CONDITIONS FOR INSTABILITY

The main text exclusively considers perturbations for
which the effect of a rotational lag is negligible. Here pre-
cise bounds on the perturbations that meet this criterion are
determined at the mid-plane from the 3D dispersion relation
and overall from the 2D dispersion relation.

For this calculation, the rotational lag in the perturbed ra-
dial velocity, which is proportional to

dVc
dz

= − 1

2Ω

d

dz

dΦ

dr
(A1)

(since dV 2
c /dz = 2VcdV c/dz = d(−RdΦ/dR)/dz), is re-

tained and evaluated assuming that the potential is a separa-
ble function of z and R. In this case, assuming that the disk
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is weakly self-gravitating and embedded in a background
distribution with approximately constant density ρb, then

d

dz

dΦ0

dR
= z

dν2

dR
≡ z ν

2

Rν
(A2)

where dΦ0/dz = ν2z, ν2 = 4πGρb and Rν is defined as
the scale length of the variation in ν2 with radius.

A.1. At the Mid-plane

Consider a perturbation that is WKB-like at the mid-plane.
With the rotational lag term included, the continuity equa-
tion becomes

0 = (−ω +mΩ)ρ1 +
(−ω +mΩ)

∆
Cr

+
ν2Lz

∆(−ω +mΩ)
(A3)

+
Cz

(−ω +mΩ)
(A4)

substituting in the expression for vz,1 and setting

Cr =

(
−4πGρ1ρ0

k2 + k2
z

+ ρ1σz

)
k2 (A5)

and

Lz = −kkz
z

Rp

(
−4πGρ1ρ0

k2 + k2
z

+ ρ1σz

)
. (A6)

The 3D dispersion relation is again quadratic in ω2 (as in
§ 2.3.3), now with solution

ω2 =
ω2
min

2

(
1±

√
1 + 4

ν2Lz + Czκ2

ω4
min

)
(A7)

in terms of ω2
min defined in the main text. Instability can

thus identified once again from ω2
min < 0, yielding an iden-

tical stability threshold as determined in the absence of a ro-
tation lag. However, now the condition (Czκ

2 + ν2Lz) > 0

must also be met. This yields a condition on kz for insta-
bility (substituting in the expression for Lz defined in eq.
[A6]), i.e.

ρ1κ
2k2
z

(
−4πGρ0

k2 + k2
z

+ σ2
z

)
> −kkz

z

Rν
ρ1ν

2

(
−4πGρ0

k2 + k2
z

+ σ2
z

)
(A8)

or

kz > kz
ν2

κ2

1

R0
(A9)

where Rν is approximated as −R0 assuming that back-
ground density falls off approximately exponentially with
scale length R0.

The above condition is most easily met precisely at the
mid-plane (z = 0) with vanishing rotational lag. Elsewhere,
it adds a negligible constraint when the background density
distribution is a slowly decreasing function of R such that
kR0 >> 1, as it is indeed assumed when invoking the WKB
approximation in the radial direction.

At a small distance z above the above the mid-plane, eq.
(A9) can be used to place a condition on k, given an acces-
sory requirement kzh << 1, i.e.

k <
1

h

R0

z

κ2

ν2
. (A10)

A rotational lag thus places a height-dependent minimum on
the wavelength of the radial perturbations that can lead to in-
stability, adding together with the condition on k determined
from identifying when ω2

min < 0. The latter is the stronger
constraint assuming 1/Rν is indeed small.

Notice that, according to eq. (A7), the growth rates of per-
turbations can be slowed in the presence of a rotational lag,
depending on vertical stability. Wherever Cz > 0 and the
vertical direction is unstable, Lz < 0. As the lag term |Lz|
increases, ω2 decreases until the point Lz > −Czκ2/ν2

and real solutions are no longer permitted. For very large
dVc/dz, our adopted 3D WKB perturbations would no
longer satisfy the equations of motion. Indeed, for large
enough |Lz|, the perturbed radial velocity in eq. (17) is
dominated less by self-gravity (and pressure) and more by
the outward motion associated with moving up in the weak-
ening potential.

A.2. In the Overall Disk

The z-dependence of the lag term Lz in the previous sec-
tion gives a non-negligible rotational lag very little influence
on the overall stability of the disk, since∫ ∞

−∞
ν2Lzdz = 0 (A11)

and ∫ h1

−h1

ν2Lzdz ≈ 0 (A12)

for either h1 >> h or for h1 << h. Thus, the lag term drops
from the 2D dispersion relation for infinite wave and non-
wave perturbations and for all finite WKB perturbations,
leaving the stability conditions exactly as determined in §
3.

Indeed, the variation in κ with height above the mid-plane
implied by the presence of a rotational lag introduces negli-
gible change in the overall stability threshold in these cases.
As an illustration, take κ =

√
2Ω in the flat part of the rota-

tion curve, which implies
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dκ2

dz
= 2
√

2
Ω

R

dVc
dR

(A13)

≈
√

2

R

d

dR
ν2z (A14)

from which it can be estimated that

κ2(z) =κ2(z = 0) +

∫
dκ2

dz
dz (A15)

=κ2(z = 0)−
√

2

R

z2

2

ν2

R0
(A16)

with R0 as used in the previous section. In this case, the
perturbation-weighted κ2 that would appear in the 2D dis-
persion relation is

κ̄2 =

∫∞
−∞ κ2(z)ρ1dz∫∞
−∞ ρ1dz

(A17)

=κ2(z = 0)− h2ν2

√
2RR0

(A18)

=κ2(z = 0)− σ2

√
2RR0

(A19)

The first term by far dominates in the gas disks of nearby
galaxies since Vc >> σ. Even in extremely puffy disks with
Vc/σ=2, κ̄2 easily remains within a factor of 2 of κ2(z = 0)

within 4R0. (Note, though, that such puffy-disk scenarios
are unlikely a good match for the weakly-self-gravitating as-
sumption adopted for this approximation.)

B. STABILITY OF (LESS) TIGHTLY-WOUND
NON-AXISYMMETRIC PERTURBATIONS

In this section we appeal to linear theory to examine the
stability of disks to non-axisymmetric (m 6=0) perturbations
as considered by Goldreich & Lynden-Bell (1965b); Julian
& Toomre (1966); Lau & Bertin (1988); Bertin et al. (1989);
Griv & Gedalin (2012). Introducing the azimuthal forces
associated with these perturbations involves a weakening of
the requirement that kR >> 1 normally adopted with the
WKB approximation. The result is a picture of the desta-
bilizing influence of azimuthal forces that lead to growth,
in the manner ultimately described by swing amplification
(Goldreich & Lynden-Bell 1965b; Julian & Toomre 1966;
Toomre 1981). A basic diagnostic of this behavior is an in-
crease in the QT threshold for stability, as shown in a num-
ber of studies. In order to compare this change to the in-
crease from QT=1 to QT = 2/(αf

1/2
g ) predicted endemic

to the mid-plane (§§ 2.3.3 and 3.4.2) the calculation of QT
form > 0 is reproduced here, adopting the 3D perturbations
and framework described in the main text.

The first steps involve substituting the full expressions for
vr,1 and vθ,1 in eqs. (17) and (18) into the continuity equa-
tion (eq.[23]). Here, the perturbed pressure term is written
in terms of the enthalpy η1, i.e. setting η1 = σ2ρ1/ρ0.

0 =−(ω −mΩ)
ρ1

ρ0

− (Φ1 + η1)

∆

[
(ω −mΩ)k2 +

2mΩ

R2

(
1 +R

∂ ln Σ0

∂R

)
+ 2m

dΩ

dR
+ i

k

R
(ω −mΩ)

(
1 +R

∂ ln Σ0

∂R

)
− i k

R
2mΩ

]
− (Φ1 + η1)

∆

[m2

R2
(ω −mΩ)− 2iBk2

]
+

Cz
ρ0(−ω +mΩ)

(B20)

where the second and third terms originate with the radial
and azimuthal components of the velocity, respectively. The
rotational lag terms have been neglected (see Appendix A).

From this point, Lau & Bertin (1988) argue that that the
out-of-phase terms arising with the in-plane imaginary parts
of eq. (B20) are not important for stability and growth and
can be neglected. The continuity equation thus becomes

0 =
ρ1

ρ0
∆ +

(
k2 +

m2

R2

)
(Φ1 + h1)

+

[
2m

Ω

R(ω −mΩ)

(
d ln Ω

dR
− d ln Σ0

dR

)]
(Φ1 + η1)

+
∆Cz

ρ0(−ω +mΩ)2
(B21)

Another simplification involves continuing to require that
the characteristic scale of variation in the perturbation’s am-
plitude is small compared to 1/k and tied to the unperturbed
disk. Following Morozov (1985), then, we assume kL >> 1

where L = min(|d ln Ω/dR|−1, |d ln Σ0/dR|−1), such that
the term in square brackets can be neglected.

Before examining the 3D dispersion relation at the mid-
plane in § B.2, for reference 2D dispersion relation derived
by adopting a delta function perturbation ρ1 = Σ1δ(z) is
first presented below. In this case it is typical to let Φ1 =

(2πGΣ1/k)e−kz (see BT), neglecting disk thickness.

B.1. 2D Stability using Delta Function Perturbations

In the absence of perturbation that entails explicit vertical
motion, integration of the continuity equation yields the 2D
dispersion relation

(ω −mΩ)2 = κ2 +

(
−2πGΣ0

k
+ σ2

r

)(
k2 +

m2

R2

)
.

(B22)



22

Now with the requirement (ω −mΩ)2 < 0 sufficient for
identifying the condition ω2 < 0 for growth, the conditions
on k for instability can be identified from

κ2 − 2πGΣ0k

(
1 +

m2

k2R2

)
+ σ2

rk
2

(
1 +

m2

k2R2

)
< 0.

(B23)
At this stage, it is typical to effectively assume that the

pitch angle ip of the perturbation is unvarying, such that the
quantity m2/(kR)2 = tan2 ip is roughly constant. Thus eq.
(B23) can be easily solved for k, i.e.

k <
πGΣ0

σ2
r

1±

(
1− Q2

T(
1 + tan2(ip)

))1/2
 (B24)

yielding the stability criterion

QT >
(
1 + tan2(ip)

)1/2
. (B25)

This is identical to the QT threshold derived by Griv &
Gedalin (2012) to lowest order in m2/(kR)2 in the case
of a flat rotation curve. (Note that eq. (B23) in the limit
kR << m to lowest order in k implies that the disk is al-
ways unstable and there is noQT threshold for exceptionally
loose perturbations.)

Eq. (B25) is also equivalent to the change in QT thresh-
old found in the presence of non-axisymmetric structure by
Lau & Bertin (1988) (and Bertin et al. 1989) when substitut-
ing the value of k associated with the most unstable mode,
i.e k = 2πGΣ0/σ

2
r = 2κ/(QTσr). In this case, stability

requires

QT >

(
1 +

m2σ2
r

4κ2R2

)1/2

(B26)

to lowest order in 1/(κR) or

QT >

(
1 +

m2σ2
r

8V 2
c

)1/2

(B27)

when the rotation curve is flat and κ =
√

2Vc/R.
The QT threshold is thus generally raised for tightly

wound non-axisymmetric structures. However, the in-
crease estimated here is negligible for most scenarios, and
the QT=1 threshold mostly remains accurate (Binney &

Tremaine 1987). In the stellar disks of nearby galaxies with
σr/Vc ∼ 0.2 or lower, the change to the QT threshold is
only appreciable for the very loosest perturbations (QT.1.2
for all m < 10). In gas disks with even lower σr/Vc . 0.1,
the stability threshold is raised toQT ∼ 1.5 only form & 30

(although eq. (B25) looses its accuracy for such loose per-
turbations.)

B.2. 3D (In)stability at the Mid-plane

Now consider a 3D perturbation that is WKB-like near the
mid-plane with non-axisymmetry in the plane such that

Φ1 =
4πGρ1

k2 + m2

R2 + k2
z

. (B28)

(from Poisson’s equation). Now substituting in eq. (40) into
eq. (B21), the 3D dispersion relation is once quadratic in ω2,
but now with the addition of the in-plane non-axisymmetric
terms. Following the arguments in § 2.3.3, the condition for
instability in this case becomes

0>κ2 +

(
− 4πGρ0

k2 + m2

R2 + k2
z

+ σ2

)(
k2 +

m2

R2

)

+

(
− 4πGρ0

k2 + m2

R2 + k2
z

+ σ2

)
k2
z (B29)

or

0 > κ2 − 4πGρ0 + σ2
rk

2 + σ2
r

m2

R2
+ σ2

zk
2
z . (B30)

Once again adopting the assumption of a fixed pitch angle,
instabillity is possible as long as

k2 <
k2
J(1−QM − k2

zh
2)(

1 + tan2 (ip)
) (B31)

provided that QM < 1 in the limit kzh << 1.
Dropping the fixed ip assumption in practice yields a sim-

ilar QM threshold. Instability would proceed where

k2 < k2
J(1−QM − k2

zh
2)− m2

R2
(B32)

suggesting the stability threshold QM = 1 −m2h2/R2 (in
the limit kzh << 1), which is equivalent to QM ≈ 1 for
thin gas disks. The introduction of non-axisymmetry is thus
of negligible impact on the mid-plane stability threshold.
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