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ABSTRACT
Numerical simulations have shown the occurence of a scenario termed ”super-competitive
accretion”, a term that describes a situation where only the central few objects grow super-
massive while a larger number of stars compete for the reservoir, with significant accretion
flows of & 0.1M� yr−1. This scenario particularly implies that the presence of fragmentation
will not necessarily impeed the formation of a central massive object. We here explore this
phenomenon using analytical estimates for growth via collisions and accretion, considering
accretion due to self-gravity as well as Bondi-Hoyle accretion. Particularly, we explore under
what conditions the accretion onto the central massive object breaks down, and derive a cri-
terion that depends on the mass of the most massive object and the mass in fragments. For
compact clusters with sizes about 0.1 pc, we further find that the mass growth by collisions is
comparable to the growth via accretion. Our results are validated through the comparison with
numerical simulations, and we overall conclude that super-competitive accretion is a valid
mechanism for the formation of very massive objects in the early Universe.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Several different physical origins have been proposed for the first
supermassive black holes that have been observed at high redshift
(e.g. Fan et al. 2006; Wu et al. 2015; Bañados et al. 2018; Inayoshi
et al. 2020). A possible one is based on the remnants of the first stars,
which have been proposed to be quitemassivewith∼ 100−1000M�
particularly in early investigations (e.g. Abel et al. 2002; Bromm
et al. 2002). More recent results indicate that, while very likely the
masses are enhanced compared to present-day star formation due to
the higher temperatures in the clouds, fragmentation is nevertheless
expected to be relevant and should lead to lower masses by at least
an order of magnitude (Clark et al. 2008, 2011; Greif et al. 2011;
Susa et al. 2014; Riaz et al. 2018).

Another well-known scenario for the origin of supermassive
black holes is based on direct collapse, i.e. the idea that a massive
gas cloud will collapse into one single or at most of a few central
objects. This idea has been examined analytically by Koushiappas
et al. (2004) and Begelman & Shlosman (2009) considering angu-
lar momentum transfer via gravitational torques. Bromm & Loeb
(2003) explored this possibility via numerical simulations, showing
the need to suppress molecular hydrogen cooling to form very mas-
sive central objects (see also Schleicher et al. 2010, for a discussion
of relevant cooling mechanisms). Even in the very favorable case
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where cooling is only due to atomic hydrogen cooling, Latif et al.
(2013) have shown that fragmentation cannot be fully avoided, but
frequently at least two or three clumps will form on the character-
istic timescale of the central accretion disk. However, suppressing
the formation of molecular hydrogen is very difficult. The first esti-
mates based on numerical 3D simulations were provided by Shang
et al. (2010), and Wolcott-Green et al. (2011) employed radiation-
transport calculations to study the self-shielding of molecular hy-
drogen in protogalactic halos. Regan et al. (2014) have shown how
the anisotropy of the radiation field in case of realistic radiation
transport increases the required strength of the radiation field. Sug-
imura et al. (2014) and Agarwal & Khochfar (2015) have shown
via one-zone models that very strong external radiation fields are
required when adopting realistic spectra to fully suppress H2 forma-
tion. This effect is further enhanced in 3D simulations (Latif et al.
2015), where the virialization shock in the atomic cooling halo in-
creases the abundance of free electrons and thus stimulates the H2
formation.

In the presence of heavy elements or dust grains, fragmentation
is expected to be further enhanced. This should lead to the formation
of a dense cluster in the center of the halo (Omukai et al. 2008),
where a massive black hole could form as a result of collisions
between the protostars (see also semi-analyticalwork byDevecchi&
Volonteri 2009). This collision-based scenario was further explored
in cosmological simulations by Katz et al. (2015) and via N-body
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2 Schleicher et al.

simulations by Sakurai et al. (2017), Reinoso et al. (2018, 2020)
and Vergara et al. (2021).

Of course, in realistic scenarios, black hole formation is un-
likely to be only due to gas-dynamical or collision-based scenarios.
On the one hand, gas-dynamical scenarios are likely to give rise to
fragmentation and at least a temporary formation of clumps (see e.g.
Grete et al. 2019; Suazo et al. 2019). This by itself is not necessarily
a problem, as gravitational torques can still lead to the merger of
fragments with the central object (Inayoshi & Haiman 2014; Latif
& Schleicher 2015). The high protostellar accretion rates in pri-
mordial gas typically also give rise to enhanced protostellar radii
(e.g. Hosokawa et al. 2013; Schleicher et al. 2013; Haemmerlé et al.
2018, 2019, 2021), which will enhance the probability for colli-
sions. Boekholt et al. (2018) explored the interplay of accretion and
collisions using simplified models of the gas dynamics, showing
that in such cases, central massive objects with up to 105 M� could
be produced. These simulations were extended by Alister Seguel
et al. (2020) considering the mass loss during collisions of proto-
stars, showing that the latter leads to a maximum mass of the order
104−105M� . A semi-analytic model for the formation of verymas-
sive objects via stellar bombardment and accretion was presented by
Tagawa et al. (2020). Das et al. (2021) pursued a systematic study to
explore how different recipes for the accretion affect the probability
of collisions, showing the collision probability to be enhanced in
the presence of accretion, as the mass and the linear momentum of
protostars are no longer conserved.

Meanwhile, Chon & Omukai (2020) presented numerical sim-
ulations including dust cooling, in which fragments form, while the
central massive object continues to accrete very efficiently; lead-
ing to a scenario termed "super-competitive accretion", where a
few central objects grow supermassive while a larger number of
fragments competes for the gas. The importance and potentially
strong effect of gas inflows into nuclear star clusters has also been
stressed by Lupi et al. (2014), and more recently Kroupa et al.
(2020). Analytically, Schleicher et al. (2022) investigated the for-
mation of massive objects in metal-poor clusters due to collisions
and accretion, including the limitations due to radiative feedback. In
principle, such scenarios need to be contrasted with the possibility
of fragmentation-induced starvation (Peters et al. 2010), as in case
of sufficient fragmentation around a massive object, the gas may be
accreted onto the fragments and no longer reach the massive object.
An illustration comparing the super-competitive accretion scenario
and the fragmentation-induced starvation scenario is given in Fig. 1.

The increasing importance of black hole formation scenarios
where very massive objects form at very low metallicities, poten-
tially due to a hybrid scenario based on accretion and collisions,
have become apparent in particular through the statistical investiga-
tions by Sassano et al. (2021) and Trinca et al. (2022) with respect
to the resulting black hole population. They find in particular that
the formation of supermassive black holes becomes significantly
more feasible if massive black hole seeds can form under condi-
tions of very low but non-zero metallicity. In this range, we would
normally expect fragmentation to occur, but the fragments may still
merge and/or accrete fast, as proposed e.g. in the super-competitive
accretion scenario.

For these reasons, it is very important to understand further the
conditions under which this phenomenon may occur. In this paper,
we present an analytical assessment of the conditions that may give
rise to super-competitive accretion and assess also the potential for a
significant growth via collisions.Wewill further review the possible
contributions of accretion and collisions based on analytical esti-
mates. Our analytical estimates are given in section 2. A quantitative

comparison of these rates to distinguish the relevant regimes and
compare with simulations from the literature is presented in section
3. Our main results are summarized and discussed in section 4.

2 MASS GROWTH VIA COLLISIONS VERSUS
ACCRETION

In this section, we provide the theoretical basis to analyze the growth
of the central massive object via collisions and accretion. In subsec-
tion 2.1, we introduce the framework to estimate themass growth via
collisions. Subsection 2.2 provides the formalism to assess growth
via Bondi accretion and as a result of the self-gravity of the gas.
Preliminary estimates on the expected effects and an assessment of
the conditions that allow for super-competitive accretion is provided
in subsection 2.3.

2.1 Mass growth via collisions

Following Leigh et al. (2017), the timescale for collisions with the
most massive object can be evaluated as

𝑡coll =
𝐺3𝑀1/2�̄�𝑀13/2

𝑐𝑙

12
√
2𝑚3/2∗ 𝑁 (𝑅MMO + 𝑅∗)2 |𝐸 |7/2

, (1)

where 𝐺 is the gravitational constant, 𝑀 the mass of the most
massive object, �̄� the average mass of all particles including the
most massive object, 𝑀𝑐𝑙 the stellar mass of the cluster, 𝑚∗ the
average mass of the stars (not considering the most massive object),
𝑁 the number of stars, 𝑅MMO the radius of the most massive object,
and 𝑅∗ the average stellar radius. |𝐸 | refers to the total energy of the
stars in the cluster, which we evaluate using the virial theorem as

|𝐸 | = 𝐺𝑀tot𝑀𝑐𝑙

2𝑅𝑐𝑙
, (2)

with 𝑅𝑐𝑙 the radius of the cluster and 𝑀tot = 𝑀𝑐𝑙 + 𝑀𝑔, with 𝑀𝑔

the gas mass of the cluster.
The mass growth via collisions can then be estimated as

¤𝑀coll =
𝑚∗
𝑡coll

. (3)

2.2 Mass growth via accretion

The mass growth via accretion depends on the accretion rate. We
will in the following consider accretion rates for different physical
situations.

2.2.1 Accretion due to self-gravity

If the self-gravity of the gas dominates in the cluster, the corre-
sponding critical mass scale, the Jeans mass, is given as

𝑀𝐽 =

(
4𝜋𝜌
3

)−1/2 (
5𝑘𝐵𝑇
2`𝐺𝑚𝑝

)3/2
, (4)

with 𝜌 the gas density, 𝑘𝐵 the Boltzmann constant, 𝑇 the temper-
ature, ` the mean molecular weight and 𝑚𝑝 the proton mass. The
free-fall time of the gas is given as

𝑡 𝑓 𝑓 =

√︄
3𝜋
32𝐺𝜌

. (5)
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Super-competitive accretion 3

Figure 1. Illustration of super-competitive accretion (left) vs fragmentation-driven starvation (right). In the first case, accretion onto the central massive object
continues in spite of the presence of other clumps. In the second case, the accretion onto such clumps becomes a limiting factor and prevents further growth of
the central massive object.

The mass accretion rate if regulated via self-gravitating inflows is
then given as

¤𝑀𝑠𝑔 =
𝑀𝐽

𝑡 𝑓 𝑓
=
2
𝜋

√
2𝐺

(
5𝑘𝐵𝑇
2`𝐺𝑚𝑝

)3/2
. (6)

2.2.2 Bondi-Hoyle accretion

If the gravitational potential is dominated by themostmassive object
and the self-gravity of the gas can be neglected, the accretion rate
is given by Bondi-Hoyle accretion as

¤𝑀𝐵𝐻 =
4𝜋𝐺2𝑀2𝜌(
𝑉2 + 𝑐2𝑠

)3/2 , (7)

where 𝑉 is the velocity of the most massive object relative to the
gas, and 𝑐𝑠 the sound speed of the gas, which can be evaluated as

𝑐𝑠 =

√︄
𝛾𝑘𝐵𝑇

`𝑚𝑝
, (8)

with 𝛾 the adiabatic index of the gas. In the limit where the velocity
of the most massive object can be negleected compared to the sound
speed, we then obtain

¤𝑀𝐵𝐻 = 4𝜋𝐺2𝑀2𝜌
(
`𝑚𝑝

𝛾𝑘𝐵𝑇

)3/2
. (9)

2.3 Preliminary estimates

We assess here the relative importance of the different accretion
rates as well as concerning the relative importance of accretion and
collisions.

2.3.1 Self-gravity regulation versus Bondi-Hoyle accretion

We first aim to understand when the accretion rate due to self-
gravitating inflows dominates over the Bondi-Hoyle accretion rate.

We assume that the central object is approximately at rest, i.e.𝑉 ∼ 0.
Requiring that the accretion rate due to self-gravity, Eq. 6, is larger
than the Bondi-Hoyle rate, Eq. 7, and expressing the sound speed
via Eq. 8 implies that

𝑀2𝜌 <
1

2
√
2𝜋2𝐺3

√︁
5𝛾
3
(
𝑘𝐵𝑇

`𝑚𝑝

)3
∼ 1.1×1044𝑔3 cm−3

(√
𝛾𝑇/𝐾
`

)3
.

(10)

In astrophysical units, this implies that(
𝑀

𝑀�

)2 (
𝜌

3.3 × 10−18 g cm−3

)
<

(√
𝛾

`

𝑇

50 K

)3
. (11)

Provided that there is a sufficient gas reservoir, it is thus plau-
sible that the accretion rate due to self-gravity will dominate at
least in the beginning, when the density and the mass of the central
object is sufficiently low. The temperature of the gas provides a rel-
evant uncertainty, but even in the presence of efficient cooling via
dust grains, a minimum temperature is provided by the cosmic mi-
crowave background, which we estimate to be of order 50 K in the
high-redshift Universe. This means that self-gravity may initially
regulate the inflow of the gas even at densities of ∼ 10−17 g cm−3,
as long as the protostellar masses are less than a solar mass. In prin-
ciple in the context of the formation of massive objects, it is then
clear that accretion via self-gravity may occur at the earliest stages,
while then subsequently Bondi-Hoyle accretion should be expected
to take over.

2.3.2 Competition between different objects

From theBondi-Hoyle estimate, onewould thus expect Bondi-Hoyle
accretion onto the central object to be the dominant process after
an initial period. This could however be avoided if the mass inflow
to the central region would be preferentially accreted onto other
objects, so that simply not even gas would be available for maintaing
a Bondi-Hoyle rate. We assume here that we have 𝑁 fragments with
an average mass 𝑀 𝑓 and a velocity dispersion 𝑣 𝑓 , while the central

MNRAS 000, 1–9 (2015)



4 Schleicher et al.

object has mass𝑀 and we assume we can neglect its motion relative
to the gas. Accretion onto the central object will stop when all of the
inflowing gas will be accreted by the fragments. Accretion onto the
central object will definitely stop when the mass accretion onto the
fragments will exceed the mass accretion onto the central object, so
when

𝑁𝑀2
𝑓

𝑣3
𝑓

=
𝑀2

𝑐𝑙
/𝑁

𝑣3
𝑓

>
𝑀2

𝑐3𝑠
, (12)

where we used 𝑀 𝑓 = 𝑀𝑐𝑙/𝑁 . We further assumed here that 𝑣 𝑓 �
𝑐𝑠 , as in the limit of compact clusters, we expect the protostellar
velocities to be comparable to the virial velocity of the cluster, while
the sound speed will be regulated by cooling and thus in principle
is not expected to increase for more compact configurations. Eq. 12
translates in

𝑀𝑐𝑙 >

√√√
𝑁
𝑣3
𝑓

𝑐3𝑠
𝑀. (13)

While the velocity of the fragments could approximately correspond
to the virial velocity in the cluster, the sound speed of the gas will
usually be colder. If the temperature is regulated by atomic hydrogen
cooling, we expect 𝑇 ∼ 8000 K and thus 𝑐𝑠 ∼ 7.5 km s−1 for a
primordial gas. The virial velocity in the cluster can be estimated
as 𝑣vir ∼

√︁
𝐺𝑀𝑐𝑙/𝑅𝑐𝑙 , where here we consider a compact cluster

with 𝑀𝑐𝑙 ∼ 3 · 104 M� and 𝑅𝑐𝑙 ∼ 0.1 pc, implying 𝑣 𝑓 ∼ 𝑣vir ∼
36.5 km s−1. We then have

√︃
𝑣3
𝑓
/𝑐3𝑠 ∼ 10.7. In case of 𝑁 ∼ 100,

the criterion derived above then translates into 𝑀𝑐𝑙 > 100𝑀 .

2.3.3 Influence of gravitationally bound objects within the Bondi
radius

As noted by Kaaz et al. (2019), the Bondi accretion rate of the
central object will be modified if other gravitationally bound objects
are within its Bondi radius. Assuming that the 𝑁 fragments are
uniformly distributed within a sphere of radius 𝑅𝑐𝑙 , we can compare
their mean separation 𝑅𝑐𝑙/𝑁1/3 to the Bondi-Hoyle radius of the
central massive object, given as

𝑅𝐵 =
𝐺𝑀

𝑐2𝑠
. (14)

The Bondi prescription should be valid as long as 𝑅𝐵𝐻 <

𝑅𝑐𝑙/𝑁1/3, or

𝑀 <
𝑅𝑐𝑙𝑐

2
𝑠

𝐺𝑁1/3
. (15)

Both Eq. 13 and Eq. 15 can be cast as a condition on the mass
of the most massive object 𝑀 , where the first is a restriction due
to the competition between different objects when accreting, while
the second is a limitation in the Bondi-Hoyle approximation due to
the presence of other objects within the Bondi-Hoyle radius. One
may then ask which becomes relevant first. For Eq. 13 to be more
relevant, we need to require√√√

𝑐3𝑠
𝑣3
𝑓
𝑁
𝑀𝑐𝑙 <

𝑅𝑐2𝑠
𝐺𝑁1/3

(16)

or

𝑀𝑐𝑙 <
𝑅𝑐2𝑠
𝐺

√√√
𝑣3
𝑓

𝑐3𝑠
𝑁1/6. (17)

Wenote in particular that this expression depends onlyweakly on the
number of fragments,while themass in protostars, the cluster radius,
the sound speed and the ratio between sound speed and fragment
velocity are much more significant. We express the equation here in
astrophysical units:

𝑀𝑐𝑙 < 1.4×1016𝑀�

(
𝑅

0.1 pc

) (
𝑐𝑠

1 km s−1

)2 (
𝑐𝑠/𝑣 𝑓
0.01

)3/2 (
𝑁

100

)1/6
.

(18)

We therefore conclude that Eq. 13 will usually present the more
relevant constraint.

2.3.4 Limitations due to angular momentum

Potentially, a limitation could arise from other factors. In principle
the Bondi-Hoyle framework is only valid in the absence of angular
momentum, while in the presence of rotation, a disk could form
and accretion would proceed via viscous processes. As shown by
Inayoshi et al. (2018), such effects can be incorporated into the
Bondi framework using a suppression factor

𝑓sup =
( 𝛼

0.01

)0.62 (
𝑟in
𝑅𝐵𝐻

)
, (19)

where 𝑟in refers to the inner radius of the accretion disk and they
found a minimum value of 10−3 − 10−2 for the suppression factor.
In the presence of strong inflows, the viscous processes would likely
be regulated via self-gravity, suggesting relatively high values of 𝛼
between 0.1 and 1. A lower limit for the inner radius of the accretion
disk can be obtained from the size of the protostar. In the presence
of rapid accretion, it can be estimated as (Schleicher et al. 2013)

𝑅∗ ∼ 2.6 × 102𝑅�

(
𝑀

𝑀�

)1/2
, (20)

Usually this will still be considerably smaller than the Bondi radius,
apart from late timeswhen the centralmassive object reaches around
105 M� , when the two radii may become comparable. Here we
will thus assume that the typical suppression factor will be in the
range of the minimum suppression factor 10−3 − 10−2 derived by
Inayoshi et al. (2018). In the competition of accretion between the
central massive object and the fragment, this may shift the balance
somewhat in favor of the fragments. As indicated above, the factor√︃
𝑁𝑣3

𝑓
/𝑐3𝑠 in Eq. 13 can be estimated to be of order 100 for compact

primordial clusters, so that the total stellar mass should exceed the
mass of the most massive object by a significant degree in order to
be a limiting factor.

2.3.5 Growth via collisions

We now estimate how the mass growth via collisions may evolve in
comparison to the mass growth via accretion. For this purpose, we
will simplify Eq. 3 assuming 𝑚∗ ∼ �̄�, 𝑅∗ � 𝑅MMO and 𝑅𝑐𝑙 ∼ 𝑅.
We briefly note that this assumption is valid in the regime we dis-
cussed here, i.e. under the conditions of supercompetitive accretion.
In general the mean mass of the protostars is given as

�̄� =
𝑁𝑚∗ + 𝑀
𝑁 + 1 ∼ 𝑚∗ +

𝑀

𝑁
, (21)

wherewe assumed 𝑁 � 1, i.e. we assumed the number of fragments
to be significantly larger than 1. Now for the second term in Eq. 21
to be comparable with the first, we would need that 𝑁𝑚∗ ∼ 𝑀 . Our
comparison with the literature below however shows that this is not

MNRAS 000, 1–9 (2015)



Super-competitive accretion 5

Figure 2.Mass growth rate as function of the mass of the MMO due to Bondi-Hoyle (yellow lines) and self-gravity regulated accretion (blue lines), for clusters
of 1 pc (solid lines) and 0.1 pc in size (dotted lines). Each panel shows the rates calculated for different gas temperatures.

Figure 3. Mass growth rate as function of the mass of the MMO due to collision with surrounding fragments. The rate is calculated for clusters with 1.0 pc
(solid lines) and 0.1 pc in size (dashed lines). We plot rates for fragment masses of 0.1 M� (blue lines), 1.0 M� (green lines), and 10.0 M� (yellow lines). Left
panel shows the results for 𝑁 = 1000 fragments, whereas right panel shows the results for 𝑁 = 10000 fragments.

the relevant regime for the formation of massive primordial objects.
With the above assumptions, we then have

¤𝑀coll ∼
12

√
2𝑅2

𝑀𝑀𝑂
𝑚
3/2
∗ 𝑁

𝐺3𝑀1/2 𝑓 3★

(
𝐺

2𝑅

)7/2 √︁
𝑀tot, (22)

with f★=Mcl/Mtot.
Considering how 𝑅MMO increases with the mass of the most

massive object (Eq. 20), we find the accretion rate overall to increase
with the central mass, but less steep compared to Bondi accretion.

3 COMPARISON OF ACCRETION AND COLLISION
RATES

To assess the impact of the previously derived expressions, we
provide a comparison of the analytical growth rates of the central
object in subsection 3.1, and a comparison with simulations from
the literature in 3.2.

MNRAS 000, 1–9 (2015)



6 Schleicher et al.

3.1 Comparison of the analytical growth rates

We begin with a comparison of Bondi-Hoyle accretion and self-
gravity regulated accretion. The mass in gas is equal to 105 M� .
We study three different gas temperatures of 8000 K, 300 K, and 50
K, as well as clusters with a size of 𝑅 = 1.0 pc and 𝑅 = 0.1 pc. For
the gas, we adopt 𝛾 = 1 and ` = 1.76. For the protostars, we assume
a uniform distribution where we will vary the number of protostars
and their masses below. We also assume that the MMO is static and
resides in the cluster center. The cluster of protostars is embedded in
a gas cloud following a Plummer density distribution, and estimate
the density around the MMO as the mean gas density inside the
central 1000 au of the cluster. We plot in Fig. 2 the mass growth
rate of the MMO both via self-gravity from Eq. 6 and Bondi-Hoyle
mediated accretion from Eq. 7.

Our results show that self-gravity regulated accretion is dom-
inant at higher gas temperatures, in particular we find an accretion
rate of 0.2 M� yr−1 for 𝑇 = 8000 K. For lower gas temperatures
of 300 K, self-gravity would dominate the accretion rate until the
object gets to 0.4 M� if the cluster is 0.1 pc, or when the object
reaches 10 M� if the cluster size is 1.0 pc. The accretion rate due to
self gravity is of the order of 10−3 M� yr−1 in this case. Finally, for
the lowest gas temperature of 50 K considered here, Bondy-Hoyle
accretion always dominates in clusters of 0.1 pc, and dominates
once the objects reaches 0.7 M� in clusters of 1.0 pc. The accretion
rate due to self-gravity in this case is of the order of 10−4 M� yr−1.

For studying the growth rate through stellar collisionswe inves-
tigate its dependence on the cluster size, the mass of the fragments,
and on the number of fragments. We plot in Fig. 3 the mass growth
rate for clusters with 𝑅 = 1.0 pc (solid lines) and clusters with
𝑅 = 0.1 pc (dashed lines). For both models we also vary the mass
of the fragments 𝑚∗ and plot the cases for 0.1 M� (blue lines),
1.0 M� (yellow lines), and 10 M� (green lines). We calculate the
mass growth rate with Eq. 22. We assume the same mass in gas and
stars by setting f★ = 1.0 and use Mcl = 105 M� . The radius of the
MMO depends on its mass as indicated by Eq.20. We also vary the
number of fragments 𝑁 and plot the rates for 𝑁 = 1000 on the left
panel and 𝑁 = 10000 on the right panel.

3.2 Comparison with the literature

An important point of comparison are the simulations by Chon
& Omukai (2020), as these originally introduced the concept of
super-competitive accretion. We recall that they modeled massive
gas clouds of 2 × 104 M� , in a radius of 105 au or 0.48 pc, consid-
ering metallicities of 𝑍/𝑍� = 10−6, 5×10−6, 10−5, 10−4 and 10−3.
The first metallicity corresponds to an effectively primordial regime
with high temperatures of at least 3000K; the subsequent three cases
include relevant amounts of dust cooling, with minimum tempera-
tures in the range of 200− 1000 K, while the last case includes both
dust and metal line cooling, with a minimum temperature of about
30K. In particular, it is notable that in the last simulation, significant
cooling occurs already at densities of the order 3×104 cm−3, while
in the other simulations the pronounced cooling effects occur from
densities of 1010 cm−3 or higher. For a primordial metallicity, they
find that only a small number of fragments forms, with the mass of
the primary star reaching ∼ 104 M� within about 104 yr. For most
of the simulations, they find that an accretion rate onto the primary
star in the range of 1 − 10M� yr−1 can be maintained, while in the
highest metallicity case, the accretion rate is about two orders of
magnitude lower. The total stellar mass follows a similar trend and

reaches more than 104 M� for most simulations and about 103 M�
for the highest-metallicity case.

From the simulations, it is thus notable that accretion onto the
central object always occurs; though it is reduced if the temperature
on the larger scales is being reduced as a result of metal-line cooling.
Assuming a temperature on large-scales of order 8000 K, we can
estimate the inflow rate via Eq. 6 obtaining about 0.2 M� yr−1.
If on the other hand the temperature is reduced to about 400 K
due to metal line cooling on large scales, our estimate becomes
0.002M� yr−1. The estimates are consistent with the trend we see
in the simulations but somewhat lower, whichwe attribute to the fact
that the modeled cloud indeed not consists of only one collapsing
Jeans mass, but several Jeans masses, therefore leading to a larger
accretion rate onto the central object. Chon & Omukai (2020) also
include the growth of the central object via mergers both with lower-
mass and higher mass stars. At metallicities of ∼ 10−6 Z� , they find
the total contribution via mergers to be about 40%, at metallicities
of ∼ 10−3 Z� it becomes 70%.

Reinoso et al. (2023) have simulated protostellar clusters em-
bedded in extremely metal poor gas clouds, considering a gas mass
of 3 × 104 M� with a cloud half-mass radius of 0.1 pc. Embedded
in the cloud were 256 protostars with an initial mass of 0.1 M� .
The gas temperature was isothermal at 8000 K, corresponding es-
sentially to a primordial gas where the molecular hydrogen is fully
dissociated either due to collisions or a soft UV radiation field. Af-
ter 200.000 years, they found that about 80% of the mass went into
the central object, with accretion and collisions contributing about
equally to the mass growth. In Fig. 4, we compare the accretion
rate onto the most massive object obtained in their reference run
with our analytical predictions both for the Bondi-Hoyle accretion
rate and the accretion rate if the flow is driven by self-gravity, both
as a function of the mass of the central object. For calculating the
Bondi-Hoyle rate we take the mean gas density inside the inner
1000 au of a Plummer sphere with a virial radius of 0.14 pc. We
assume the gas to be isothermal at 8000 K. The accretion rate due
to self-gravity overestimates the real accretion flow in particular at
early stages, as the gas still needs to collapse and fall towards the
center. The Bondi-Hoyle rate on the other hand somewhat under-
estimates the accretion flow when the mass of the central object is
still low, most likely as it does not take the effect of self-gravity into
account. At late times we find that the accretion rate expected due
to self-gravity provides a good match for the mean rate. We also
note in general that the accretion rate in the simulation is variable,
due to fluctuations and substructure within the gas.

We also compare the growth rate due to stellar collisions from
Eq. 22 with the simulations presented in Reinoso et al. (2023). From
the simulated data we find that most of the fragments are distributed
around the MMO in a radius of 𝑅 = 0.1 pc inside which encloses
an average total mass of 𝑀tot = 22500 M� during the growth of
the MMO. The fraction of that mass in fragments is on average
𝑓★ = 0.024, and we take the mean mass of the fragments to be
𝑚★ = 3M� , the typicalmass of protostars thatmergewith theMMO
in the simulations. Considering these data, we find a good agreement
between the mass growth rate due to collisions in the simulation
with the analytic estimate from Eq. 22 in Fig. 5. The growth rate
due to collisions and accretion in the simulations is comparable. We
note that the analytic rate underestimates the simulated growth rate
during the initial growth of theMMOand then slightly overestimates
it when the MMO grows to ∼ 102 M� . This is likely due to the fact
that some assumptions are not valid, in particular the distribution
of fragments around the MMO is not uniform and the size varies.
The gas distribution also presents substructures as it accumulates

MNRAS 000, 1–9 (2015)
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Figure 4. Mass growth rate as function of the mass of the MMO due to gas accretion through self-gravity and Bondi-Hoyle, along with accretion rates taken
from Reinoso et al. (2023).

Figure 5.Mass growth rate due to collisions with fragments surrounding the MMO as calculated with the analytic rate in Eq. (22) along with results from the
numerical simulations presented in Reinoso et al. (2023).

in a disk around the MMO. Furthermore the fragments have a wide
range of masses, up to 100 M� and the number of fragments is
not fixed but decreases as the MMO is close to 104 M� when it
has accreted most of the gas mass. Nevertheless the analytic rate
provides a good approximation to estimate themass obtained during
the run.

A comparisonwith the simulations ofmassive star formation in
present-day clouds (e.g. Peters et al. 2010) shows a different picture.
They simulated star formation in molecular cloud cores of 1000M�
within a radius of 0.5 pc, where they compared simulations with
and without radiative feedback. In both of them, the total mass in

sinks was considerably higher than the mass of the most massive
object, corresponding to 125.56 M� in sinks and 23.39 M� in the
most massive object for the case with feedback, and 151.43 M�
in fragments and 14.64 M� in the most massive object without
feedback. In this case it is thus clear that the fragmentation-induced
starvation scenario is much more viable due to the larger amount of
mass present in fragments.

MNRAS 000, 1–9 (2015)
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4 SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this paper, we have explored the physical origin of super-
competitive accretion, as originally observed by Chon & Omukai
(2020) in numerical simulations that included the effect of dust
cooling at very low metallicities. In their work, they found that the
central massive object continues to accrete at very high rates in spite
of the occurence of fragmentation in the environment. The presence
of such hybrid formation mechanisms of massive objects, including
collisions and accretion, has been suggestedmore broadly in various
studies, including Boekholt et al. (2018), Regan et al. (2020), Alis-
ter Seguel et al. (2020), Tagawa et al. (2020) and Schleicher et al.
(2022). Here our goal was to understand more fundamentally on
analytical grounds in which cases efficient accretion onto a central
object can continue, in spite of accretion. We further compared the
contribution to the growth of the most massive object via accretion
and collisions.

We provided an assessment of the dominant accretion mech-
anism, including accretion driven by the effects of self-gravity as
well as Bondi-Hoyle accretion, where the letter includes corrections
both for the velocity of the massive objects itself and potentially for
the effects of angular momentum due to a suppression factor (see
Inayoshi et al. 2018). From a quantitative comparison, we found that
the Bondi-Hoyle accretion rate typically starts to get more relevant
for masses of the massive object between 1 and 30M� , depending
on the temperature. The mass growth via collisions is calculated
following Leigh et al. (2017) using the mean-free path approxima-
tion. Our estimates show that the growth via collisions becomes
comparable to the growth via accretion for more compact clusters
with typical radii of about 0.1 pc.

To understandwhenmass growth via accretionwill be impeded
due to the presence of additional fragments (fragmentation-induced
starvation, see Peters et al. 2010), we have compared the expected
accretion rate for the central object with the accumulated accre-
tion rate onto the different fragments, to determine at which point
the central object will run out of gas due to the accretion of the
fragments. Additionally, the accretion onto the central object will
become limited when some of the fragments lie within its Bondi
radius, thereby reducing the available material that can be accreted.
We have derived quantitative expressions for both of these limiting
conditions. We found the first of these to be the more relevant one,
which depends on the ratio between the mass in fragments and the
mass in the massive object.

For the validation of the analytical models, we have performed
comparisons with the simulations by Chon & Omukai (2020) and
Reinoso et al. (2023), finding a good general agreement in the ex-
pected behaviour. We note that the accretion rates in the simulations
are sometimes still even higher, as in the analytical models (in case
of accretion by self-gravity), the accretion rate was estimated based
on the collapse of one Jeans mass, while the cloud modeled in the
simulation consisted of several Jeans masses. The simulations are
probing different regimes, as the ones by Chon & Omukai (2020)
probe the regime where dust cooling becomes relevant at very low
metallicities, while the Reinoso et al. (2023) simulations concern
the regime of an atomic primordial gas. An additional comparison
with the results of massive star formation simulations in present-day
clouds further shows that in the latter case, the total mass in sinks
is much higher, so that fragmentation-induced starvation here be-
comes a more limiting scenario (Peters et al. 2010). For a compact
cluster of 3 × 104 M� and radius 0.1 pc in the presence of 100
protostars, this condition translates in the protostellar mass being

more than a hundred times the mass of the most massive object in
order to produce fragmentation-induced starvation.

Overall, we conclude here that fragmentation-induced starva-
tion requires that the total mass in fragments becomes sufficiently
high compared to the mass of the central massive object, roughly
by a factor of 100 for compact primordial clusters. The simula-
tions in the literature however suggest that the protostellar masses
do not reach this limit, which is the reason that accretion onto the
central object continues to be very efficient. Overall, we conclude
that supercompetitive accretion is a viable mechanism to form very
massive objects under early Universe conditions.
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