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Abstract. The influence of the Hallféect on the global stability of cool Kepler disks under theuafice of an axial magnetic
field is considered. For fliciently large magnetic Reynolds humbers Rm the magnetawota instability (MRI) exists in

a finite interval of magnetic field amplitudeB,,i, < B < Bmax. FOr Kepler disks the pure MRI needs both rather high Rm
(representing the needed electrical conductivity) as a&B,, of order 0.1 G. The magnetic field pattern resulting from our
global and linear calculations is of quadrupolar parity. fagnetic fieldantiparallel to the rotation axis the Hallfect reduces
the n|1inimum magnetic Reynolds number by about one order ghitiede. TheB,in, however, is even (sightly) increased (see
Fig. 6).

For magnetic fieldparallel to the rotation axis the Hallffect drives its own instability without the action of the Lotz force.
The corresponding critical magnetic Reynolds number mdéode larger with the Hallffeect (Rm~ 10) than without the Hall
effect (Rm~ 7) so that the Hall #ect for parallel fields even disturbs the formation of MHBtaEbility in cool protoplanetary
disks. If the disk is supercritical then the main result @ Huall efect for positive fields is the strong reduction of the minimum
magnetic field amplitude which is necessary to start thebikty. Observations must show whether in star-formirgjoas the
rotation axis and the magnetic field orientation are coreelar are anticorrelated. If the magnetic fields are largeigh then
our model predicts the dominance of fields antiparallel &ortitation axis.
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1. Introduction each other close t8,n, and they compete close Byax Both
boundaries of the instability range are thus reduced byrthe i
The Hall efect in protostellar disks, with their low degree oferplay of the two #ects in this case.
ionization, has recently become a subject of increasirggést . L ,
due to its relevance to the stability and the angular mormantu For negative axial f_|elds the HaI_ﬂ“ect and MRI amplify
transport in the disks. The Halffect can amplify or suppresseaCh qther Whe_n Fhe field stre_ngth is CloseBigy,. The Hall
the standard magnetorotational instability (hereafted Mige effe(_:t is destabilizing here as it transforms the valuBgk,
Balbus & Hawley 1991) depending on the sign of the pro&c—) higher values. The Hallfiect anq MRI C.(.)mpete’ however,
uct of angular velocity and magnetic field projections on thcéo_se t0Bmin. Here, the HaI_I fect is gtablllz!ng as thémin
wave vector of a disturbance. Th@et was found to desta-'> increased. BOth boundaries of the '“St_ab"'Fy range e t
bilize when the product igegative (Wardle 1999; Balbus & enhanced by the interplay of the twifexts in this case.
Terquem 2001; Rudiger & Shalybkov 2004). In this paper we
shall present a study for the global stability of &elientially
rotating disk of given (small) thickness and (low) temperat

As the solution of the induction equation alone, the Ha2. Local approximation
effect can drive its own instability. The instability does net r
quire rotation; it also exists for a plane shear flow. FQydR < 2.1. Linearized equations
0 this shear-Hall instability develops when the axial maigne
field is positive and vice versa. Similar to MRI, it only existsThe conditions in protostellar disks were discussed by &zalb
between a minimum fieldBmin, and a maximum fieldBmax & Terquem (2001). The disk material is partly ionized plasma
For a positive magnetic field, MRI and the Haltect amplify where ions are well linked to neutrals but electrons are not.


http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0407386v3

2 G. Rudiger & L. L. Kitchatinov: Hall &ect and the global stability of protostellar disks

This leads to the induction equation including an additiona + Wi (wi - 290% + Z(y + vkz) (y + nkz)) +
term compared to the standard one-fluid MHD, i.e. +(4-q) win Q=0 )
66_1;’ = Vx(uxB + uyxB — nVxB), (1) with the Alfvén and the Hall frequencies
_ _ 2
where the second term on the right stands for the Hall electf® = KBo/ Viop,  wn = nk“Ch. (8)

motive force with the fective velocityuy, proportional to the |f overstable modes are ignoreds= 0 in (%) gives the equation
current densityJ = VXB/ug:

Rm?
1+CH(CH—gRM)(1+2(2-qg) — |+
R 7 o 0FCHCimg )12 5
clte B Ha2Rm
cy = Lee 3) + —m (4-q)Cq —2gRm) + 2H& + Ha' = 0.  (9)
Ve

for the marginal stability separating the regions of inaigb
(R(y) > 0) and stability R(y) < 0). Here Rm and Ha are the
local magnetic Reynolds number and the Hartmann number

In these equationsi. is the electron number densitye. =
eB/cmeis the cyclotron frequency, andis collision frequency
of electrons. The reason to introduce the ‘Hall veloci{_)b’ i
that it helps in interpreting future results. Depending ba tem= Q Ha= _“A (10)
magnetic field direction the quantiy can be positive or neg- nk?’ k2 \mv’

ative.

_ _ both taken as positive-definite throughout the paper. Tharsh
The equation of motion reads

is obviously necessary for any instability because I_E:q. 8 p
ou 1 1 vides solutions with real’y and Ha only with finite values of
5 (w-VYu = _EVP - Vo + EJXB + vAu, (4) ¢ and Rm.

where the viscosity term is kept for numerical reasons atffho
the viscosity is small for protostellar disks. We shall seetthe 2.2. Shear-Hall instability
stability parameters do not depend on the viscosity wheane
the magnetic Prandtl number,

v wf > wa. (11)
Pm = o (5) . . R

n Then the dispersion relation (7) reduces to
is below Q1. We assume an incompressible fluid, alis 0.

The reference state includes a non-uniform rotation wi
the angular velocityQ2, dependent on the distangeo the ro- The induction equation has been decoupled from the equation
tation axis, and a uniform axial magnetic fielt}||Q. Linear of motion, and the dispersion relatidp_:(12) can be found from
stability or instability against small disturbances is sidered. the induction equation alone. An instability exists if thagn

For a local approximation a Cartesian coordinate systemtic Reynolds number exceeds the minimum valug & g is
rotating with the local angular veloci® is used withx,y and positive it exists for positiv€y, i.e. for the external magnetic
z pointing in the radial, azimuthal and vertical directioss¢ field parallel to the angular velocity, and vice vergasg must
Balbus & Hawley 1991; Brandenburg et al. 1995). The lochk positive, see:_(_iZ)). For large Rm Rmy,, the instability
approximation concerns perturbations whose spatial seaie region is given by
small compared to the global scale of the disk parametess. Thq

onsider the case where the Hall frequeli_'cy (8) is large,

+ nkz)z + wy (wy — qQ) = 0. (12)

rotation law can then be approximated by the shear U ZRm <Chy <gRm (13)
—-e,Qqx wheregq is the (constant) local shear. The linearize e ) o
MHD equations with the Hallfect read The Hall parameter {3) is proportional to the magnetic field.
, , , Similar to MRI, the shear-Hall instability exists in a lirad
9B’ _ Boal _ quaB +qQBé,~ range of magnetic fields. In a further similarity, the maximu
ot 9z dy growth rate is controlled by the local Oort A value, i.e.
, 0 (VxB’
—nAB’ + nCy ( 0z ) =0, Ymax+ k% = qQ/2. (14)
o T 2 xu’ - xqQ ay qut ey 2.3. MRl for low conductivity, Pm < 1
_Bo 9B + }fo —vAuW =0 (6) Forthe small magnetic Prandtl numbers expected for preltost
4mp 9z p lar disks an appropriate scaling of the MRI parameters £xist
with dashes indicating the small disturbances. Without the Hall éfect (Cis = 0) Eq. (9) yields the neutral sta-
Considering plane waves with’,u’, P’ ~ expt + ikz) Dbility condition
leads to the dispersion relation sz(1+ Ha2)2

((7 +0l2) + o (wn - q@)((v +vi?) +2(2- ) QZ) + R’ = 2(gPmH& -2+ q)

(15)
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for MRI alone. Suppose that Pm is decreased by decreasing the (R
viscosity but keeping the magnetididisivity finite. Then the
Lundquist number 0.8k
S= VPmHa= 22, (16)
nk o 0.6
remains finite. At small Pm, Eqj, (15) becomes N
Ry I
st ~ 0.4
RN = -—— 17 [
249279 . ,
This equation does not include Pm which means that the actual 0.21
viscosity value is not important provided that it is smattesn I
the magnetic dfusivity. We shall see in Seot. 4 that a repre- 0.0

sentation of MRI in terms of both the magnetic Reynolds and
Lundquist numbers becomes independent of Pm when the latter
drops below (say).Q. In a global model, therefore, a small bu

LR . _ . i*‘ig.l. The growth ratesy, = y + 7k? in units of A=¢Q/2 as
finite viscosity can be kept for numerical stability to progu functions of the normalized field strength for MRI alone (ful

the results which remain valid for arbitrarily small Pm When e) and MRI modified by the Hallféect of positive fieldsg =
represented in terms of Rm and S. Hereafter, we always use {he;, .o 4 line) and negative fields £ —1, dashed-dotted).
Lundquist number;(16) rather than Ha. P 1 ’

2.4. MR plus Hall effect for Pm= 1 Both bounds increase with|. Here the Hall §ect is thus desta-
Consider the interplay of MRI and the Halffect for the sim- bilizing close toBmax (Wardle 1999; Balbus & Terquem 2001)
plifying case of Pre1. Then the marginal stability equatid_ﬁl (9and stabilizing close tBmin.

becomes In Fig. i the interaction of MRI with the Hallfiect is

2 _q demonstrated by the growth rates derived from the dispersio
S*+ 2ChRm + 1 = sz(ZRm+ Ch) relation (7) for Pm= 1. The solid line gives the typical growth
2RITR 12 rate profile for the MRI alone. For positive fields the profge i
— q . .
F (2Rm- CH)( 7 1) (18) moved by the Hall ffect to the left and for negative fields the

profile is moved to the right. At the strong-field limits onhet
The plus and minus signs on the RHS of this equation definegative Hall &ect is thus destabilizing. In opposition to that
two boundaries of the instability region for a given Rm prahe positive Hall &ect even disturbes the instability and may
vided that the magnetic Reynolds number exceeds the minet help to produce the desired turbulence in cool disks.
mum value of Rmin = 2/4.

Note that the Hall paramete'_r: (3) and the Lundquist number
(16) are both linear in the external fieh3. Their ratio 3. A global model

_Cy 19 The above results for growth or decay of small disturbances
p= 'S’ (19) taken from the local dispersion relation have been knowresin

therefore, characterizes mainly the material. It may bendk the papers of Wardle (19_99) apd Balbus & Terquem (2001).

be positive for magnetic fields parallel to the rotation aadisl Cor)trary to the local considerations we shall presef“ |ridhe_

negative for magnetic fields antiparallel to the rotatioizsax lQng the results for global Kepler flow models with Ohmic
For both cases the results are quitdetent. Consider the dissipation and the Hallfiect included. The progress of such

. o . _1 an approach is to find exact values for the critical Reynolds
instability region for very large Rim»> max(Rmmin,ﬂ ) For o . . .
positive B itis numbers, the minimal and maximal magnetic amplitudes and

the global geometry of the resulting instabilty pattern.tAs

<S< Rm((z +,82)1/2 —ﬂ) (20) limiting magnetic fields prove to be surprisingly high (and
a4 ' rather sensitive to the Hallfiect) information about the min-

The lower limit is the same as ilﬁ__ﬁli’Bmin for positive is imum magnetic fields is important for the discussion of the

thus controlled by the shear-Hall instability. The loweuhd (magneto-)hydrodynamics of cool protos.tellar-disks.
is small compared to$, = (2= ¢)/q expected from Eq. Our global model dters from that of Kitchatinov & Mazur

(17) for MRI. The Hall éfect for positiveB, amplifies MRI for (1997) only by the inclusion of the Halffect. The model con-
the fields close tdmin. The efect is, however, stabilizing closeCeMS @ rotating disk of constant thicknesH, Znreaded by a

t0 Bmax because the upper limit il'l-CQO) decreases yith uniform axial magnetic field. The rotation axis is normaltie t
'Fﬁxe instability domain fonegalfiveﬂ is disk, and the angular velocit, depends on the distand,

to the axis. This dependence is parameterized by

IBl(2-g)Rm< S< (,/2q +B2+ LBI) Rm. @) oR) = QH(R) (22)

BgRm
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with

) - (1+ (R%)sn/z ]l/n.

This profile describes almost uniform rotation at small dis-
tanceskR < R, which smoothly transforms to the Keplerian
law, Q =~ Qo(Ro/R)%?, for large distance® > Ro. We use

= 2 in Eq. (28) andRo/H = 5 for the aspect ratio and
divu = 0 as above. The pressure is excludedchyiing EQ.
@:). This yields for the vorticityew = V X u, the relation

ow
ot

The Egs. (iL) and, (24) are about the rotation (22) and the uni-
form axial field, By = Bge, (e, is the unit vector along the
rotation axis), and the normalized variables

(23)

= Vx@uxw+JxB/p)+vAw. (24)

Rm

100 |

UNSTAB

LE

Pm=0.001

STABLE

100

Fig. 2. Neutral stability lines of the MRI for various magnetic

Prandtl numbers(y = 0). For Pm< 0.1 the lines are almost

b=HB/By j= J’ a=u'/(HQ), & =o' [/Qo,  (25)

for the disturbances are introduced. This leads to fourckdisi

independent of Pm.

mensionless parameters among which the Hall paran@@ier,

and magnetic Prandtl number, Pm, are defined: by (3) a

but magnetic Reynolds number and the Lundquist number nQyy

are
2
Rm= oA g Bl (26)
n VHopn

These parameters control the equation system for the norn%i

ized disturbances

% = RMV x (RO(R) &y x b — &, x ) - Cu (¢ V) ] + Ab,
) ~ 2

00 _ RmVx(RQ(R)é(,,x&)—f—ézx,;)

o 20(R)

(27)

has been introduced transforming the infinite disk to a finite

main.Ry is the turnover radius in Eq, (23). A uniform grid

was applied which corresponds to a non-uniform grit.in

e eigenvalues and eigenvectors are computed by the évers
iteration method.

The system;(27) allows two types of solutions witlfFei-
ent symmetries about the disk midplane. One of the symmetry
es combines a symmetric magnetic field with an antisym-
tric flow field. The notation, Sm, will be used for this type
of eigenmodes, where ‘m’ is the azimuthal wave number, i.e.
SO represents an axisymmetric mode, S1 defines the nonax-
isymmetric mode withn = 1, and so on. The other symmetry
type combines antisymmetric magnetic field with symmetric
flow. The notation Am is used for the eigenmodes of this type
of symmetry.

The primary goal of the linear theory is to define the stabil-

2
+ S .- V)j+PmAd,
Rm ity boundary in parameter space which separates the refion o
stable perturbations with negative or zero real pagtiobm the
instability region with (exponentially) growing pertutizns.
(28) The stability map strongly depends on the symmetry type of
the excitation.

wherex is the normalized epicycle frequency

20 d (RZQ)
"R drR
and time and distances are normalized to théudion time,

H?/n, and the disk half-thickness,. Here only the stability of
the rotation law is considered, the accretion flow which is-co

nected to this nonuniform rotation via the viscosity is eet¢d 4.1. MRI for low conductivity (small Pm)

4. Results

(see Kersalé et al. 2004).

The boundary conditions on the disk surfaces are (i) streS@nsider first withCy = 0 the MRI alone. Figure,2 shows

free for the flow and (ii) pseudo-vacuum conditions for th

magnetic field fluctuations, i.e.

@xi:&

The solutions are required to be regular on the rotationands

to vanish at infinity.

The linear stability analysis with, & ~ exp1) leads to an
eigenvalue problem for the equation seti (27) which has b

solved numerically. A new variable,

R/Ro

- S/ O<y<1
1+ R/R’ Sys4

(29)

(30)

een

[Qe neutral stability lines for Prandtl numbers decreagiog
Pm=1 to smaller values. The stability is almost independent
of the magnetic Prandtl number forfBaiently small Pm, say
Pm < 0.1. The MRI characteristics computed with moderately
small Pm remain valid for arbitrary small Pm. This finding may
be important for predicting MRI parameters for laborataxy e
periments and protostellar disks where magnetic Prandt-nu
bers are very small. Hereafter, we fix Rn©.01.
The minimum value for Rm for instability in the small Pm
regimeis

RMpin =~ 7.1. (31)
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T T — T

UNSTABLE

100 [~

Rm

STABLE
or ] Fig.4. Magnetic field vectors in the disk midplane for
ST marginally stable SO-modes at Re 100 for the minimum
0.1 1-0c 10.0 (left) and maximum (right) Lundquist numbers, resp. The-bro
H ken circle shows the turnover radisisof the rotation law.

Fig. 3. Stability diagram for the shear-Hall instability (posé#iv

magnetic field, i.eparallel to the rotation axis; only the induc-unstable against AO-disturbances it is thus already ukestab
tion equation is solved). Lines are labeled by their symynetagainst SO-perturbations.

types. The axisymmetric quadrupolar mode (S0) is preferred  The minimum Reynolds number for all the modes is

RMpin =~ 10. (33)
For Reynolds numbers large compared to this value the ingfar large Rm, the left branch of the neutral stability line fo
bility exists within the magnetic range S0-modes approaches the relation

Ch =~ 5/Rm, (34)

1<S<05-Rm. (32)

) while the right branch is close to
Cool protostellar disks may not reach such values of the mag-

netic Reynolds number. On the other hand, for protostelfar = 0.2-Rm. (35)

disks the minimum condition for the magnetic field €1) Note that for large magnetic Reynolds number Rm the mini-
proves to be very stringent (in great contrast to the MRI iyymcy; necessary for instability becomes infinitely small.
galaxies, see Kitchatinov & Rudiger 2004). With the values The maximum fields allowing for the axisymmetric SO-
given below fory (10'° c/s), density (10° g/env’) and for - modes and the nonaxisymmetric S1-modes in'fig. 3 are almost

a disk height _of 0.1 AU_ a minimum _field of almost 0.1 G i%qual. This property might be importantforthe-dynamotbleor
needed to fulfill S= 1. It is thus tempting for dierent reasons yyiih respect to the Cowling theorem.

to probe the shear-Hall instability for protostellar disksich, Equations|(33) -,(35) correspond to {13) obtained with the

however, only exists for magnetic fieldsrallel to the rotation |oca| analysis. Quantitative fierences are partly due to the dif-

axis. ference in definitions of Rm between local and global calcula
tions. The diferences are actually quite small if the transfor-

4.2. Shear-Hall instability matijon rulek — n/H between local and global formulations is
used.

Another extreme exists for magnetic fields parallel to tha-+o Figure:_h shows that the pitch angle for marginally stable
tion axis. The Hall &ect for one sign of the magnetic field indisturbances is indeed very small for the minimum field pro-
connection with dferential rotation can form its own instabil-ducing the instability. The angle increases to abg@tfor the
ity as shown by the solution of the induction equation aldne. maximum field. This tendency for the pitch angle can also ex-
the present model this shear-Hall instability can be fowrd fplain the results for nonaxisymmetric disturbances. Fezhpi
small Lundquist number, & Cy, i.e. larges of Eq. (19). In angle close tor/2 the azimuthal structure is not significant.
this case the Lorentz force in (4) can be neglected so that MRicordingly, the maximum fields for the S1 and SO modes are
is excluded. roughly the same (Fig. 3). Small pitch angle, however, would
Figure:_?, shows foB — oo the stability map for modes of mean a tight winding with a small radial scale for S1 modes
three basic symmetry types, ie. SO, S1, and AO. The quadruptose instability is then precluded byffdision. This is why the
lar axisymmetric modes SO are preferentially excited. Téwe n instability region of S1 modes in Fig'. 3 exhibits such a sharp
tral stability lines for the other symmetry types lie contplg and almost vertical boundary on the weak-field side.
inside the unstable region of SO. It is one of the advantages The orientation of the magnetic field in relation to the ro-
of our approach that the equatorial symmetry results froen thation axis plays an important role in the interplay ofelien-
computations rather than needing to be prescribed. Sain&rotial rotation and the Hall ffect. Now the two cases of paral-
Wardle (2003) in their extensive analysis of the verticalst lel and antiparallel magnetic fields are considered solttireg
ture of accretion disks used those symmetry conditionseat ttomplete equations. We find that the MRI of the Kepler flow is
equator valid only for AO-fields. When the system becomesry differently modified by the Hallféect.
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100Ff

100 py

Rm
Rm

Fig.5. The same as in Figj_.' 3 but for the full equation systerkig. 6. Stability diagram for MRl modified by the Hallféiect
The Hall dfectincreases the minimum Rm. The solid curve for for magnetic fieldsunsiparallel to the angular velocity. Note
B — oo is identical to the lower curve in FiQ'. 3. For increasinghat the Hall parametg@for real cool protostellar disks is of or-
Rm the lower limit for the magnetic field becomes smaller arder unity. The Hall éect shifts the instability interval to larger
smaller. Lundquist numbers, i.e. to higher magnetic fields.

4.3. Positive (parallel) fields Table 1. Ratio of the global magnetic to kinetic energy at min-

imum magnetic Reynolds number for a sequence of the Hall
For positives the solution is located between the two realizgsarametep.

tions given in Figs.:2 and 3. The minimum magnetic Reynolds

number moves from the value 7 for MRI to about 10 for the 3 -03 -01 O 0.1 033 1
shear-Hall instability. The Hallféect does thusor supportthe  Emag/Exin | 0.77 1.20 152 194 332 114
instability of the cool Kepler flow; for all positivg the mini-

mum remains between 7 and 10 (Fig. 5).

_Figure:_S_ also shows that the minimum of the possible magjca| conductivity) is thus expected from the Halfect for
netic fields is fixed by the Hallfeect. We find Rm~ 1/(8-S)  antiparallel magnetic fields. It seems indeed to be possible
so that S~ 1/(8 - Rm) which for large Rm ismaller by orders  yse the Hall fect to realize the MRI also for the rather low

of magnitude than S~ 1 taken from Fig:_:G for negative electrical conductivity of cool disks.
Our main interest also concerns the results for low electri-

cal conductivity, i.e. for small Rm. The minimum Rm moves in _
Fig.i5 from 7.1 to 10, i.e. it increases opposite to the ddsird-5. Energy relation and angular momentum transport

trend. If the results for parallel and antiparallel magnéélds Li . . _
inear computations cannot provide energy values. It is pos

are compared, one of thefiirences is the opposite trend for_. : : L
- . i sible, however, to compare their global magnetic and kineti
the minimum magnetic Reynolds number which only for neg-

ative fields (antiparallel to the rotation axis) is reducgdhe %nergles. These ratios of the total (volume integratedi

Hall effect. It is also important that for large enough Rm th%re given in Table,1 for a sequence of values of the Hall param-

- L . - . eterB. The total energy is normally dominated by its magnetic
minimum magnetic fields for the instability stronglyfiir for ﬂ 9y atly dc y 9
T : part in agreement with other simulations of MRI (cf. Stone &
both the magnetic orientations.

Norman 1994; Brandenburg et al. 1995; Sano & Stone 2002).
The energy ratio which we obtain is, however, decreasing and
4.4. Negative (antiparallel) fields even drops below unity when the Hall parameter becomes more
) . o ) negative. A similar trend can also be found in the simulation
Figure:g shows_ the St_"’,lb'l'ty diagram for negatefor which results of Sano & Stone (2002). The angular momentum al-
the shear-HaII mstabll_lty do&_a_s not exist. The I_-laﬂbet, hqw- ways flows outwards, and it is dominated by the Maxwell stress
ever, increases both mstap_lllty limits of the_: field ampiis. (Balbus & Hawley 1991; Brandenburg et al. 1996). The reéativ
The Hall dfect thus destabilizes for strong fields closetax contribution of the Reynolds stress also increases withedee

and stabilizes close Bmin. . ing B, in accordance with the results of Sano & Stone (2002,
On the other hand, the absolute minimum of the magnefie.ir Table 4).

Reynolds number Rm is reduced. The necessary electrical con

ductivity of the gas is (slightly) reduced by the Halfext.

From numerical arguements, we can present only the res@ﬁ)iscussion

for a small Hall parameteg which is still too small by one or-

der of magnitude (see Eg._:40 below). A massive reduction lohization of protostellar disks material should be extegm
the critical magnetic Reynolds number (i.e. the necesdary e low (Gammie 1996). The electrical conductivity is then con-
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trolled by electron-neutral collisions and the magnetitudiv-

|ty 10J""x""x""x""x
n=234"1 T2 e st (36) .
ne [
8 -
is inversely proportionate to the ionization ratio (cf. Bad & £ i
Terquem 2001) where; andn are the number densities of elec- o L
trons and neutrals. Then the magnetic Reynolds nun:lb_'er (26) g 6
can be estimated with Ed;. (36) as £ |
-1/2 -1 2 £ 4 ; m
— 2.105( e T ) Trot ( H ) = I
Rm = 210 (n )(100 K (O.lyr) o1au) © GD
wherery is the rotation period at the distange= 5H. Rl ]

The ionization fractionge/n, is very uncertain. We estimate T T T
firstits value required for instability. Without the Haffect our -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0
results suggest Rnx 10 for instability. Assuming numerical 1
values in Eq.:_(I_§7) as representative, one finds
Me . 1024 (38) Fig.7. '_rhe computed minimum magnetic Reynolds number as
n a function of the Hall parametgs. = 0 denotes MRI. The re-

as the critical value. Even such a low ionization is problensults forg < —0.3 are not yet known.
atic for protostellar disks (Stepinski 1992; Gammie 1996).
Collisional ionization is inéiicient for T < 10° K. The cos-
mic ray, however, can provide ionization fractionsmfn =~
10712 if the column densityz does not exceed %0y cnr?
(Umebayashi & Nakano 1981; Gammie 1996). With this valu
Eq. q_3_'7) for thick disks # ~ 0.1 AU) provides Rm~ 10° but
this value reduces to 10 for thinner disk £ 0.01 AU).

The Hall parametei_ (3) can be estimated as

for parallel fields, both taken for Rm 100. Note that the mag-
netic fields of meteorites vary between 1 G and 10 G, close to
g1e upper limits of the above equations. This coincidenge su
gésts that the instability may drive a dynamo which satsrate
when the field is amplified to the upper boundary of the insta-
bility interval. Also, the minimum magnetic fields allowirige
instability prove to be rather strong. If the external magne
T \? n -1 B fields never exceed 0.1 G in amplitude then only the Hall ef-
100 K) (1014crrr3) 1G’ (39) fect of parallel fields would lead to the instability necegda
= remove the angular momentum in the Kepler disk but then the

andp readsg of Eq. (19), reads ionization must be high enough. If it is not, then the Hall ef-

n -2 g7t fect for antiparallel fields is needed but the magnetic fieldr
(1014crrr3) (O.lAU) (40) exceed 0.1 G in this case. It this clear from such considera-
tions that in dense and cold globules of molecular cloudsethe
are severe limitations to the necessary transport of anda
mentum by magnetic instabilities.

Cy =~ 20(

B ~2-1012"

Nne

With a particle density o ~ 104 cm™3, this relation leads to
the value of

B~ 2, (41) Acknowledgements. LLK is grateful to the Astrophysical Institute
so that the Hall fect should indeed be very important. WitiPotsdam for its hospitality and the visitor support.
such large values one can take from Eig. 5 that the pure shear-
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