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ABSTRACT

In thisshortcom m unication Icom parerecent� ndingssuggesting a low binary starfraction forlate

type starswith knowledge concerning the form softhe stellarinitialand presentday m assfunctions

form assesdown to the hydrogen burning lim it.Thiscom parison indicatesthatm oststellarsystem s

form ed in the G alaxy are likely single and not binary as has been often asserted. Indeed,in the

current epoch two-thirds ofallm ain sequence stellar system s in the G alactic disk are com posed of

single stars. Som e im plications ofthis realization for understanding the star and planet form ation

processarebrie y m entioned.

Subjectheadings:stars:binary,form ation

1. IN TRO D U CTIO N

Ever since M itchell(1767) pointed out that the ob-

served frequency ofvisualdouble stars wastoo high to

be due to random chance,the study ofbinary starshas

occupied an im portant place in astrophysics. W illiam

Herschel(1802)discovered and cataloged hundredsofvi-

sualpairsand produced the � rstobservationsofa rudi-

m entarybinary orbit.In doingsoheestablished thatthe

doublestarswereindeed physicalpairsand thatNewto-

nian physicsoperated nicely in the distantsiderealuni-

verse. By the beginning ofthe twentieth century tens

ofthousands ofbinary starswere known and cataloged

(e.g.,Burnham 1906). By the m iddle to late twentieth

century the� rstsystem aticattem ptsto establish thebi-

naryfrequencyofm ain sequenceF and G starssuggested

that a very high fraction (70 -80% ) ofallsuch stellar

system sconsistofbinary orm ultiplestars(Heintz1969;

Abt& Levy 1976;Abt1983). The m ostcom prehensive

and com plete study ofthe m ultiplicity ofG stars was

perform ed by Duquennoy & M ayor (1991) who argued

thattwo-thirdsofallsuch stellarsystem sarem ultiple.

It has often been assum ed but never clearly dem on-

strated thatsim ilarstatisticsapplied to starsofallspec-

traltypes. This assum ption has led to the com m only

held opinion thatm ostallstarsform in binary orm ul-

tiple system s with the Sun (and its system ofplanets)

being atypicalas a single star. But how robust is the

assum ption thatthe binary statisticsforG starsisrep-

resentativeofallstars?

O verthelastdecadetwoim portantdevelopm entshave

occurred in stellar research which directly bear on this

question. First,the functionalform ofthe stellar ini-

tialm assfunction (IM F)hasbeen betterconstrained by

observationsofboth � eld stars(e.g.,K roupa,2002)and

youngem bedded clusters(e.g.,M uench etal.2002).The

IM F has been found to peak broadly between 0.1 -0.5

M � ,indicating that m ost stars form ed in the G alactic

disk are M stars. Second,surveysforbinary starshave

suggested thatthebinary starfrequency m ay bea func-

tion ofspectraltype (e.g.,Fischer & M arcy 1992). In

particular,there havebeen a num berofattem ptsto as-

certain thebinary frequency ofM typestarsand even for
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L and T dwarfs,objectss nearand below the hydrogen

burning lim it.Thesestudiessuggestthatthebinary fre-

quency declinesfrom theG starvalue,beingonly around

30% forM stars(e.g.,Leinertetal. 1997;Reid & G izis

1997;Delfosse et al. 2004;Siegler et al. 2005) and as

m uch as a factor of2 lower for L and T dwarfs (e.g.,

G izis et al. 2003). Iargue in this com m unication that

these two facts together suggest that m ost stellar sys-

tem sin the G alaxy consistofsingle ratherthan binary

orm ultiple stars.

2. TH E SIN G LE STA R FR ACTIO N A N D SPECTR A L TY PE

In thissection Iusedata com piled from the literature

to exam ine the single starfraction asa function ofstel-

lar spectraltype, in particular for the range spanning

G to M stars. Iconsider the single star fraction (SSF)

to be the fraction of stellar system s without a stellar

com panion,thatis,prim ary starswithouta com panion

whosem assexceeds0.08 M � .Figure1 displaysthe sin-

glestarfraction asa function ofspectraltypeforG and

latertype stars. Thisplotsuggeststhatthe SSF issig-

ni� cantly greater for M stars than for G stars. Indeed

the SSF for M stars appears to be at least 70% . It is

di� cultto evaluate the signi� cance ofthisdi� erence at

face value given thatthe di� ering binary surveyssu� er

from di� ering biasesand varying degreesofincom plete-

ness. The system atic di� erencesthatcan arise between

the surveys m ostly derive from varying sensitivities to

prim ary/secondaryseparationsand m assratios.Below I

attem ptto evaluatetheresultsfrom thesurveysused to

constructFigure1.

In theirsem inalstudy,Duquennoy & M ayor(1991)ob-

tained a spectroscopicsurvey ofa distance-lim ited com -

pletesam pleofF7-G 9 starsin theNorthern Hem isphere

and within 22 pc ofthe Sun. They exam ined radialve-

locities obtained for these stars over a 13 year period.

They com bined theirdetectionsofspectroscopicbinaries

with known visualbinariesand com m on properm otion

pairsto exam ine164 prim ariesforevidenceofm ultiplic-

ity. They derive m ultiplicity ratios of57:38:4:1 for sin-

gle:double:triple:quadruple system s,respectively. They

consideredallthevariousdetection biasestoestim atethe

incom pletenessoftheir study and concluded thatthere

wasaslightbiasagainstdetecting low m asscom panions,

this resulted in a 14% upward correction to the m ulti-
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Single Star Fraction vs Spectral Type

Fig. 1.| The single star fraction vs spectral type. The sin-

gle starfraction increasessigni�cantly with spectraltype reaching

values of� 75% for M stars,the m ost populous stars in the IM F

and the �eld.Verticalerrorbarsrepresentstatisticaluncertainties

in the SSF. The horizontal error bars indicate the approxim ate

extent in spectraltype covered by the individualsurveys and do

not represent an uncertainty in this coordinate. D ata taken from

D uquennoy & M ayor(1991),R eid & G izis(1997),Fischer& M arcy

(1992),D elfosse et al. (2004),Leinert et al. 1997,and Siegler et

al.(2005).

plicity fraction such that57% ofsystem swereestim ated

to bem ultiplefora prim ary/com panion m assratio,q >

0.1. They furtherextrapolated thisincom pletenesscor-

rection to include substellar secondaries and estim ated

a m ultiplicity fraction of2/3 and a single star fraction

of1/3 for their sam ple. However,in recent years sen-

sitive and precise radialvelocity surveys of1330 single

FG K M starshaveindicated a paucity ofsubstellarcom -

panionswithin 5AU oftheprim ary stars(M arcy & But-

ler2000;M arcy etal. 2005).In addition coronographic

im aging surveyshave found a sim ilardearth ofsubstel-

larcom panionsaround G K and M starsoverseparations

between 75 and 300 AU (M cCarthy & Zuckerm an 2004).

Theexistenceofthisso-called \brown dwarfdesert"indi-

catesthatDuquennoy & M ayorm ay haveoverestim ated

the m ultiplicity fraction ofG starsand the true value is

likely 57% oreven som ewhatsm aller. Forthe purposes

ofthispaperIadopt57% asthe m ultiplicity fraction of

G typestarsand thus43% forthe SSF.

The � rst extensive exam ination ofthe m ultiplicity of

M starswasperform ed by Fischer& M arcy (1992)who

studied radialvelocity,speckle and visualbinary data

fora sam pleofstarswithin 20 pc.Thefullrangeofsep-

arations,a < 104 AU,was exam ined,sim ilar to the G

starstudy. These authorspointed outthatM starsur-

veyssu� erlessfrom thee� ectsofincom pletenessthan G

starsurveysbecause the M starsam ple ison the whole

a factorof2 closerin distance and M starprim ariesare

su� ciently faint to enable detection ofvery faint com -

panionsm orereadily.They derived a SSF of58% which

ishigherthan the G starvalue.

Reid & G izis(1997)determ ined the SSF fora volum e

com plete sam ple of79 M 2-M 4.5 prim ary starswithin 8

pc ofthe Sun and derived a SSF of70 � 12% for this

sam ple.The range ofbinary separationsthey were able

to probe was 0.1 -104 AU.A sim ilar volum e com plete

search forM dwarfbinarieswithin 5 pc ofthe Sun was

perform ed by Leinertetal. (1997)who reported a SSF

of74� 19% .However,theirsam pleof29starsissm aller

than theReid & G izis(1997)and Fischer& M arcy(1997)

sam plesaccounting forthe largeruncertainty. M ore re-

cently Delfosse et al. (2004) presented statistics for a

m uch larger sam ple of 100 M dwarfs which they esti-

m ated was 100% com plete for stellar m ass com panions

overtheentireseparation rangeand outto 9pcfrom the

Sun.Delfosseetal.(2004)deriveam ultiplestarfraction

of26� 3% which correspondstoaSSF of74� 6% .This

m ay represent the m ost accurate determ ination for the

M starSSF yetm ade.Inoteherethateven ifoneconsid-

erssubstellarcom panionsthisestim ate forthe SSF will

not likely alter signi� cantly since as m entioned earlier,

surveyshaverevealed a dearth ofsubstellarcom panions

to G ,K and M stars(M arcy & Butler2000;M cCarthy

and Zuckerm an 2004).

Surveysform ultiplicity am ong very late M starsand

even L and T dwarfs have also been recently reported.

These studies typically explore m ore lim ited separation

rangesand som ewhatsm allersam plesofstars.Them ul-

tiplicity fractions they � nd are however alllower than

thatreported forthe earliertype M stars.Forexam ple,

Siegleretal. (2005)exam ined a m agnitude-lim ited sur-

vey of36 M 6 -M 7.5 starsand derived a binary fraction

of9 � 4% corresponding to a SSF of91 � 5% .However

thissam pleisnotvolum elim ited and m aybeincom plete.

Thusthe inferred SSF is likely an upper lim it. Despite

thislim itation Siegleretal. were able to conclude that

wide(a> 20AU)binariesareveryraream ongthesestars.

Although notconsidered forinclusion in Figure1because

ofthe large fraction ofbrown dwarfs in their sam ples,

surveys by G izis et al. (2003) and Bouy et al. (2003)

� nd sim ilarly sm allbinary fractions for ultra low m ass

objects. For exam ple,G izis et al. exam ined 82 nearby

late M and L dwarfsand derived a (incom pletenesscor-

rected)binary fraction of15 � 5% (corresponding to a

SSF of85 � 14% )forseparations,a > 1.6 AU.Estim at-

ing the possible contribution ofcom panions at sm aller

separationsthey suggesta binary starfraction (BSF)of

15� BSF � 25% correspondingto 75� SSF � 85% for

these objectsnearand justbelow the hydrogen burning

lim it.Bouy etal.(2003)exam ined the binary statistics

fora sam ple of134 late M and L � eld dwarfsand esti-

m ated abinary fraction foraseparation rangeofabout2

-140 AU ofonly 10% corresponding to a SSF of90% for

these objects. They also noted a dearth ofcom panions

with wide(i.e.,a > 15 AU)separations.Although these

surveys of very low m ass and substellar objects su� er

from som e degree ofincom pleteness it is quite unlikely

thatsensible correctionsforsuch e� ectswould decrease

the estim ated single star fraction to a value sim ilar to

thatofG starsoreven typicalM stars.

The observations discussed above lead to the conclu-

sion thatthesinglestarfraction isa function ofspectral

typeand increasesfrom about43% forG starsto � 85%

forbrown dwarfs.The m ostsecureestim ate forM stars

appearsto beabout74% based on thecom pletevolum e-

lim ited sam pleofDelfosseetal.(2004)forM starswith

stellarcom panions.

3. M STA R S A N D TH E IM F

The stellar IM F is one ofthe m ost fundam entaldis-

tribution functions in astrophysics. A great dealofef-
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Fig. 2.| Thecum ulativefrequency distributionsforallhydrogen

burning stars in two versions of the prim ary star IM F and the

PD M F ofm ain sequence �eld stars. The two IM Fs correspond to

the M iller-Scalo �eld starIM F and the IM F derived forthe young

em bedded Trapezium clusterby M uench etal.(2002).Thevertical

line m arks the location ofthe M star boundary (Torres & R ibas

2002). The fraction ofM stars ishigh forallthese m assfunctions

ranging between 73 and 84% .Thelattervaluerepresenting fraction

ofallm ain sequence �eld starsthatare M stars currently residing

in the G alactic disk.Based on data from M iller& Scalo 1989 and

M uench et al.2002.

forthasbeen expended in determ ining itsform sincethe

� rst attem pt to m easure its shape by Salpeter (1954).

He found that the IM F is a power-law which decreases

with stellarm assfor� eld starswith m assesin therange

between 1-10 M � . M ore recent determ inations ofthe

IM F for� eld starsand youngem bedded clustershaveex-

panded them assrangecovered by Salpeter.Thesestud-

ieshavefound theIM F to break from a singlepower-law

shapenear0.5 M � and to havea broad peak between �
0.1-0.5M � .O n eithersideofthispeak theIM F fallso�

rapidly (e.g.,M iller& Scalo 1979;K roupa 2002;M uench

etal.2002;Chabrier2003;Luhm an etal.2006).

The broad peak ofthe IM F encom passesthe M stars

and indicates that these stars are the m ost num erous

objects created in the star form ation process. This is

illustrated in Figure2 which showsthe cum ulative frac-

tion ofallstarsabove the hydrogen burning lim itgiven

by the IM F.Two di� erentIM Fsareplotted which span

therangeofm odern day determ inationsofthisfunction.

O neisthelog-norm al� eld starIM F derived by M iller&

Scalo (1979)and theotherrepresentsa determ ination of

the IM F for the em bedded Trapezium cluster in O rion

in which the IM F ischaracterized by a seriesofbroken

power-laws(M uench etal.2002).ThislatterIM F isvery

sim ilarto thatdeterm ined forthe� eld by K roupa(2002)

butism ore sensitive to substellarm asses(notplotted).

The verticaldashed line showsthe boundary forthe M

starpopulation.Thefraction ofallstarsabovethehydro-

gen burning lim it(HBL)thatareM starsis73% forthe

M uench et al. IM F and 78% for the M iller-Scalo IM F.

(It is im portant to note here that these two IM Fs are

essentially prim ary starIM Fs,thatis,IM Fsthatdo not

include com panion starm asses.) Thisanalysisindicates

thatroughly 3/4 ofallstarsform ed areM stars.

TheIM F representsthefrequency distribution ofstars

atbirth and di� ersfrom the presentday m assfunction

(PDM F) which representsthe frequency distribution of

allstarscurrently livingwithin theG alacticdisk.Stellar

evolution hassigni� cantly depleted thehigh m assend of

thePDM F relativetotheIM F.Therefore,thefraction M

starsin thePDM F issom ewhathigherthan thefraction

in the IM F.Indeed,forthe PDM F derived by M iller&

Scalo (1979)we � nd from Figure2 that84% ofallstars

in the G alacticdisk areM stars.

4. TH E TO TA L SIN G LE STA R FR ACTIO N

To estim atethetotalfraction ofsinglestars,Iassum e

that allstars earlier than M are characterized by the

singlestarfraction forG starsdeterm ined by Duquennoy

& M ayor(1991),thatis,SSF< M = 43% .Thesinglestar

fraction forM -type stars(i.e.,SSFM )isassum ed to be

that (74% ) determ ined by Delfosse et al. (2004) for a

com plete,volum elim ited sam ple.ThetotalSSF isthen

sim ply given by:

SSF(total)= SSF< M � E TF + SSFM � M TF

HereM TF istheM -typefraction,thatis,thefraction

ofallstarsthatareM -type starsand E TF = 1� M TF

isthe early-typefraction,thatisthe fraction ofallstars

that have spectraltypes earlier than M .To determ ine

the SSF for allstars produced at any one tim e by the

star form ation process I adopt the M uench et al. and

M iller-Scalo IM Fs,speci� cally,M TF = 0.73 and 0.78,

respectively.ThetotalSSF isfound to be66% and 67%

forthese two IM Fs,respectively.Therefore,single stars

m ust ultim ately account for as m any as two-thirds of

allstellar system s that form ed at any one tim e in the

G alaxy.Sim ilarly,ifweconsidertheM TF (0.84)forthe

M iller-Scalo PDM F we � nd the totalSSF to be 69% .

Thus, two thirds of all(m ain sequence) prim ary stars

currently residing in the Galactic disk are single stars.

5. D ISCU SSIO N A N D CO N CLU SIO N S

Theprim ary resultofthispaperistherecognition that

m oststellarsystem sin theG alaxyconsistofsinglerather

than binary stars.Thisfacthasim portantconsequences

forstarand planetform ation theory.Forexam ple,con-

trary to thecurrentaccepted paradigm thatm ost,ifnot

all,stars form in binary or m ultiple system s (e.g.,Lar-

son 1972,2001;M athieu 1994),thisresultcould indicate

thatthetheoreticalfram eworksdeveloped to explain the

form ation ofsingle,sunlike stars (e.g.,Shu,Adam s &

Lizano 1987)have wide applicability. Indeed,when ap-

propriately m odi� ed for a cluster-form ing environm ent

(e.g.,M yers1998;Shu,Li& Allen 2004),they m ay even

describe m ost star form ing events in the G alaxy. O n

the other hand,m ost stars could stillinitially form in

binary orm ultiplesystem sprovided thatm ostsuch sys-

tem s prom ptly disintegrate via dynam icalinteractions

ordecay in an early,perhapseven protostellar,stage of

evolution (e.g.,K roupa 1995; Sterzik & Durisen 1998,

Reipurth 2000).

Thecurrentparadigm thatm ost,ifnotallstars,form

in binaries was strengthened by early m ultiplicity sur-

veys ofpre-m ain sequence (PM S) stars. In particular,

surveysofthe PM S population ofthe Taurus cloud in-

dicated a binary fraction thatwastwice thatof� eld G

stars (G hez et al. 1993;Leinert et al. 1993;Reipurth
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& Zinnecker 1993). However,m ost � eld stars are now

known to have form ed in em bedded clusters, environ-

m ents quite di� erent than represented by the Taurus

PM S population (e.g.,Lada & Lada 2003). Binary sur-

veysofboth young em bedded and G alacticclustershave

revealed binary fractions indistinguishable from that of

the � eld (e.g.,Petretal. 1998;Duchêne,Bouvier& Si-

m on 1999;Patience& Duchêne 2001).The m ostsim ple

and straightforwardhypothesistoexplain thesetwofacts

and the � nding ofa high SSF in this paper is that the

m ostcom m on outcom e ofthe star form ation processis

a singleratherthan m ultiple star.

O bservationsofdustem ission and extinction ofm olec-

ularcloud coreshavefound thattheshapeoftheprim or-

dialor dense core m ass function is very sim ilarto that

ofthe stellarIM F exceptthatthe core m assfunction is

o� setto higher m ass by a factorof2-3 (e.g.,Stanke et

al. 2005,Alves,Lom bardi& Lada 2005). These obser-

vations indicate that a 1-to-1 m apping ofcore m ass to

stellarm ass,m odi� ed by am oreorlessconstantstarfor-

m ation e� ciencyof30-50% ,ispossible,ifnotlikely.This

idea isconsistentwith singlestarsystem sbeing m ostof-

ten produced oncethe coresundergo collapse.

The factthatstellarm ultiplicity isa function ofstel-

lar m ass,however,m ay provide im portant clues to the

nature of the physicalprocess of star form ation. For

exam ple,Durisen,Sterzik & Pickett(2001)have shown

thatifindividualprotostellarcorescan furtherfragm ent

and produce sm allN clusters,the dynam icaldecay of

these clustersinto binary and singlestarscan in certain

circum stances produce a binary star fraction that de-

clines with decreasing prim ary m ass,sim ilarto whatis

observed.However,tobeconsistentwith theSSF derived

here and to sim ultaneously produce reasonable binary

com ponentseparations,such m odelswould require N �
5,within a region � 300 AU in size (Sterzik & Durisen

1998).Thiswould correspond toa stellarsurfacedensity

(� 7.5 � 105 starspc� 2)abouttwo ordersofm agnitude

higherthan thepeak density (7.2� 103 starspc� 2)m ea-

sured forthe rich Trapezium cluster(Lada etal.2004).

Such ultra-dense protostellar groups have not yet been

identi� ed,butcould berevealed with high resolution in-

frared im aging surveysofdeeply em bedded candidates.

A related possibility,proposed byK roupa(1995)and col-

laborators,positsthatallstarsareform ed in binariesin

m odestly dense em bedded clusters. Dynam icalinterac-

tions between these system s can disrupt som e binaries

and m odify theseparationsofothers.Thesem odelscan

produce the observed dependance of binary frequency

with m ass,but at the expense ofa SSF (50% ) that is

too low to be consistentwith that derived here. These

m odelscould be m adeconsistentwith the high G alactic

SSF by assum ing m ore com pact con� gurations for the

birth clusters,howeveritisunclearwhethertherequired

higherclusterdensitieswould rem ain consistentwith ob-

served values.

Anotherpossibility isthatbinary starform ation isre-

lated to the initialangular m om entum content of the

prim ordialcores. In this case the initialangular m o-

m entum ofa protostellarcore would be expected to be

a function ofcore m ass,with low m ass cores being en-

dowed with considerably less angular m om entum than

high m ass cores. A system atic m olecular-line survey of

coresofvaryingm asswithin am olecularcloud could test

this idea. A related possibility is that turbulence m ay

play a rolein the propensity fora coreto fragm ent.For

exam ple,Shu,Li& Allen (2004)positthatthe break in

the stellar IM F at 0.5 M � is a result ofthe transition

from turbulent to therm alsupport ofthe envelopes of

dense pre-collapse cloud cores. The m ore m assive the

core,the m ore turbulence is required to insure its sup-

port. Am m onia observations ofdense cores in fact do

suggestthatm assive coresare m ore turbulentthan low

m asscores(Jijina,M yers & Adam s 1999). Perhapsin-

creased cloud turbulencein them orem assivedensecores

can also prom ote,in som e fashion,m ore e� cient core

fragm entation and a higherincidence ofbinary starfor-

m ation. In thiscontextitwould be interesting to know

ifthe trend ofincreasing stellarm ultiplicity with stellar

m ass continues to the m ore m assive A,B and O stars,

as has been suggested in som e studies (e.g.,Preibisch,

W eigelt,& Zinnecker2001,Shatsky & Tokovinin 2002).

Finally Inotethatthelargefraction ofsinglestarsys-

tem s in the � eld is consistent with the idea that m ost

stars could harbor planetary system s unperturbed by

binary com panions and thus extra-solar planetary sys-

tem sthatare characterized by architecturesand stabil-

ities sim ilar to that ofthe solar system could be quite

com m on around M stars,provided planetarysystem scan

form around M starsin the � rstplace.

Iam indebted to AugustM uench forconstructing the

cum ulativeIM Fspresented in Figure2 and m any useful

discussions.Ithank David Latham and Bo Reipurth for

their carefulreading ofthe paper and detailed sugges-

tions and K evin Luhm an,G eo� M arcy,Frank Shu and

PavelK roupa for usefulcom m ents which im proved the

paper.
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