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ABSTRACT

In this short com m unication I com pare recent ndings suggesting a low binary star fraction for late
type stars w ith know ledge conceming the form s of the stellar niial and present day m ass fnctions
form asses down to the hydrogen buming lim it. T his com parison indicates that m ost stellar system s
formed In the Galaxy are lkely single and not binary as has been often asserted. Indeed, In the
current epoch two-thirds of allm ain sequence stellar system s In the G alactic disk are com posed of
single stars. Som e Im plications of this realization for understanding the star and planet fom ation

process are brie y m entioned.
Subfct headings: stars: binary, om ation

1. NTRODUCTION

Ever sihce M ichell (1767) pointed out that the ob-
served frequency of visual double stars was too high to
be due to random chance, the study ofbinary stars has
occupied an In portant place in astrophysics. W illiam
H erschel (1802) discovered and cataloged hundreds ofvi-
sualpairs and produced the st cbservations ofa rudi-
m entary binary orbi. In doing so he established that the
double stars were Indeed physicalpairs and that N ew to—
nian physics operated nicely in the distant sidereal uni-
verse. By the beginning of the twentieth century tens
of thousands of binary stars were known and cataloged
(eg., Bumham 1906). By the m iddle to late twentieth
century the rst system atic attem pts to establish the bi-
nary frequency ofm ain sequenceF and G stars suggested
that a very high fraction (70 —80% ) of all such stellar
system s consist ofbinary orm ultiple stars Heintz 1969;
Abt & Levy 1976; Abt 1983). The m ost com prehensive
and com plete study of the multiplicity of G stars was
perform ed by Dugquennoy & M ayor (1991) who argued
that two-thirds of all such stellar system saremuliple.

Tt has often been assum ed but never clearly dem on-
strated that sin ilar statistics applied to stars ofall spec—
tral types. This assum ption has led to the comm only
held opinion that m ost all stars form in binary ormul
tiple system s with the Sun (@nd is system of planets)
being atypical as a single star. But how robust is the
assum ption that the binary statistics for G stars is rep—
resentative of all stars?

O verthe last decade tw o in portant developm entshave
occurred In stellar resesarch which directly bear on this
question. First, the functional form of the stellar ini-
tialm ass function (M F') hasbeen better constrained by
observations of both eld stars (eg., K roupa, 2002) and
young em bedded clusters eg.,M uench et al. 2002). The
M F has been found to peak broadly between 01 - 0.5
M , indicating that m ost stars form ed in the G alactic
disk are M stars. Second, surveys for binary stars have
suggested that the binary star frequency m ay be a func-
tion of spectral type (g., Fischer & M arcy 1992). In
particular, there have been a num ber of attem pts to as-
certain the binary frequency ofM type starsand even for
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L and T dwarfs, ob fctss near and below the hydrogen
buming 1m it. T hese studies suggest that the binary fre—
quency declines from the G starvalue, being only around
30% forM stars (eg. Leihert et al. 1997; Reid & G izis
1997; Delfosse et al. 2004; Siegkr et al. 2005) and as
much as a factor of 2 Iower for L and T dwarfs eg.,
G izis et al. 2003). I argue in this com munication that
these two facts together suggest that m ost stellar sys—
tem s in the G alaxy consist of single rather than binary
ormultiple stars.

2. THE SINGLE STAR FRACTION AND SPECTRAL TYPE

In this section T use data com piled from the literature
to exam ne the single star fraction as a function of stel-
lar spectral type, In particular for the range spanning
G to M stars. I consider the single star fraction (SSF')
to be the fraction of stellar system s w ithout a stellar
com panion, that is, prim ary stars w ithout a com panion
whosem assexceeds 008 M . Figure 1 displays the sin—
gle star fraction as a fnction of spectral type for G and
later type stars. T his plot suggests that the SSF is sig—
ni cantly greater for M stars than for G stars. Indeed
the SSF for M stars appears to be at kast 70% . Ikt is
di culk to evaluate the signi cance of this di erence at
face value given that the di ering binary surveys su er
from di ering biases and varying degrees of incom plete—
ness. The systam atic di erences that can arise between
the surveys m ostly derive from varying sensitivities to
prin ary/secondary separations and m ass ratios. Below I
attem pt to evaluate the resuls from the surveysused to
construct Figure 1.

In their sem inalstudy, D uquennoy & M ayor (1991) ob-
tained a spectroscopic survey of a distance-lim ited com —
plete sam ple of F 7-G 9 stars in the N orthem H em isphere
and w ithin 22 pc of the Sun. T hey exam ined radial ve—
locities obtained for these stars over a 13 year period.
T hey com bined their detections of spectroscopic binaries
w ith known visualbinaries and com m on proper m otion
pairs to exam ine 164 prim aries for evidence ofm ultiplic—
iy. They derive m ultiplicity ratios of 57:38:4:1 for sin-—
glkdoubletriplequadruple systam s, respectively. T hey
considered allthe various detection biases to estim ate the
incom pleteness of their study and conclided that there
was a slight bias against detecting low m ass com panions,
this resulted In a 14% upward correction to the multi-
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Fig. l.\ T he single star fraction vs spectral type. The sin—
gle star fraction increases signi cantly w ith spectral type reaching
values of 75% forM stars, the m ost populous stars in the M F
and the eld. Vertical error bars represent statistical uncertainties
in the SSF . T he horizontal error bars indicate the approxim ate
extent in spectral type covered by the individual surveys and do
not represent an uncertainty in this coordinate. D ata taken from
D uquennoy & M ayor (1991), Reid & G izis (1997), Fischer & M arcy
(1992), D elfosse et al. (2004), Leinert et al. 1997, and Siegler et
al. (2005).

plicity fraction such that 57% of system swere estin ated
to bemultiple or a prin ary/com panion m ass ratio, q >
01. They further extrapolated this incom pleteness cor—
rection to Include substellar secondaries and estin ated
a multiplicity fraction of 2/3 and a single star fraction
of 1/3 for their sam ple. However, In recent years sen—
sitive and precise radial velociy surveys of 1330 single
FGKM stars have indicated a paucity of substellar com —
panionsw ihin 5AU ofthe prim ary stars M arcy & But-
Jer 2000; M arcy et al. 2005). In addition coronographic
Im aging surveys have found a sim ilar dearth of substel-
lar com panions around GK and M stars over separations
between 75 and 300 AU M cCarthy & Zuckem an 2004).
T he existence ofthis so-called \brow n dw arfdesert" indi-
cates that D uquennoy & M ayorm ay have overestin ated
the m ultiplicity fraction of G stars and the true value is
likely 57% or even som ewhat sn aller. For the purposes
of this paper I adopt 57% as the m ultiplicity fraction of
G type stars and thus 43% for the SSF .

The rst extensive exam ination of the m ultiplicity of
M stars was perform ed by Fischer & M arcy (1992) who
studied radial velociy, speckle and visual binary data
fora sam ple of starsw ithin 20 pc. T he full range of sep—
arations, a < 10% AU, was exam -ned, sin ilar to the G
star study. These authors pointed out that M star sur-
veyssu er less from thee ectsofincom pltenessthan G
star surveys because the M star sam ple is on the whole
a factor of 2 closer In distance and M star prin aries are
su ciently faint to enable detection of very faint com —
panionsm ore readily. T hey derived a SSF 0f58% which
is higher than the G starvalue.

Reid & G izis (1997) determ ined the SSF for a volum e
com plete sample of 79 M 2-M 4.5 prin ary stars within 8
pc of the Sun and derived a SSE of 70 12% for this
sam ple. T he range ofbinary separations they were able
to probe was 0.1 —10* AU .A sin ilar volum e com plete
search forM dwarfbinaries w thin 5 pc of the Sun was

perform ed by Lemert et al. (1997) who reported a SSF

of74 19% . However, their sam ple 0f29 stars is sm aller
than theReid & G izis (1997) and F ischer& M arcy (1997)

sam ples accounting for the Jarger uncertainty. M ore re—
cently Delfosse et al. (2004) presented statistics for a
much larger sampl of 100 M dwarfs which they esti-
m ated was 100% com plete for stellar m ass com panions
over the entire sgparation range and out to 9 pc from the
Sun. D elfosseet al. (2004) derive a m ultiple star fraction

0f26 3% which correspondsto a SSF of74 6% . This
m ay represent the m ost accurate determ ination for the
M starSSF yetm ade. Inote here that even ifone consid-
ers substellar com panions this estin ate for the SSF will
not lkely alter signi cantly since as m entioned earlier,
surveys have revealed a dearth of substellar com panions
to G,K andM stars M arcy & Butler 2000; M cC arthy

and Zuckem an 2004).

Surveys for m ultiplicity am ong very late M stars and
even L and T dwarfs have also been recently reported.
T hese studies typically explore m ore lin ited separation
ranges and som ew hat an aller sam plesof stars. Them ul-
tiplicity fractions they nd are however all lower than
that reported for the earlier type M stars. For exam ple,
Sieglker et al. (2005) exam ined a m agniude-lim ited sur-
vey of36 M 6 —M 7.5 stars and derived a binary fraction
of9 % ocorresoonding to a SSF of91 5% . However
this sam ple isnot volum e lim ited and m ay be incom plete.
T hus the inferred SSF is lkely an upper lin it. D espie
this lim iation Siegler et al. were able to conclude that
wide @> 20 AU ) binariesare very rare am ong these stars.
A though not considered for nclusion in F igure 1 because
of the large fraction of brown dwarfs in their sam ples,
surveys by G izis et al. (2003) and Bouy et al. (2003)

nd sin ilarly sm all binary fractions for ultra low m ass
ob fcts. For exam ple, G izis et al. exam ined 82 nearby
late M and L dwarfs and derived a (ncom pleteness cor-
rected) binary fraction of15 5% (corresponding to a
SSF of85 14% ) for separations,a > 1.6 AU .E stin at—
ing the possbl contribution of com panions at am aller
separations they suggest a binary star fraction B SF) of
15 BSF 25% correspondingto75 SSF 85% Por
these ob fcts near and just below the hydrogen buming
Iim it. Bouy et al. (2003) exam ined the binary statistics
fora sample 0f134 lateM and L. eld dwarfs and esti-
m ated a binary fraction for a separation range ofabout 2
—140 AU ofonly 10% corresponding to a SSEF 0f90% for
these ob fcts. They also noted a dearth of com panions
wih wide (ie., a> 15AU) separations. A lthough these
surveys of very low m ass and substellar ob fcts su er
from som e degree of incom pleteness it is quite unlkely
that sensible corrections for such e ects would decrease
the estin ated single star fraction to a value sim ilar to
that of G stars or even typicalM stars.

T he observations discussed above lead to the conclu-
sion that the single star fraction is a fiinction of spectral
type and increases from about 43% forG starsto 85%
for brown dwarfs. The m ost secure estin ate forM stars
appears to be about 74% based on the com plete volum e~
lim ited sam ple ofD elfosse et al. (2004) forM starsw ith
stellar com panions.

3. M STARSAND THE MF

The stellar IM F is one of the m ost fundam ental dis—
tribution functions in astrophysics. A great deal of ef-
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Fig. 2.\ T he cum ulative frequency distributions for allhydrogen

buming stars in two versions of the prim ary star IM F and the
PDMF ofm ain sequence eld stars. The two IM F s correspond to
the M illerScalo eld star M F and the IM F derived for the young
em bedded T rapezium clisterby M uench etal. (2002). T he vertical
line m arks the location of the M star boundary (Torres & R ibas
2002). The fraction ofM stars is high for all these m ass functions
ranging betw een 73 and 84% . T he latter value representing fraction
ofallm ain sequence eld stars that are M stars currently residing
in the G alactic disk. Based on data from M iller & Scalo 1989 and
M uench et al. 2002.

fort hasbeen expended In determ ning is form since the

rst attem pt to m easure its shape by Salpeter (1954).
He Pund that the M F is a power-law which decreases
w ith stellarm ass for eld starsw ith m asses in the range
between 1-10 M . M ore recent detem inations of the
MF Por el starsand young em bedded clustershave ex—
panded the m ass range covered by Salpeter. T hese stud-
ieshave found the IM F to break from a single pow er-law
shapenear 05 M and to have a broad peak between
01-05M .On eithersideofthispeak the M F fallso
rapidly eg., M iller & Scalo 1979; K roupa 2002; M uench
et al 2002; Chabrier 2003; Luhm an et al. 2006).

T he broad peak ofthe IM F encom passes the M stars
and indicates that these stars are the m ost num erous
ob fcts created in the star form ation process. This is
iMustrated in Figure 2 which show s the cum ulative frac—
tion of all stars above the hydrogen buming lin it given
by the MF.Two di erent IM F's are plotted which span
the range ofm odem day determ inations ofthis function.
One isthe lognom al eld star M F derived by M iller &
Scalo (1979) and the other represents a determ ination of
the M F for the embedded Trapezium cluster in O rion
in which the M F is characterized by a series of broken
power-law s M uench et al 2002). Thislatter M F isvery
sin ilar to that determ ined forthe eld by K roupa (2002)
but is m ore sensitive to substellar m asses (not plotted).
T he vertical dashed line show s the boundary for the M
starpopulation. T he fraction ofall stars above the hydro—
gen buming Iim it HBL) that areM stars is 73% for the
Muench et al. IMF and 78% for the M illerScalo M F .
(It is I portant to note here that these two M F's are
essentially prin ary star IM F's, that is, M F's that do not
Include com panion starm asses.) T his analysis indicates
that roughly 3/4 ofall stars form ed are M stars.

The M F represents the frequency distribution of stars
at birth and di ers from the present day m ass function
PDM F) which represents the frequency distridbution of

all stars currently living w thin the G alactic disk. Stellar
evolution has signi cantly depleted the high m ass end of
thePDM F relative to the M F . T herefore, the fraction M
starsin the PDM F is som ew hat higher than the fraction
In the M F. Indeed, or the PDM F derived by M iller &
Scalo (1979) we nd from Figure 2 that 84% ofall stars
in the G alactic disk areM stars.

4. THE TOTAL SINGLE STAR FRACTION

To estim ate the total fraction of singlk stars, I assum e
that all stars earlier than M are characterized by the
single star fraction orG starsdetem ned by D uquennoy
& M ayor (1991),that is, SSF.y = 43% . The sihgk star
fraction for M -type stars (ie. SSFy ) isassum ed to be
that (74% ) determ ined by Delfosse et al. (2004) for a
com plete, volum e 1im ited sam ple. T he total SSF is then
sin ply given by:

SSF (total) = SSF«u ETF + SSFu MTF

HereM TF istheM -type fraction, that is, the fraction
ofall stars that areM type starsand ETF =1 M TF
is the early-type fraction, that is the fraction ofall stars
that have spectral types earlier than M . To detem ine
the SSF for all stars produced at any one tim e by the
star form ation process I adopt the M uench et al. and
M illerScalo M Fs, speci cally, MTF = 0.73 and 0.78,
respectively. T he total SSF is found to be 66% and 67%
for these two MM F's, respectively. T herefore, single stars
must ulim ately account for as m any as two-thirds of
all stellar system s that form ed at any one time In the
G alaxy. Sin ilarly, ifwe consider the M TF (0.84) for the
M illerScalo PDMF we nd the total SSF to be 69% .
Thus, two thirds of all (m ain sequence) prim ary stars
currently residing in the G alactic disk are singke stars.

5. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

Theprim ary result ofthispaper is the recognition that
m ost stellar system s in the G alaxy consist of single rather
than binary stars. T his fact has in portant consequences
for star and planet fom ation theory. For exam ple, con—
trary to the current acospted paradigm thatm ost, if not
all, stars form in binary or muliple system s (eg. Lar-
son 1972,2001;M athieu 1994), this result could Indicate
that the theoretical fram ew orks developed to explain the
form ation of single, sunlke stars (eg. Shu, Adam s &
Lizano 1987) have w ide applicability. Indeed, when ap—
propriately modi ed for a cluster-form ing environm ent
eg.,M yers1998; Shu, Li& A llen 2004), they m ay even
descrlbe m ost star form ing events in the Galaxy. On
the other hand, m ost stars could still initially form in
binary ormultiple system s provided that m ost such sys—
tem s prom ptly disintegrate via dynam ical interactions
or decay In an early, perhaps even protostellar, stage of
evolution (eg. Kroupa 1995; Sterzik & Durisen 1998,
Repurth 2000).

T he current paradigm thatm ost, ifnot all stars, form
in binaries was strengthened by early m ultiplicity sur-
veys of prem ain sequence PM S) stars. In particular,
surveys of the PM S population of the Taurus cloud in—
dicated a binary fraction that wastwice that of eld G
stars Ghez et al. 1993; Leinert et al. 1993; Rejpurth
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& Zinnecker 1993). However, most eld stars are now
known to have form ed in embedded clusters, environ—
ments quite di erent than represented by the Taurus
PM S population (€g. Lada & Lada 2003). B inary sur-
veys ofboth young em bedded and G alactic clusters have
revealed binary fractions indistinguishable from that of
the eld (eg., Petretal 1998; Duchéne, Bouvier & Si-
mon 1999; Patience & Duchéne 2001). Them ost sin ple
and straightforw ard hypothesis to explain these two facts
and the nding ofa high SSF in this paper is that the
m ost comm on outcom e of the star form ation process is
a single rather than m ultiple star.

O bservations of dust em ission and extinction ofm olec—
ular cloud cores have found that the shape ofthe prin or—
dial or dense core m ass function is very sim ilar to that
of the stellar M F except that the core m ass function is
o set to higher m ass by a factor of 23 (eg., Stanke et
al. 2005, A Ives, Lombardi & Lada 2005). These obser—
vations indicate that a 1-to-1 m apping of core m ass to
stellarm ass, m odi ed by am ore or less constant star for-
m ation e ciency 0£30-50% , ispossible, ifnot likely. This
idea is consistent w ith single star system sbeing m ost of-
ten produced once the cores undergo collapse.

T he fact that stellar m ultiplicity is a function of stel-
lar m ass, however, m ay provide in portant clues to the
nature of the physical process of star form ation. For
exam ple, D urisen, Sterzik & P ickett (2001) have shown
that if individual protostellar cores can further fragm ent
and produce sn all N clusters, the dynam ical decay of
these clisters into binary and single stars can in certain
circum stances produce a binary star fraction that de-
clines w ith decreasing prin ary m ass, sin ilar to what is
observed. H ow ever, to be consistent w ith the SSF derived
here and to sim ultaneously produce reasonable binary
com ponent separations, such m odels would require N
5,wihin a region 300 AU In size (Sterzik & D urisen
1998). Thiswould corresoond to a stellar surface density
( 75 10° starspc ?) about two orders ofm agnitude
higherthan thepeak density (72 103 starspc ?) mea—
sured for the rich Trapezium clister (Lada et al. 2004).
Such ulra-dense protostellar groups have not yet been
identi ed, but could be revealed w ith high resolution in—
frared In aging surveys of deeply em bedded candidates.
A related possibility, proposed by K roupa (1995) and col-
laborators, posits that all stars are form ed in binaries in
m odestly dense em bedded clusters. D ynam ical interac—
tions between these system s can disrupt som e binaries
and m odify the separations of others. T hese m odels can
produce the observed dependance of binary frequency

w ith m ass, but at the expense of a SSF (50% ) that is
too low to be consistent w ith that derived here. These
m odels could be m ade consistent w ith the high G alactic
SSEF by assum Ing m ore com pact con gurations for the
birth clusters, how ever it is unclear w hether the required
higher clister densities would rem ain consistent w ith ob—
served values.

A nother possibility is that binary star form ation is re—
lated to the iniial angular m om entum content of the
prin ordial cores. In this case the initial angular m o—
m entum of a protostellar core would be expected to be
a function of core 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 olecularldine survey of
cores ofvaryingm assw thin a m olecular cloud could test
this idea. A related possbility is that turbulence m ay
ply a role In the propensiy for a core to fragm ent. For
exam ple, Shu, Li& A llen (2004) posit that the break in
the stellar M F at 05 M is a result of the transition
from turbulent to them al support of the envelopes of
dense precollapse cloud cores. The m ore m assive the
core, the m ore turbulence is required to insure is sup-—
port. Amm onia observations of dense cores in fact do
suggest that m assive cores are m ore turbulent than low
m ass cores (Jijna, M yers & Adam s 1999). Perhaps in—
creased cloud turbulence in them orem assive dense cores
can also promote, In som e fashion, more e cient core
fragm entation and a higher incidence ofbinary star for-
m ation. In this context it would be interesting to know
if the trend of increasing stellar m ultiplicity w ith stellar
m ass continues to the more massive A, B and O stars,
as has been suggested in som e studies (g. P rebisch,
W eigelt, & Zinnecker 2001, Shatsky & Tokovinin 2002).

Finally I note that the large fraction of sihgl star sys—
tem s In the eld is consistent w ith the idea that m ost
stars could harbor planetary system s unperturoed by
binary com panions and thus extra-solar planetary sys—
tem s that are characterized by architectures and stabil-
ities sim ilar to that of the solar system could be quite
comm on around M stars, provided planetary system s can
form around M stars in the rstplace.

Tam indebted to August M uench for constructing the
cum ulative M F s presented In Figure 2 and m any usefiil
discussions. Ithank D avid Latham and Bo Reijpurth for
their carefiil reading of the paper and detailed sugges—
tions and Kevin Luhm an, Geo M arcy, Frank Shu and
PavelK roupa for usefil comm ents which in proved the
paper.
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