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ABSTRACT

Context. Observationally, spectra of brown dwarfs indicate the gmes of dust in their atmospheres while theoretically itisatear
what prevents the dust from settling and disappearing flearégions of spectrum formation. Consequently, standameits have
to rely on ad hoc assumptions about the mechanism that kespgrins aloft in the atmosphere.

Aims. We apply hydrodynamical simulations to develop an imprgueysical understanding of the mixing properties of maapsr
flows in M dwarf and brown dwarf atmospheres, in particulathefinfluence of the underlying convection zone.

Methods. We performed two-dimensional radiation hydrodynamicsusattions including a description of dust grain formatiordan
transport with the CO5BOLD code. The simulations cover &y vop of the convection zone and the photosphere inclutlieglust
layers for a sequence offective temperatures between 900 K and 2800 K, all withde§ assuming solar chemical composition.
Results. Convective overshoot occurs in the form of exponentiallglidéng velocities with small scale heights, so that fiieats
only the region immediately above the almost adiabatic ective layers. From there on, mixing is provided by gravigves that
are strong enough to maintain thin dust clouds in the hotdets. With decreasingffective temperature, the amplitudes of the
waves become smaller but the clouds become thicker andageieernal convective flows that are mof@ent in transporting and
mixing material than gravity waves. The presence of cloudtisndeads to a highly structured appearance of the stelidace on
short temporal and small spatial scales (presently inatwedo observations).

Conclusions. We identify convectively excited gravity waves as an esaéntixing process in M dwarf and brown dwarf atmo-
spheres. Under conditions of strong cloud formation, dasvection is the dominant self-sustaining mixing companen
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1. Introduction reaching into ever cooler and lower mass reginigs & 600K,
) M>5 MJUp).

Brown dwarfs form like stars and evolve as they cool from . .

stellar-like properties — M spectral type characterizedimyec- Atmospheric temperatures are_ﬂi;uently IQW (Tgas < .

ular hydrogen and water vapor formation, chromospheric at800 K. Ter < 2800K) for dust particle formation to occur in

tivity, flares, and magnetic spots — to planet-like propsrt- ate-type M d_warfs. These grgun_s should sink under the influ-

T spectral type characterized by methane absorption,retect €N¢€ Of gravity ¢ ~ 10° cms?) into deeper layers and van-

degenerate core, and maser emission. With a fully comeectl§? from the atmosphere, clearing it from condensable mate-

interior reaching up to the atmosphere, and a neutral athesep ''al- However, their near-infrared spectra can only be aepr
duced when accounting for a strong greenhousect (also

offering little interaction with magnetic field lines, they aat called a blanketing féect in stellar physics) in the visible lay
larger rotational velocitiesx 30 kms?, i.e.,P < 4 hrs com- ~ . -
9 X ers (Tsujiet al: 1996; Alexander etal. 1997; Ruiz et al. 1997

pared to 11 hrs for Jupiter). Thigheiency and the unusually : . .
large extent of the convection zone into the atmospherec(u|L:.Lteg'gett etall 199&, 2001). Classical static model atmaggshe

optical depths of 1@ for M dwarfs) assigns an important role a{ave to rely on ad hoc assumptions about the mechanism that
a cooling and contraction evolution regulator to the atrhesps <€€PS dust from settling, or that brings fresh material tovae
(Barafe et al 1995). Understanding the atmospheric propertfgidface allowing new grains to form (Helling et al. 2008e)eT

has therefore implications for the mass determination eg¢n Elf€cts of dust formation on the atmospheres of late-type cwarf

objects. Some 700 brown dwarfs have been f@indhe solar (gg\lfialit?rﬁ?r?] V%EIgg‘é;’Sypw::ee:jg%gdlcjjis\}e';(;g%?gggri;ﬁ?gg:ical
neighborhood and in star-forming regions since the early 9 cloud thickness_(Allard et al. 2001; Tsuji 2002; Burrowslet a

2006;| Ackerman & Marley 2001). It has been found that the
Send offorint requests to: B. Freytag PHOENIX Dusty models [(Allard et all. 2001) reproduce the in-

1 Photometry, spectroscopy, and astrometry of M, L, and T thwar frared emission of late-type M to mid-L dwarfs (i.e., 170GK
httpy/spider.ipac.caltech.efiaff/davyARCHIVE/index.shtmll Ter < 2500K) (Leggett et al. 1998, 2001; Ruiz et al. 1997). This
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indicates that dust forms close to equilibrium in the infdy local box setup to calculate time-dependent atmospherelsod
line-forming region of these atmospheresy{1072). including the very top layers of the convection zone. Toireal
On the other hand, late-type L and T dwarfgs < 1400K) this project, we implemented a dust model (see below) as well
are less fiected by photospheric greenhouffeets, but do show as dust and low temperature gas opacities.
evidence — in terms of higher CO and lower Niind CH, The code solves the coupled equations of compressible hy-
absorption — of the dynamical upwelling of,Nind CO gas drodynamics and non-local radiation transport on a Catesi
(Saumon et al. 2006). Cushing et al. (2008) and Stephens egaid with a time-explicit scheme. The tabulated equatiostafe
(2009) fitted a sequence of the red optical to mid-infrareztsp accounts for the ionization of hydrogen and helium, and the
tra of early L to mid-T dwarfs using the model atmospherdermation of H. molecules. The 1D hydrodynamics fluxes are
of /Ackerman & Marley (2001) and Saumon et al. (2006). Thegomputed with an approximate Riemann solver of Roe-type.
demonstrated that cloud opacity, adjusted by a sedimentatBecause the conditions in the cool objects are almost incom-
efficiency factorfseq in these models,fBects the spectra of all pressible, the fluxes are combined non-split, i.e., the fure
dwarfs up to early T types, and the observed/CH)y and both the vertical and horizontal directions are computednfr
N2/NH3 abundances are indicative of mixinffects equivalent the same state (and not after each other) and their coritnitsut
to eddy difusion codficients between tand 16 cn?stinall are added. In this way, the generation of spurious pressavesv
atmospheres. But this analysis was still not unable to auamig- is avoided, which may be produced by a split scheme in regions
lation between spectral type dgr and sedimentationfiéciency. with large gradients but small divergence in the mass flux.
They also found that the atmospheric parameters derived fro
best fits to individual spectral regions would frequentljem
different results, or be in disagreement with expectations frofri-1- Dust model
structural and evolution models. Thus none of the classtedc  To account for the presence of dust particles, we added terms
models have reproduced the M-L-T spectral transition \atis in the modules for hydrodynamics, radiation transportrseu
torily. terms, and in handling of boundary conditions. It is impessi
Attempts have been made to account for atmospheric dyle to account for all microphysical processes that mighy pl
namics in planetary atmospheres, whose models however gable in dust formatior_(Helling et HI. 2001; Woitke & Helin
not describe the convection cells and the resulting gravitlyes [2003) in current time-dependent multi-dimensional sirtiofes.
(Marley et all 2007; Fortney et'al. 2006). However, locali@ad We instead chose a treatment of dust that includes only trs mo
tion hydrodynamics (RHD) models of the surface layers of thgportant physical processes. The scheme is based on a-simpl
solar convection have been very successful in reproducidg ded version of the dust model used in Hofner étlal. (2003). We
analyzing the properties of the granulation (Nordlund )982se a single density field to describe the mass density opdwst
In the meantime, various groups have developed similarsodgles and gno5h34 for the monomers (gas constituents®ads
to investigate the atmospheric flows on the sun and othes staf four for the dust and none for the monomers as in Hofnetlet a
(Stefen et al. 1989; Asplund etlal. 2000; Skartlien et al. 200 )200:3) and Freytag & Hofner (2008). Therefore, the ratithef
Stein & Nordlund | 2000;|_Gadun etlal. 2000; Robinson et adum of dust and monomer densities to the gas density is allowe
2003; Vogler 2004). Amongst others, these models can ibescito change, in contrast to the dust description_by Hofnellet a
self-consistently the mixing of material beyond the cleaki (2003). Instead of modeling the nucleation and the detailed
boundaries of a convection zone, as demonstrated for Estafution of the number of grains, we assume a constant ratio of
for main-sequence A-type stars (Freytag etal. 1996) or for Bkeds (dust nuclei) to total number of monomers (in grains or
dwarfs (Ludwig et al. 2002, 2006). A treatment of dust within free) per cell. If all the material in a grid cell were to be eon
3D simulation of the envelope of an AGB star was included byensed into dust, the grains would have the maximum radius
Freytag & Hofner/(2008). ramax Which we have set to a typical value ofith. This is close
The aim of the current work is to extend the latter simulao the typical particle sizes found for the optically thickrpof
tions into the regime of brown dwarfs, where dust clouds fevehe cloud deck in solar-metallicity brown dwarfs accordimthe
strong influence on the photospheric temperature strucine DRIFT-PHOENIX models of Witte et dl!(2009) and according to
to quantify the overshoot from the surface convection zot@ i our ownPHOENIX BT-Settl calculations. In both models, parti-

the atmosphere. cle sizes are determined by a balance between settling speled
turbulent upmixing according to a basic convective oveosho

2 Simulations with CO5BOLD model (cf. Helling et al. 2008b for a comparison), and aresthu
in general height-dependent, reaching up to sevyerain the

2.1. Numerical radiation hydrodynamics deepest cloud layers. For the present models, the valu@chos

gre should allow a reasonable estimate of the dust oparcity i

e denser parts of the cloud deck. The radiyef dust grains
for given dust mass density and monomer mass densjty; is
mﬁ)omputed from

We computed a sequence of 2D RHD models for a gravity
10°cm s (logg=5) and a range offéective temperatures from
900K to 2800K. The models have about 4300 grid points
(see Tabld]l for details). Most of them are restricted to

dimensions because we are unable to cover the prohibitively= rymax[pda/(0d + pm)]2 . (1)

long sedimentation and mixing timescales in 3D: a 2D simyz . : —
lation in itself takes about one to three CPU-months to COit_ondensatlon and evaporation are modeled as in Hofner et al

plete. However, a shorter run covering only several dynami gf)s(zgzi,teparameters and saturation vapor curve adapted to

timescales and not trying to cover the longer mixing timésca . .
ying g g In the hydrodynamics module, monomers and dust densities

Is feasible in 3D (mt15g50mm00n0e). %re advected with the gas density. However, according to the

For this_purpose, we used the muli-D_RHD cod rminal velocities given by the low-Reynolds-number cate
2; .2 ini . S >
CO5BOLIR (Freytag et al. 2002; Wedemever etial. 2004) in i 0. (19) i Rossow (1978), a settiing speed is added to the ver

2 CO5BOLD User Manual: httpwww.astro. uu.s€bf/coSbold main.httintal advection velocity of dust grains, assuming instaatais
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Table 1. Basic parameters of the RHD models (mostly 2D and only one 3D)

model p Ny X N XXz to—t1  Ccour Sn Tefrsta Terr Topa
kmxkm 1Cs ergKlg? K K K

mt09g50mmoon10 d 400130 22 94 90-130 0.30 0.671%20 900 897 1000
mt09g50mmoon11 d 464110 22x 90 240-275 0.30 0.67110 900 897 1000
mt10g50mmoon03 d 400100 24k 96 140-195 0.27 0.683%0 1000 1030 1000
mt11g50mmoon05 d 40856 26k 92 245-285 0.30 0.690%0 1100 1114 1800
mt12g50mmO0n01 s 4336 28x 94 110-190 0.40 0.70130 1200 1226 1800
mt12g50mmoO0n07 s 46(380 28x106 80-150 0.40 0.701%0 1200 1228 1800
mt12g50mmO0On10 s 46(336 28k 94 270-370 0.37 0.70120 1200 1224 1800
mt13g50mmoO0On01 s 40270 30x100 80-190 0.40 0.71130 1300 1335 1800
mt13g50mmoon02 d 406@70 30100 130-200 0.40 0.71110 1300 1336 1800
mt13g50mmoO0n03 s 46270 30100 250-390 0.35 0.71110 1300 1333 1800
mt14g50mmoO0On01 s 40270 32x106 40-140 0.40 0.719%0 1400 1436 1800
mt14g50mmO0n02 s 40270 32x106 140-280 0.40 0.71910 1400 1437 1800
mt15g50mmoO0On01 s 46270 34113 50-140 0.40 0.728%0 1500 1533 1800
mt15g50mmoO0n02 s 40270 34x113 150-190 0.40 0.72810 1500 1533 1800
mt15g50mmoO0n03 s 40270 34x113 260-380 0.30 0.72810 1500 1533 1800
mt15g50mmoO0n04 s 36270 34113 40-150 0.30 0.728%0 1500 1532 1800
mt15g50mmo0on06 s 38R270 34G6x113 10-15 0.30 0.728%0 1500 1532 1800
mt15g50mmo0On07 s 46300 34127 70-150 0.30 0.72830 1500 1533 1800
mt16g50mmoO0On06 s 46(366 35%128 20-190 0.40 0.737%0 1600 1648 1800
mt1l7g50mmoO0On02 s 46352 38x133 40-190 0.40 0.74730 1700 1757 1800
mt18g50mmO0On07 s 46343 40137 40-190 0.40 0.75630 1800 1858 1800
mt19g50mmO0n02 s 406334 42x140 40-80 0.40 0.765%0 1900 1953 1800
mt19g50mmO0n03 s 46334 42x140 120-290 0.30 0.76510 1900 1953 1800
mt20g50mmoO0n05 s 46362 38x137 40-210 0.20 0.775%0 2000 2052 1800
mt22g50mmoO0On05 s 46351 40x140 70-150 0.20 0.79810 2200 2247 1800
mt24g50mmoO0On01 s 406344 42x144 70-190 0.20 0.82510 2400 2426 1800
mt26g50mmoO0On01 s 46353 42148 70-140 0.20 0.859%0 2600 2597 1800
mt26g50mmo0on02 s 46353 42(x148 70-140 0.20 0.859%0 2600 2611 2800
mt28g50mmO0On01 s 406357 44x157 70-140 0.20 0.905%0 2800 2801 2800
mt28g50mmo0O0n02 s 46380 44167 40-100 0.20 0.905%0 2800 2801 2800

The columns show model name, numerical precision (singtioable), horizontak vertical resolution, horizontat vertical size [knxkm], time
span used for averaging [3€], Courant number, entropy of the material in the deepariajerg K*g], effective temperature of the PHOENIX
model used for the start file [K],fiective temperature of the RHD model versus the average trae K], and éfective temperature of the
reference atmosphere used for the opacity table [K].

equilibrium between gravitational and viscous forces thett ment composition that depends on space and time. Therefore,
onto the grains. the depletion of elements is ignored for the equation ofestat

One problem with modeling the dynamics of dust clouds &€ formation of molecules has only a mindfeet on e.g., the
the span in timescales (short for dust formation and the wakygat capacity as long as hydrogen exists in the fornHgf
period, long for dust settling and thermal relaxation) apatiml However, molecules play a major role for the opacity, and the
scales (small-scale dust clouds and possible global flousech formation of molecules depends both on the abundance and
by rapid rotation). This is quite similar to simulations oéather depletion of elements. To take this into account, we derived
patterns on Earth, where global wind systems and local clotit COSBOLD gas phase opacities from monochromatic opac-
formation interact. ity tables,«(T, P,v), generated from detailed radiation transfer

Another problem is the poorly known complex miCro_calculations with the general stellar atmosphere RHEFENTX

physics: a complicated chemical network of molecules WigHauschildt et al. 1997). We assume full sedimentation aft du

I . .
space- and time-dependent abundances can form dust by m %ﬂ{g the gas phase: the removal of condensable material from
of various processes, producing grains witffatient structures. €9

as phase is considered assuming a solar elemental eompo
The dynamical behavior and optical properties both depend gtionin full phase equilibrium at each temperature ancgues
the grain type. Furthermore, depletion leads to a changeein

poin_t (sc_ee Allard et al. 2001; Ferguson et aI_. ZIQOS). Thisapp
gas composition thatfgects the equation of state and gas Opaa{_natlon is close to the conditions prevailing in: i) the lave¢mo-
ties. The current dust model in CO5BOLD is designed to repr

8pheric layers that are too hot for dust condensation, &)uh-
duce the essential processes, but cannot account for allsxjelf.)ermost layers where the gravitational settling depletsapar-
that might possibly play a role. :

ally compensated by dynamical upwelling of monomers, and

i) in the cloud-forming layers as confirmed by observat@s

stated above. The monochromatic gas opacity table was aver-

2.1.2. Equation of state and opacities aged into 5 bins to minimize the computing time but retain the
radiative equilibrium properties of the gas.

The equation of state accounts for the ionization of hydnagel

helium, and the formation of molecular hydrogen. CO5BOLD In contrast to the sophisticated treatment of the gas dpagit

can deal with the fects of ionization but not with an ele-we use a simple formula for the dust opacities, which assumes
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that the large particle limit is valid for all grain sizes atndats
scattering as true absorption. The dust opacity fgns

kd = 3/(2 pd,materiall d,max) [Pg(ﬂd + pm)] 3 > 2 _ 28
IS

computed dynamically from the quantities as described fors o
Eqg. () in each cell of the simulated atmosphere and added to -20
the gas opacity. We concentrate on forsterite grains,®iQy, -40
3.3gcm’) that are relatively abundant and provide the greatest
contribution to the total dust opacities.

mt18g50mmO0O0n07 t=180060.1 s

2.1.3. Boundary conditions

The side boundaries of the computational domain are peri-£
odic. Usually, an open top is used together with an open bot-~
tom boundary conditions for local models that comprise part
of a deep convection zone. However, closed boundaries keep .
the amount of dust and condensable material constant within
the computational domain. We therefore used closed boieslar
(top and bottom) for all brown dwarf models, although thé-ste
lar convection zone should extend to the center of the star. T
keep the entropy close to a prescribed value, the interrebgn

is adjusted for a few grid layers (10 km height) at the bottdm o =
the model. This mechanism acts as an energy source and+eplefl _
ishes the radiative energy losses through the top of the imode
This parameter (the value of the entropy platgaun the deep
convective layers) controls théective temperature and is taken
from the start-ufusty models. Moreover, a drag force dampens 1010° 50107 Py
downdrafts in these bottom layers. As [erg/K/g]

The top boundary is closed as well, partly to keep material

inside. It has a damping zone of about 8 grid points wheremg. 2. Three snapshots of the entropy fluctuations (entropy
strong drag force is applied. Damping at an open boundary @igth horizontal average removed) of a brown dwarf model

not appear siiicient to keep gravity waves with moderate Maclint18g50mm00n07 witir=1800K and log=5.
number (with peak values close to 1) from achieving addéion

growth to implausibly large amplitudes.

km]

5.10° 1.10°

The relative amount of material in the monomer bin is then
determined by the saturation pressure of forsterite. Altjio
the Dusty models assume hydrostatic equilibrium, there are
The thermal structure of a start model is based on a classisaiall deviations from exact numerical equilibrium in thé in
1D stationary stellar atmosphere model produced RHGENIX tial COSBOLD models. These cause unwanted plane-parallel
assuming hydrostatic equiliorium and radiative plus cative oscillations that we suppressed by a drag force in the initia
(using the Mixing-Length Theory, Bohm-Vitense 1958) fluyphase of each simulation. To dampen these, we applied agstron
equilibrium. We preferred the dust-riéusty over the dust-free drag force acting only on plane-parallel motions within finst
Cond models even for lower temperatures where@oad mod- 100sec. In the following 9900sec, we reduced the drag force
els represent dust-free photospheres, because themgstikic- to remove remaining plane-parallel residuals. For the nedwa
tive temperature of the CO5BOLD models agrees very well withf the run (including the interval where we take averagesjto
the dfective temperature of thBusty models (CO5BOLD and we still have a very small but non-zero drag force that darapen
PHOENIX models have per construction the same entropy in théane-parallel vertical and horizontal motions on a tinadsof
deeper layers — not necessarily the saffiective temperature). 15000 sec to suppress some modes that grew in early models
We interpolated th®usty grid points to a finer grid with small over very long timescales.
or no variation in the grid spacing. To allowffgient volume
for the surface granules to form, we added several pointseat t ) )
bottom by integrating a hydrostatic stratification with stamt 3. Results of the simulations
entropy, taken from the bot.tom point of Fﬁlusty model. At the 3.1. Convection and timescales
top, we attached a few points with the internal energy vafue 0
the top point in théusty model, to maintain a gficient distance The quiet solar surface — far away from sun spots — is characte
between the top of the cloud layers and the top boundary of tized by a mottled pattern of bright hot rising areas surr@ahd
computational box. by dark lanes of cool downflowing material — the so-callechgra
We enlarged the model in one horizontal dimension talation at the top of the solar convection zone. Becauseeif th
400 points, and imposed small random velocity fluctuaticns higher surface gravity and loweffective temperature (lag=5,
seeds for convective instability. Initially, we set a camtfrac- Tegr~1800K), granules on brown dwarfs are about a factor
tion of the monomers plus dust mass density divided by the gafs10 smaller than their counterparts on the sun {e4.44,
density, but which we reduced somewhat empirically in the upe=5775K). Only tiny velocities are required to transport the
permost layers to account for the partial depletion of niater energy flux through the convection zone, resulting in neiary

2.1.4. Initial conditions
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Fig. 1. This snapshot from a brown dwarf simulation witlg;=1858 K, logg=5 shows the velocity field as pseudo-streamlines,
color-coded according to the dust concentration. The floilwériower part is due to the surface granulation of the stelavection
zone. The top is dominated by gravity waves.

mt10g50mmO0n03 t=130020.1 s
. T — 0.0012F 3
40 S i
0.0010F 1
20 —uy R — o T i
e S ST RREREERRRE | 0.0008 ]
P e : ]
=, % 0.0006 —
N (o)
-20 0.0004
L A NN 0.0002
-40 — R . ............ N NN \ ..
““““““ 0.0000
50 100 150 200
x [km]

Fig.5. As Fig.[d for a brown dwarf model (mt10g50mmO0n03) wity=1000K and log;=5.

compressible low-Mach-number flows (with a maximum vertehoice of treatment of the lower boundary (keeping the gytro
cal rms value ranging from about 0.06Ta§=2800K to about constant instead of imposing a certain flux). In this wayrehe
0.003 atTe=900K). Accordingly, only small-amplitude pres-is no need to cover the complete thermal relaxation time. The
sure waves are present in the brown dwarf models. For compangest timescale to be covered is the relaxation time oflthst
ison, the acoustic timescale (for an up-down-up wave tjasel concentration that has aiffect onto the temperature structure.
about 90 s for a 2800 K model and about 60 s at the cool endTdferefore, each simulation covers a few days of stellar.tirthe

our sequence. The Brunt-Vaisala period in the stableriys hydrodynamic time step is about 0.03 s and because of the rela
about 25 s, while the convective growth time in the unstadfe | tively long radiative relaxation time, we perform multiglypi-

ers increases with decreasintpetive temperature from aroundcally 6) hydrodynamical sub-steps per radiation transgteys.

40s to about 300's (minimum values at the “most unstable lay- snapshots from our atmosphere simulations are presented in
ers”). The free-fall imescale (to drop one pressure scaigtt) Figs[1 throughl8 while the complete videos are provided ps su
is around 3 s in the photosphere. porting materi&l. Figure§d anfl5 use pseudo-streamlines to vi-

To check the transition from the starting conditions to aualize the flow field. Figurds 2 (for a 1800K model) aid 6 (for

guasi-stationary state, we consider time sequences oiialfspaf'jl 1000K model) display sequences of the typical granulation

averaged quantities, such as temperature, rms velocitfes pattern, cool downdrafts occurring in a warmer environmkgnt
dust concentration. Starting from random initial fluctoas, the is clearly separated from the atmosphere in the upper half of

onset of convection takes a few 100 seconds, longer at Iovﬁ:%f box that shows inhomogenesities induced by gravity waves
effective temperatures. A statistically stable pattern dmsaf- e downdrafts are relatively narrower than in solar gratio

ter a few 1000 seconds. Wave amplitudes relax on someWHEUdWig e1all 2002, 2006). In the image sequences, the &ist p

longer timescales. In contrast, the thermal relaxatiore tim IS20s apart whereas the last snapshot is taken severalaninut
particularly of the deeper convective layers — is much Imngéater'

However, the thermal structure of these layers — an adiabat —

remains essentially the same as in the initial model due to oW® |http;/phoenix.ens-lyon.fpaperg-reytagEtAI2008
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mt18g50mmO0n07 t=180060.1 s mt18g50mmO0O0n07 t=180060.1 s
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Fig.3. Three snapshots of the dust concentration of a brov#ig. 4. Three snapshots of the concentration of dasbnomers
dwarf model mt18g50mmO0n07 withw=1800K and log;=5. of a brown dwarf model mt18g50mmO0n07 witlhz=1800K
and logg=5.

The entropy profiles — averaged horizontally over constant
height and in time — in Fid.19 (top left) show a strong increasg . .
in t?]e upper atmosphere,g\;]vith(orﬁ)ly a)minor drop atgthe top &2004) the mixing caused by convective overshoot can play a
the convection zone, and an almost flat distribution insfae t"0'¢-
convection zone. This is indicative of verffieient convection
resembling typical conditions in the stellar interior. 3.3. Gravity waves
It is instead gravity waves that dominate the mixing of the at
mospheric layers (the upper half of the models in Higs. [ to 8)
The typical magnitude of the velocity fields can be infernearf  With periods of about 30 to 100 seconds and amplitudes that in
the plot of the rms of the vertical velocity versus pressaresar-  Créase with height (Figl 9). Most prominent is the fundaraknt
ious dfective temperatures in Figl 9 (middle panels). The col-mode, visible particularly in Fig6 as a significant btigiing
vective velocities fall significantly from the peak valuside the between heights of 0 and 20km. In addition, there are several
convection zone (on the right) until the top of the unstabje | Modes with larger horizontal and vertical wave number. €hes
ers, and even further into the overshoot region. The scagihe Waves show up together with the first surface granules, veell b
of exponentially decreasing overshoot velocities (Fregteal. fore the downdrafts “hit” the lower boundary. This indicatbat
1996;  Ludwig et al 2006) is so small that they do not indud@€ granular flow as such is responsible for the wave exoitati
significant mixing in the cloud layers about two pressurdesce?Nd not artifacts related to the way flows at the lower boundar
heights further up. Nevertheless, they are able to mix rizterare handled.
across the boundary between stable and unstable layers. Figured andl3 demonstrate the location of the dust clouds

The bottom right panel in Fig10 shows the relatively largend the &ect of the thermal inhomogeneities induced by the
scale height of the convective velocity at higfeetive tempera- gravity waves onto the dust concentration. The generated sm
tures. This extended overshoot may play a role in the regtieni@mount of vertical mixing (the wave motion is mostly revbts)
ment of dust material. However, the overshoot scale height ds suficient to balance gravitational settling of dust grains and
creases rapidly witfTe+ and remains smallH,~0.28Hp) from allow dust g:louds to form in the hotter models. In additionsd
about 2200K on, indicating that this type of overshoot is irfoncentration and cloud thickness are modulated by the svave
significant for material mixing within the forsterite clouay- because of the induced temperature fluctuations.
ers. On the other hand, for dust types that form at slightiyhér Atmospheric gravity waves are a common phenomenon. On
temperatures (around 2000 K) as discussed e.g., in Hefliaky e Earth, they are known to form clouds over e.g., the US mid-

3.2. Exponential overshoot
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Fig.6. Three snapshots of the entropy fluctuations of a browrig. 7. Three snapshots of the dust concentration of a brown
dwarf model mt10g50mmO0O0n03 withy=1000K and log;=5. dwarf model mt10g50mmO00n03 withy=1000 K and logy=5.

west plaing. The_ir energy release is involved in heating the ®%fion of CH, and NH; absorption bands in the spectra of T dwarfs
ospheres of Jovian planets as observed for Jupiter fromeBaliisa mon et al. 2006; Stephens et al. 2009; Geballe et al) 2009
probe results (Youmg 1998). ' ' '

Simulations of convection producing gravity waves in stell
conditions have a long tradition (Hurlburt etlal. 1986). Hwer, 3.4. Convection within dust clouds

the quantitative estimate of the amplitude and the truecdet . . L
tion of internal gravity waves can be afitiiult task, even for (_Erhe fluctuations in the dust concentration in the 1800 K model

the well-studied solar case (Belkacem et al. 2009). Thecdetd! Fig.[I are mainly induced by up and down motions of gravity

: : that provide an ifiécient mixing that balances the set-
tion of gravity modes that probe the solar core was announ gves . . .
by/Garcia et a1/ (2007). C\t%‘fng of dust grains. However, when the optical thicknesthef

The initial phases of simulation indicate that gravity wav dust clouds becomestlaiently high, convective motionsithin

€ . , X
are generated near the top of the convection zone (see d! dust clouds start to develop and provide morffigient mix-

Dintrans et all 2005). The gravity waves are produced by nd j’of material (cf. the dust concentration of the 1000K nmlode

stationary downdrafts “sucking” at the stable photosphley- " Fig.[d). However, in the snapshots the fluctuations andsflow
ers. In this way, the downdrafts are able to inject kinetie eﬁlue to the waves somewhat obscure the dust cloud convection,
ergy into the phbtosphere and to transport some materiat fre‘vhereas the overturning motions are clearly visible in rasvi

there into the deeper convection zone. However, there are arﬂ)de;]ave acﬂf(}ent S'tg.n?l n ?t(t-w ;:Ilagram. i ionall
obvious “events” of wave generation as for p-modes in the sun ere are aterent intermitlent processes. occasionally, ma-

(Goode et al._1998; Stein & Nordlund 2001) or in the simul erial from the dust layers is dredged up to the layers with re
tions ofgravitywavés generated by an idealized convectioe atively low dust concentrations above the clouds. The grain

embedded between stable layers by Dintranslet al. (2005). quickly faII_back. But monomers can remain a while, untilythe
The mixing eficiency of the waves increases rapidly Witﬁ:ondense into dust at the top of the cloud deck. The cloud laye

height — steeper than expected from the mere growths in am |ickngss varies not .on.ly with the wave ona timescale below
tude caused by the increasing non-linearity. This couldhee {ohe minute b.Ut also in |rr_egula_r cycles on ymescales of siour
dynamical updraft mechanism responsible for the upwettihg The irregularity and amplitude increases with decreasitere

N, and CO gas observed via the enrichment of CO and dep'i-@.{fe temperature. . . . .
During the initial phases of a simulations, a violent thin

4 Mesonet, l. E. 2007, Gravity ~ Wave Movie: cloud convection zone develops for a limited time until the
httpy/mesonet.agron.iastate. ¢col/ model is relaxed. This phenomenon relates tidedénces be-
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Dust clouds have a strongfect on the thermal structure
(Fig.[9, top right panel): there is a fairly shallow tempearat
slope beneath the cloud layers with values of about 1600K be-
cause of the greenhoud@ext, a rapid drop within the clouds due
to the large dust opacities, that can even drive cloud cdiorec
low temperatures (with values around 1000K and small varia-
tions) in the mostly dust-free upper atmosphere, and in some
cases a small increase at the top of the models of about 100K be
cause of the dissipation of kinetic wave energy. At someliteig
above the cloud, gravitational settling of dust grains Inees
more dficient than mixing. The dust density drops rapidly and
with it dust opacity and temperature, causing a rather sfiarp
variable in space and time) upper boundary of the clouds. The
concentration of dust and monomers (material that potigntia
can form dust) in Figd.J4 arild 8 shows complete mixing in the
convection zone, depleted layers at the top of the atmospher
(due to gravitational settling), and a partially mixed mwgin-
between.

|

mt10g50mmO0O0n03 t=130440.0 s

z [km]

0.0000 0.0005 0.0010 0.0015
pdusl+monom/p

Fig. 8. Three snapshots of the concentration of dusbnomers
of a brown dwarf model mt10g50mmO0n03 withz=1000 K
and logg=5.

tween our start model and the final outcome. However, on ac-
tual brown dwarfs large-scale flows might cause an imbalance
in the local dust concentration that leads to a similar aedl
enhanced cloud activity.

3.5. Dust and stratification

In the top left panel in Fig. 20, we show the location of thetdus
clouds (circles connected by vertical lines) relative t® timder-
lying gas convection zone (located below the crosses).

The mixing processes within the dust cloud layers have dif-
ferent height regimes. At the bottom of the dust clouds, ¢ine-t
perature varies around the condensation value but there is |
tle mixing. With our dust scheme, which assumes the presence
of nuclei everywhere where dust or monomers are presertt, dus
forms and evaporates during these temperature cycleshsee t
dust concentration a~10km in Fig.[T). The dust formation
would be more dficult if new dust grains had to nucleate, be-
cause that would require some level of supersaturatiorhikiVit
the clouds, material is mixed by gravity waves grdconvec-
tion (depending onféective temperature). The top of the clouds
is sharp but inhomogeneous due to (sometimes braking) waves
and cloud convection. Above the cloud layers, there adensiti-
ing flows that try to equalize the concentration of monomers
with height. The concentration value depends on ftfieiency
of mixing, dust formation, and dust settling in the clouddes
below (Fig[9, bottom panels).
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Fig.9. Various averaged quantities versus logarithm of pressiop:left: mean entropy for varioudtective temperatures and
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3.6. Effective temperature dependency plateau within the atmosphere (Fig. 9). Aty below about
1000K, the gravity waves are trapped mainly inside the regio
h%gtween the two convection zones. The layers above the dust
nvection zone exhibit only small wave amplitudes.

The convective-radiative boundary becomes steeper, hence
r{Eatrder, with lower #ective temperature, easing the gravity wave
8eneration. In addition, there is a slight change in the ltmpo

of granules: in the hotter models, the downdrafts that delim
the granules are of roughly similar strength and merge occa-
sionally, while in the cooler models just a few (2 or 3) “super
%andrafts" dominate and absorb the smaller ones that form o
op of the granules. This process occurs with higher frequen
han would be expected if the merging type were the same as in
the hot models — with possible consequences for the interact
éJetween convection and waves.

We summarize the dependence of our model propertiefec-e
tive temperature in Fig._10. The upper right panel shows t
the atmospheric velocities (squares) do not follow the mono
tonic decrease in the convective velocities (crosses) updo
lowest dfective temperatures, but rise after a minimum arou
Texr = 1900K. However, the cloud thickness (top left panel) an
cloud mass (bottom left panel) increase monotonically dih
creasing ffective temperature. The cloud extension witlh is
slightly erratic because the models have not perfectly eayed.
At higher dfective temperatures, the thin see-through clouds
low a view of the upper layers of the convection zone (plura$igt
in both top panels), while at the low&g end most of the cloud
mass sits below the visible layers.

The rms vertical velocity, which is often used in static miod
atmospheres to estimate line broadening, non-equilibciuem-
istry due to mixing, or cloud formation, can be parametrized ]
as a function of fiective temperature for our sequence of 3d. Discussion
models. Hence, with the logarithmic normalized tempemtuzl P d d
x = log(min(max{, 900 K), 2800 K)/ 1K), we obtain for the ve- ™~ arameter dependence

locity scale height of the wave amplitude (bottom right jane The details of the wave generation process and the type, am-
Fig.[10) plitude, interaction, long-term evolution, and spectrufrthe
_ waves are complex and may have connections to numerical set-
Hu/Hp = max(2855 -431+14.34X) , (3) tings. Some small-amplitude pressure waves in the hottedt m
and for the logarithmic ratio of maximum convective velgdia  €ls are emitted from the non-stationary downdrafts as drpec
wave amplitude extrapolated to this layer and become invisible at intermediate temperatures. Howigve
the lowest-temperature model§.£<1300K) the signature of
logr, = max(835684— 828156x + 273426x> — 30.1148¢, high-frequency p-modes unexpectedly showed up in the press
—25.496+ 7.1104) , (4) fluctuations, where g-modes and convection have only a small
signal due to their nearly incompressible nature and snmadl a
where the first expression in the max functions is a good fit fptitude. The p-modes contribute to the velocities only elts
temperatures below approximately 2000K, and the second éxe very top of the computational box. Their amplitude dejsen
pression for temperatures above. To recover a crude e&limaiensitively on viscosity and the position of the top bougdar
of the mixing dficiency based on these formulae, we propose Tthey vanish, when the Courant number is reduced from 0.4 to
compute the amplitud€yax and positionPpax of the maximum about 0.3, depending on other model details (the usualliggabi
convective velocity with e.g., the Mixing-Length Theory,add criterion sets an upper limit at 0.5 for the 2D models). Thelmo
logr, to the logarithmic velocity amplitude, and to extrapolatels that we used for our final analysis show no or only traces of
from this starting point the wave amplitude with/H, into the  these p-modes.
atmosphere, An early version of the models showed (in addition to the

“normal” spectrum of gravity waves that occur as soon as con-

logV = 10gVinax+ logr. — (log P —10g Pmax)/(Hu/Hp) - (5)  yection se?s in) after ?he si)r/’nulation had run for a long time a
where P is the pressure. We note, that for the models witlowly exponentially growing gravity wave in the fundameint
Ter=900K and 1000K the velocities drop after reaching a magode. It grew until the code crashed because of too steep-velo
imum of about 10 ms, while the rise in the velocities of the ity gradients at the top of the box. It had relatively littiffeet
hotter models appears to be limited only by the top of the cor@d Mixing, but induced temperature fluctuations modulatiireg
putational domain. dust concentration. Limiting the model depth, and usinchbot

The rise of velocities above the convection zone becom@diner vertical grid and a smaller Courant number prevented a
steeper with decreasing temperature (bottom right panel @§ponential growth of the mode. However, the mode itselfilis s
Fig.[10). But the amplitudes in the atmosphere (Figs. 9and Fgesent and quite prominentin the cooler models.
top right) fall from models with high fective temperatures to ~ We varied several numerical parameters to check their in-
models withTe; ~ 2000 K. fluence. By considering a pair of models wikg;=1300K, one

For even cooler models, the amplitudes increase again. Ttissingle, the other in double precision, we found hardly any
increase is not because of the velocities in the underlyamy gfifference at all in the resulting mean properties (velocities a
convection zone that decline steadily &&etive temperature de- temperature). However, d;<1100K the density fluctuations
creases. Instead, below 2000K, the clouds have grown tossudh the convection zone become so small that they cannot be re-
large vertical thickness and density that cloud convediiegins solved properly using single precision: after a transidrdase,
— with effects onto the atmospheric velocities and temperatugenvection dies out leaving only small-scale low-amplétwe-
structure that increase with further decreasifigative tempera- locity fluctuations in the “convection zone” that are duedormd-
ture. We attribute the rise in velocity for low-temperatoredels  off errors. Therefore, all runs wiffiey<1100K were performed
mainly to the emergence and growth of cloud convection.  in double precision from the initial tests on.

Therefore, the dust clouds alsffect the waves: when they  For a 1500 K model, we decreased our standard horizontal
become extended enough they split the atmospheric cawvity fesolution by going from 400 to 300 horizontal grid pointslan
gravity waves into two separate zones by generating an@ntrédound no noticeable ¢tierence in the mean structures, although



12 Freytag et al.: Convection, overshoot, and gravity wavésv-mass dwarfs

——— T ment afT=900 K, 1200K and, 2800 K with similar agreement
F —— mI26g50mmO0n0L: T,,=2597K 3 between the pairs of curves.
[~ mt26g50mmO0n02: Te=2611K ] Simulations that are not yet complete and that will be pre-
] sented in future publications include a sequence with other
. gravity values that shows no qualitative change in the out-
come, although convective velocities, wave amplitudes an
dust-formation rate equations noticeably depend on gratie

4000F

I~ 3000k dependence of the flow field and the cloud thicknessftacave
[ i temperature will be dierent at other gravities.
A 3D model withTe=1500K (after taking about half a year
F 1  tocover4 hours of stellar time with six CPUs) has completed t
2000F 1 transition from the initial 2D configuration to a fully 3D flopat-

tern. We see only small changes in the wave amplitudes and con
vective velocities relative to a 2D run (Fig.]J12). The 3D miode
data are in close agreement with the 2D models in the scatter
plots in Fig[10. Only its overshoot scale height (bottom tigh
panel,H,=0.2 H;) is noticeably smaller than the average of the
2D models aff gr=1500K H,=0.3Hp).

The exploration of other parameters such as grain size and
er types of dust awaits further simulations, using a naere
tailed cloud model (multi-size-bin scheme, in preparation

N

4
log(P/[dyn/cm?])

Fig. 11. Mean temperature versus logarithm of pressure for twg,,
models withT4~2600 K, logg=>5, but diferent opacity tables.

- r r r - r - T T 1 . T T 1
4.5 a 1 4.2. Comparison with previous simulations
Ludwig et al. (2002/ 2006) studied the structure of mid M-
type, dust-free atmospheres including the mixing propertif
macroscopic flows with 3D hydrodynamical simulations. Our
Ter~2800 K model coincides in temperature with the coolest
model of Ludwig et al., and this allows a comparison with the
results. While the maximum rms vertical velocities in theco
vectively unstable layers turn out to be similar, the atnhesjz-
wave-dominated velocities are about 50 % higher in Ludwig et
al. Importantly, the scale height of the decline in the cative
] velocity field amplitude into the stably stratified layerdasind
T Tineeommoonos. 00 1 12aoK ] tobe similar H,/H, = 1.2 this work, 11 in the work of Ludwig
——— mt15g50mmO0n06: 3D : To=1532K - et al.). At first sight, this may appear surprising consiagthe
miSgSommOOn07:high = Te=1333K 1 gystematic dferences expected between simulations conducted
4 6 8 in 2D and 3D as discussed by Ludwig & Nordlund (2000): in
log(P/[dyn/cm?)) 2D the dficiency of wave generation is usually higher, and the
transition between convectively stable and unstable regie

Fig. 12. The rms value of vertical velocity versus logarithm offore gradual. However, the work of Ludwig & Nordlund refers

pressure for models witfier~1500K, logg=5, but diferences to higher Mach-number flows, and pressure waves, not gravity
in the geometry (horizontal grid points, vertical exterimen- Waves, which are relevant here. In the higher Mach-number co

sion). ditions studied by Ludwig & Nordlund, towards lower Mach-
numbers the sharpness in the stable-unstable transitamres
more similar in the 2D and 3D simulations, so that the sintifar

the thin convective downdrafts and some small-scale clobuds in the M dwarf regime appears plausible. This is also borre ou

4.0f
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15F

tures are somewhat less well resolved. by a comparison with a 3D model compiled for 2800 K, which
For the generation of our binned opacity tables, the bingweras a very similar velocity profile to its 2D counterpart.
optimized for three reference atmosphere ca3es=1000K, Ludwig and collaborators had reasons to believe that the

1800K, and 2800K with log=5.0 and solar metallicity). The gravity waves present in their models were an artifact of the
resulting tables are most accurate for model parametesg clwer boundary condition. Moreover, they argued that thg-mi
to these values. In Fig. 111, we show the temperature struieg efficiency is too small — because of both low (i.e., linear)
ture of two models withT.£=2600K using an opacity table amplitude and the insticient shearing — to produce small-scale
made with a 1800 K reference atmosphere in mt26g50mmO0O0n@tbulence due to Kelvin-Helmholtz instabilities. Sincetheir
and with a more appropriate 2800K reference atmospherenitodels, convective overshoot was potentially able — when ex
mt26g50mmO00n02. The resultingi@irences are most importantrapolated to lowel o — to keep dust grains in the optically thin
for the outermost layers, but remain negligible for deteing layers, they took assumed that waves are not important and co
the mixing mechanisms in these atmospheres. vective overshooting is slicient to explain the presence of dust
Figure[12 shows the rms velocity for four 1500 K runs witftlouds in brown dwarfs.
different positions of the upper boundary. As expected, the more The present calculations cover the actual parameter regime
extended model has a larger peak velocity, while the agreemef dust harbouring atmospheres. They show that — in corttrast
between the two curves is good in the lower atmospheric ay@&xpectations motivated by hotter models — convective tners
and excellent in the convection zone. We tried the same expealone is not capable of keeping dust grains in the atmosphere



Freytag et al.: Convection, overshoot, and gravity wavdsvinmass dwarfs 13

Overshooting motions decline more rapidly towards lovifge mt10g50mmO0n03
tive temperatures (Fig.1L0). Our thorough investigatiothefin- FT ' ' ' ' E
fluence of the boundary conditions on the excitation of ttagr 9F 3
ity waves indicate that they are indeed intrinsic to the flow-e : 3
lution proper and not a numerical artifact. The gravity wsse
ability to mix is indeed low but the waves remain in our hotter
local models nevertheless the mosiaent process, accompa-
nied by dust convection in the case of heavy dust formatidin. A
in all, we consider our present results consistent with the-fi
ings of Ludwig et al.[(2002, 2006), but reassign the imparéan
to the mixing by waves.

A complementary approach to ours is pursued by
Helling et al. (2004): rather than on macroscopic scalesspr
sure scale heights, depth of the atmosphere, granular tiane
they concentrate on mesoscopic scales. Their 2D model igtabo
as large (500500 n7) as one of our grid cells. They investigate
the influence of driven turbulence, represented by a set of im
posed pressure waves, on the formation of dust, partiguiarl

regions where the temperature is slightly too highZI00K) to wiilg- 13. Logarithm of difusion codicient versus logarithm of

allow nucleation in an undisturbed atmosphere. We agree wit X :
their findi that fluctuati in the th d ic quigi Pressure for a model Wltﬁ_'effz_loooK a_ccordmg to Eqs[1(6)
eir Ineings tat TUCTUZTONS I ™e thermocynamic 9 I (8). The black crossed indicated estimates derived fitoen t

can have an influence on the dust formation process. Howe\;ar, . .
we identify gravity waves and not pressure waves as imp’orté € averaged vertical fluxes and concentrations of dust and
contributors to the mixing in BD and M dwarfs, in addition tgd"NONOMErs.

with convection within thick clouds and convective oversho

very close to the underlying gas convection zone. An impadrta T T T T T T T T
parameter in their simulations is the Mach number of the dediu 10
acoustic waves, for which they assume values of about 0.Din 1
models and 1 in 2D models. However, peak convective Mach |
numbers (taking vertical and horizontal velocities into@mt) sk
in our models are between 0.1 and 0.01, and rapidly decrease i -
the overshoot regions where high-temperature dust might.fo
The amplitude of turbulent structures on the grid cell seaild
below — that we obviously cannot resolve in our models — would
be even smaller. And only a tiny fraction of the energy canbe e
pected to be transformed into pressure waves under thedg nea

log(D/[cm?/s])

log(P/[dyn/cm?])

log(D/[cm?/s])
[e)]
T

—— mt28g50mmO0n01: T=2801K
—— mt24g50mmoO0n01: T =2426K
—— mt20g50mmoO0n05: T=2052K
—— mt18g50mmO0On07: T =1858K

incompressible low-Mach-number conditions. Therefoesdul 4r mt16g50mmO0n06: T ,=1648K N
H i i i i I mt14g50mmo0n02: T =1437K b
on our simulations we cannot justify the assumption of almos I MEL2g50MmmOo0N10: T =1224K
sonic pressure waves in the atmospheres of brown dwarfs as I mtL0g50mmO0n03: T=1030K |
made il Helling et al [ (2004). ob T Mmo9gsOmmOONIOTT,89TK ]
2 4 6 8

2
4.3. Diffusion coefficient estimate log(P/[dyn/em’])
One can model the mixing of material by macroscopic flowsFig. 14. Logarithm of difusion codficientD (or K,) according
on average — as aftlision process. However, in the hydrodyto Eq. [7) versus logarithm of pressure for the same set ofatsod
namical models there is a correlation between the sign of thein Fig[®.
vertical motions (upward of downward) and the grain growth.
At the same velocity amplitude, the mixingfieiency of con-
vective overturning flows is also much higher than that oétye \where the Mach number M& V/csoung TO take into account
reversible) wave motions, causing errors in the transiatiom  the increase in mixing with increase in non-linearity, ooeild

the rms velocities to the actual mixingieiency. The mixing ef- myjtiply with the Mach number again to obtain
ficiency can however be estimated from the rms vertical vigloc

of our model sequence as in EQJ (5). And théudiion codli- D « Ma?V Hp . (8)
cient can be estimated from the local vertical velocity amel t
pressure scale height, as typical length scale via Profiles for the dfusion codicients according to the EqE] (6) —
(@) (replacing &” by “=") are displayed in Fig._13. Additional
Do VHp . (6) crosses mark estimates based on the horizontal and tempo-

However, the waves have a varying amplitude with height afi@l averages of vertical flux and density profiles of dust plus
therefore the typical length scale is not constant. On therot Monomers. Because the flux is divided by the vertical deriva-
hand, their period is rather close to the Brunt-Vaisasiqul, tive of the concentration, which can be very small, theseesl

which can be used as a characteristic timescale. Usingtiilasi are not well-behaved everywhere. .
acoustic periodtac = 2Hp/Csound We obtain The difusion codficient in brown dwarfs is not a “constant

of nature” but depends on the physical process driving the mi
D o V2 tye o« MaV Hp (7) ing, the height in the atmosphere, and tiffeetive temperature.
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I 4.4. Brightness variations

051 O © 86 6 7] Our simulations show temporal intensity variations for aevi

r o o) ] range of timescales from half a minute to hours. We find low-
0L e} + n Op @) amp_lltude (less than 1%, see Higl 15) an_d short-periodbiditia

i 0 + F + + 1 (1 min) due to the gravity waves producing temperature flarctu
i + + 1  tions and modulating the dust density and the vertical thesis
-1.5f + . of the clouds. Relatively short-lived (several minute) pti@ena
I ] are the occasional dredge-up or outburst of material abowe t

L -+ clouds, where dust falls back rapidly while monomers remain
200 o o + + 1 much longer. In the coolest models, the gravity waves am les
i ] visible in the intensity fluctuations, which are dominatestéad
25 + ] by aperiodic variations on the scale of hours with an amghitu

E 1 of a few per cent. But these results barely reach the scatbe of
i 1 observed variability of L-type brown dwarfs, which is oftepe-
3.0k P S E R riodic (scales of hours to days) and of low amplitude (mmags)
2000 1500 1000 reported by Gelino et al. (2002). Still, the spatial inténsion-

Ter [K] trast found in the models (Fig.115) with significant dust Isye

is significantly higher than the contrast that would be iretlic
Fig.15. Logarithm of relative bolometric flux intensity contrasby granulation alone (the small contrast for models aboweiib
plotted versus féective temperature for all models in Taljle 12500K).
Top curve (circles): total contrast (spatial plus temporal contri-  Our results are only those for a patch of the surface and the
bution).Bottom curve (plus signs): temporal variations only.  variability amplitudes obtained will average over the m@fsthe
surface. To determine the brown dwarf surface distributbn
clouds, one must go beyond the present simulations to 3D mod-
els that are as large as possible and include rotafiects.

We have neglected thefects of rotation despite the rapid
rotational periods of brown dwarfs (B 4 hrs). The convec-
tive turnover time in the box is several minutes, which isrsho
in comparison. Neither the surface granules, nor our rnmscvel
ities, should therefore be severelffected. But granules could

Scaling relations such as EqgE] (7) ahdl (8) can serve asnave with a global meridional flow. Other global flows caused
first step in describing the filision properties in ultracool atmo-by rapid rotation may exist that could move the dust around.
spheres in greater detail. In addition, they can easilydestated A cloud cover disruption has indeed been suggested as
into classical atmosphere codes. In an earlier study, we imav a possible additional cause — the cloud layers sinking rela-
plemented a non-equilibrium chemistry model in #EOENIX tive to the line forming layers — of the L-T spectral trarmiti
BT-Settl code, using the filusion codficients derived from the (Ackerman & Marley 2001) that could lead to weather phenom-
overshoot contribution of the RHD simulations only. In atmoena and spectroscopic variability.
sphere models of the T1 brown dwarfindi Ba based on this
approach, we obtain characteristic values of 0D < 10° ]
cn?st for the transition region from CO- to Gtlominated 5. Conclusions
carbon chemistry. We found the resulting non-equilibrilnara
dances of CO in the line-forming region, using an updated al

more dficient reaction model than Saumon et al. (2006), to jumg previous studies to lower temperatures. The numericaleh

slightly underestimate the observed CO line strengths i tr?ncludes a simple treatment of the formation and destroatio

::)hentchmark rt]ratns't'onﬂgcv.var{ (King ettﬁl' 2009). de'Sb'nd&Eat dust, as well as its gravitational settling and advectiol, @also
at somewnat moretiecient mixing than proviced by OVEr ihe jntaraction with the radiation field.

shoot alone is required, thus supporting an additionalrdmnt We provide a fit to the rms velocity in the atmosphere that

telfsnt:;%mg;Zgltgdvﬁviﬁiiugﬁggtté?\élst'ﬁréngigl_sﬂgdég can be used to estimate the mixing. The convective velgcitie
9 9 | significantly from the peak value inside the convectimme

) . fal
departures, also find that Eql (7) provides a close match {0 ?% the top of the unstable layers, and even further into tleg-ov

servational constraints. shooting region. However, the scale height of exponemtadt
In a more phenomenological approach Saumonlet al. (20@8¢asing overshoot velocities is so small that they do rahige
and Stephens etlal. (2009) explored tffe@s of a constant eddy significant mixing in the cloud layers. Above a local minimim
diffusion codficient above the Schwarzschild boundary on olthe vertical velocities, gravity waves dominate in the éothod-
servable departures from nitrogen and carbon equilibrineme  els with an amplitude and mixindtciency that increase rapidly
istry. They found best-fit values ranging from?6 1° cn?st,  with height, enough to balance the gravitational settliigust.
although based on slower reaction rates (see above). AlfpwiThe wave amplitude decreases with decreasifegtve temper-
for the diferences in the reaction scheme, their results thus agegere. In the cooler models, the dust layers are thick entagh
with the range of values that we find for thdfdsion codficient cause convection within the clouds leading fiagent mixing
(crosses in Fid._13) in the region spanning the top of the-ovavithin the cloud layers.
shoot layers, the gravity-wave region, and the base of tadcl Models with high &ective temperatures (2500K Teg <
layers (72 > logP > 5.5). Within the clouds, we find larger 2800 K) show a high-altitude haze of optically thin forsteri
values. clouds. At lower #ective temperaturesST§s < 1400 K), thick

IOg(AIrms)
O
+

A lower gravity would lead (via increased convective velies
and larger time and spatial scales) to higffidiion codficients.

\é\@ have performed radiation hydrodynamics simulation$ wit
5BOLD of a sequence of brown dwarf atmospheres extend-
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and dense forsterite clouds exist but mostly below the Msibvarley, M. S., Fortney, J., Seager, S., & Barman, T. 2007, ristd3tars and
layers, which are essentially depleted of the material weait Planetsg/, ed. B. Reipurth, D. Jewitt, & K. Keil, 733-747
into the dust. For intermediatéfective temperatures, dust is arE:rd'“”d' 1982, A&A, 107, 1

. X X ) Robinson, F. J., Demarque, P., Li, L. H., et al. 2003, MNR, P23
important opacity source in the atmosphere. This agreds Wi csow W B. 1978 |Cgrus 361 s

observations by Golimowski et/al. (2004), which place i)dime  Ruiz, M. T., Leggett, S. K., & Allard, F. 1997, ApJ, 491, L1907
set of important refractory element depletion, where bat T Saumon, D., Marley, M. S., Cushing, M. C., et al. 2006, ApJ, 662
and VO bands weaken in spectra because of condensation off@'tien, R., Stein, R. F., & Nordlund, A. 2000, ApJ, 541846

. . dfen, M., Ludwig, H.-G., & Krii3, A. 1989, A&A, 213, 371
tanium and vanadium, and greenhouffe@s at about 2500 K, Stein, R. F. & Nordlund, A 2000, Sol. Phys., 192, 91

ii) the maximum greenhousefects at about 1800K (M to L stein, R. F. & Nordlund, A. 2001, ApJ, 546, 585
transition), and iii) the transition between dust-rich andt-free Stephens, D. C., Leggett, S. K., Cushing, M. C., et al. 20G8l, K02, 154
brown dwarfs (L to T transition) at around 1450 K. We thereFsuii, T. 2002, ApJ, 575, 264

: Pt : : Tsuji, T., Ohnaka, K., & Aoki, W. 1996, A&A, 305, L4
fore feel confident that the mixingfeciency determined by our Vogler, A 2004, AGA, 421, 755

simulations_ is adequate. Although an investigation o_f {hecs Wedemeyer, S.. Freytag, B., 8, M., Ludwig, H.-G., & Holweger, H. 2004,
tral properties of the models exceeds the scope of this piyger  aga, 414, 1121

formulae that we provide for the velocity field will allow tligs- ~ Witte, S., Helling, C., & Hauschildt, P. H. 2009, A&A, 506,83
crimination between diverse cloud model assumptions fowhr Woitke, P. & Helling, C. 2003, A&A, 399, 297
dwarfs and planetary atmospheres. Young, R. E. 1998, J. Geophys. Res., 103, 22775
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