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ABSTRACT

We present models for the formation of terrestrial plaretsl the collisional evolution of debris disks, in planetsygtems that con-
tain multiple marginally unstable gas giants. We previpssiowed that in such systems, the dynamics of the giant {slameoduces

a correlation between the presence of terrestrial plametsald dust, i.e., debris disks, which is particularly pronced aft ~ 70um.
Here we present new simulations that show that this cororediqualitatively robust to a range of parameters: the isssbution

of the giant planets, the width and mass distribution of thteoplanetesimal disk, and the presence of gas in the disk e giant
planets become unstable. We discuss how variations in ffersenetersféect the evolution. We find that systems with equal-mass
giant planets undergo the most violent instabilities, drad these destroy both terrestrial planets and the outeefgsimal disks that
produce debris disks. In contrast, systems with low-maastgilanets ficiently produce both terrestrial planets and debris disks.
A large fraction of systems with low-masbI(< 30 M) outermost giant planets have final planetary separathwats scaled to the
planets’ masses, are as large or larger than Uranus andridejptthe Solar System. We find that the gaps between thesetplare
not only dynamically stable to test particles, but are fesdly populated by planetesimals. The possibility of ptasinal belts be-
tween outer giant planets should be taken into account witerpreting debris disk SEDs. In addition, the presence Barth-mass
“seeds” in outer planetesimal disks causes the disks talhadipread to colder temperatures, and leads to a slow tiaplef the
outer planetesimal disk from the inside out. We argue thattiay explain the very low frequency sf1 Gyr-old solar-type stars with
observed 24m excesses. Our simulations do not sample the full rangeaoffle initial conditions for planetary systems. However
among the configurations explored, the best candidatesofiimy terrestrial planets at 1 AU are stars older than 0.1-1 Gyr with
bright debris disks at 76n but with no currently-known giant planets. These systeamshine evidence for the presence of ample
rocky building blocks, with giant planet properties thas &ast likely to undergo destructive dynamical evolutibhus, we predict
two correlations that should be detected by upcoming ssnvay anti-correlation between debris disks and eccentitt glanets
and a positive correlation between debris disks and teizéptanets.

Key words. planetary systems: formation — methods: n-body simulatiencircumstellar matter — infrared stars — Kuiper belt
— Solar System — astrobiology

1. Introduction slow (~100 Myr) assembly of a handful of terrestrial planets

inside a few AU, the faster growth of several planetary cores
The Solar System’s distinctive architecture, in which fotdr-  with M > 5 M, inside ~10 AU, and the persistence of a
restrial planets lie interior to gas and ice giants, withKéper belt of unconsolidated debris further out. Simple argumet
Belt of smaller bodies beyond, is not unexpected. The maggs kind fail to establish how often planetary cores grost fa
in protoplanetary feeding zones increases with orbitabdise, enough to admit the formation of fully fledged gas giants, but
but the resulting tendency toward the formation of largenpl empirical estimates based on extrapolations of radialcitgio
ets further out is eventually frustrated both by the lengtheand microlensing surveys suggest that gas giant formasion i
ing time scale for accretion (e.(., Lissauer 1993; Kokuba@é& | common|(Cumming et &l. 2008; Gould eflal. 2010). Debris disks
2002), and by the increased ability of planetary cores t¢- sc@\yati 2008) are also observed around a significant fraafon
ter planetesimals inward_(Levison & Stewart 2001). The congeung stars — despite the existence of both dynamical and col
petition between theseffects plausibly leads to the relatively
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lisional processes that can destroy them on a time scalé shor Our paper is structured as follows. In section 2 an outline
compared to the main sequence lifetime of Solar-type sthtg — of our methods is presented (the reader is referred to Paper 1
the abundance of Earth-mass planets remains to be measurefdr more details and numerical tests). In subsequent secti@

sent results of fferent sets of simulations to test théeet

the giant planet mass and mass distribution (sectiotha),
width and mass distribution of the outer planetesimal déglc{

tLon 4), and the presence of gas during giant planet ingtiabil
(section 5). In section 6, we discuss the implications ofroad-

els for debris disks and terrestrial planet systems. Weladec

UIP section 7.

. r
For the Solar System, we have access to a unique arra)gp?
observational constraints. Even with these advantagesxhe -
act nature of the interactions between the giant planetsteth
restrial planets, and the Kuiper belt remain under debate.
the inner Solar System, atrainimum secular resonances with
the giant planets would have influenced terrestrial plaomhé-
tion (Nagasawa et al. 2005; Raymond et al. 2009c). Theralco
however, have been strongéfeets. Gas driven migration of the
giant planets could have brought them (temporarily) closére 2. Methods
Sun (Walsh et al. 2011), directly reducing the supply of ras¥ m
terial in the Mars region and preventing the growth of a larg
planet (Hansen 2009). In the outer Solar System, early esud
focused on the dynamics of Neptune, which is of low enougirg

mass that inward scattering of planetesimals can drivetanbs ;

tial outward orbital migration_(Fernandez & lp 1984). The- mizubr?(f;g?jti;hzrrgi?)is(eesx?efrﬁg?ngIim g?:;ss,e%n;{;gvoeﬂgﬁgm| alr:

gration can deplete the mass in the Kuiper Belt and resultan t. P ding up ; ;

resonant capture of Pluto and other bodies by Neptune (Nraiha" the SOIar System) thaj IS un_correlated with the mass ireeit
y ) terrestrial planet region or in the outer planetesinsi.dAll

1993). Subsequent work introduced the idea of Iarger'sc%)ﬁ]f%ursimulations contain three radiallv-seareaated s
dynamical instability among the Solar System’s giant plane-. - _ y-segregated comep
Epltlng a solar-mass star:

(Thommes et al._1999). In the most-developed models, eaf)
outer Solar System evolution is characterized by a comibinat 1. The building blocks of terrestrial planets: N 50 plane-

of planetesimal migration, close encounters between fdane tary embryos and 500 planetesimals from 0.5 to 4 AU, with
and resonant interactions_(Tsiganis etlal. 2005; Levisah et equal mass in each component and a radial surface density
2011). profileX ~ r~1. The initial eccentricities were chosen at ran-
dom from 0-0.02 and the initial inclinations from-00.5°.

Three giant planets at Jupiter-Saturn distances: ther-inn
most planet is placed at 5.2 AU and the two others are
spaced outward by 4-5 mutual Hill radii. We adopt three-
planet initial conditions because this is the simplest gilau

ble configuration that evolves dynamically to match the mea-
sured eccentricity distribution of massive extrasolampla
ets (Chatterjee et al. 2008). The planets were placed on ini-
tially circular orbits with randomly-chosen inclinatiomndg
0-1°.

An outer disk of planetesimals thought to be analogous to
the primitive Kuiper belt. This belt consists of 1000 plan-
etesimals with a total mass of 50 MThe belt starts 4 Hill

he initial conditions for our simulations assume that iheat
%on and mass of the rocky material in the terrestrial plaoet,
d the mass of planetesimals in the outer disk, are fixed-at va
s similar to those employed in Solar System models. We as-

Theoretically, attempts to construct equally detailed mod2
els for extrasolar planetary system evolution are hamperéd
by uncertainties in the distribution of the initial disk abn
tions, and by our poor knowledge of the evolution of gas
disks (Armitage 2011) and formation mechanism for planetes
imals (Chiang & Youdin 2010). Several observed propertfes o
extrasolar planetary systems, however, including thetexée
of hot Jupiters (whose orbits are sometimes misaligned ngith
spect to the stellar spin axis) and the prevalance of edcentr
orbits, favor scenarios in which large-scale orbital etiolu of
giant planets is the norm_(Winn et al. 2010; Triaud et al. 2010
Schlaufman 2010). It is therefore of interest to determireedi-

\éeg%ig;?u%%gq: Ssetsh2};5;:%silﬁgsgvéntégtggfgngiirg an radii beyond the outermost giant planet and extends radiall
y P y ’ for 10 AU, and also follows ar* radial surface density pro-

to examine how those outcomes depend upon parameters sucq”e_ f The initial eccentricities were chosen at random from
as the masses of the giant planets, and the properties abprim 0-0.01 and the initial inclinations from-00.5°

dial planetesimal belts. Doing so is the goal of the presapep

We are particularly interested in studying how terrestpiain- Adopting these initial conditions amounts to making im-
ets form, and debris disks evolve, in the presence of dynamlicit assumptions about the typical outcome of planet farm
cally active giant planet systems. In an earlier paper (8P4} tion. First, our terrestrial, giant planet, and outer diglhes
Raymond et al. 2011) we showed that if giant planets form in are located such that they are in immediate dynamical contac
near dynamically unstable configurations, there are sgikbr- with each other. This is reasonable only if planetesimal for
relations between the nature of the terrestrial planetsfthen, mation results in a smooth, gap-less distribution of bodies
and the properties of outer debris disks whose ongoing-colll5 AU < a < 20 AU, and if giant planet migration is lim-
sional evolution can be observed out to ages of several Gyr (éted. Substantial giant planet migration, of the kind eagisd
Wyatt 12008;/ Krivov| 2010). The dynamically calm conditionsn models by Masset & Snellgrove (2001), Walsh etlal. (2011)
that favor the formation of massive terrestrial planet eyst and Pierens & Raymohd (2011), could create dynamical separa
also result in long-lived outer debris disks, that remaighirin  tion between the giant and terrestrial planets prior to teelgss
cold dust emission (e.g. dt~ 70um) to late times. In systems phase of evolution that we simulate. Second, we assume non-
that sufer more dramatic dynamical evolution, we identified aesonant initial conditions for the giant planets. Meartioro
channel for the formation of unusual terrestrial planeteays resonances can be established readily if there is signifioé&n

in which a single planet exhibits large oscillations in edde- gration, due to either gas disk torques or planetesimateseat
ity and inclination due to secular coupling to a scatterehji ing, and a plausible alternate class of models could be con-
Here, we consider a broader range of models within the sasteucted in which fully resonant initial conditions were thorm
qualitative class, and study how robust our earlier conahss (Morbidelli et al.. 20017). We do not consider this possilifiir-

are to changes in the poorly-constrained model parameters. ther here.
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Embryo and giant planet particles feel the gravitational at or 0.5 Mg respectively. The total mass and width of the plan-
traction of all other bodies in the simulation. Planetesipaati- etesimal disk was held fixed at 10 AU.
cles, both in the inner and outer disk, feel the gravity of gmab  — The gas simulations test the feect of the presence of a
and giant planets but do not self-gravitate. This commarsgel gas disk during and after the giant planet instabilitiehg T
approximation allows for an adequate treatment of collecti  methodology is discussed §5.)
particle dfects and dramatically reduces the required computa-
tion time. Our methods are outlined in detail in Paper 1. kege Each simulation was post-processed to calculate the spectr
summarize the key points. Each simulation was integrated tenergy distribution of dust in the system following the noeth
100-200 million years using the hybrid version of the Meycurof [Booth et al. |(2009) with a few small changes (see Section
code (Chambers 1999) with a 6 day timestep. Collisions b2:3 in Paper 1). To do this each planetesimal particle was as-
tween particles were treated as inelastic mergers. Restickre sumed to represent a population of objects with sizes betwee
removed from a simulation when they either came within 0.2 AR 2um and 2000 km. This population was assumed to be in col-
of the central (solar-type) star at which point they are as=li lisional equilibrium such that the fierential size distribution
to have collided with the star, or ventured farther than 1QD Acan be written asi(D) « D~3° (Dohnanyi 1969). The radial
from the central star (1000 AU for theidedisk runs discussed distribution of dust was calculated by a simple combinatibn
in Section 4.2), at which point the particle is assumed toehathe planetesimal orbital distribution (and by samplingezec
been ejected from the system. tric orbits at multiple intervals along their orbit equafipaced

In Paper 1 we presented the results from our fidutizled in mean anomaly). The spectral energy distribution wasuealc
set of simulations. In these simulations the giant planetses lated by assuming that the dust grains in each radial bin &mit
are drawn randomly from the observed exoplanet mass distritblackbodies based on theiffective temperature. At each sim-

tion (Butler et all 2006; Udry & Santos 2007): ulation timestep the collisional timescalewas calculated for
the largest objectsl = 2000 km) for the population of both

dN oc M1 (1) asteroidal and cometary planetesimals. In practicespresents

am the mean timescale between collisions energetic enougisto d

where masses were chosen between one Saturn mass 'HRE@N object of a given size at a given orbital radiyss a

3 Jupiter masses. In these runs, the masses of individuai pifyinction of the mass, width, and orbital distribution of flan-

ets were chosen independently. etesimal belt as well as the physical properties of plairasds
We also computed a number of alternate models in whighémselves, in particular the@p, the impact energy needed

either the range of the mass function, the assumption of. ind@ catastrophically disrupt a planetesimal of siz¢for details,

pendent masses, or the properties of the outer disk werealteSe€-\\yatt etal. 1999, 2007b; Booth etal. 2009; Raymond et al.
(see Tablgll): 2011;/Kains et al. 2011). Oncg was calculated for a given

timestep, the @ective dust mass of each population was de-

— The lowmass simulations represent systems with low-masgreased by a factor of [ t/tc(Dc)] ™. This decrease in the dust
giant planets. For these cases the giant planet masses H1668S is not self-consistent because the planetesimal mtss i
follow the observed exoplanet distribution, but with massé&imulations is constant. Thigfect can be important for the aster-
between 1Ms and 1My, The initial conditions for the gi- oidal planetesimals because their collisional timesdale,10*
ant planets in theskowmass simulations are the same as thears, is short compared to the interesting timescales yor d
“mixed2” simulations in_Raymond et'al. (2008a, 2000b,a1amical evolution. The opposite ordering typically applfer
2010). Abnormally low giant planet masses, relative the outer, cometary planetesimals, whose collisional stake
the mass in terrestrial planet-forming material, mightuwccis tc > 108 years. The dust fluxes used in the analysis later in the
physically in disks around stars where stronger than ageragaper are dominated by the cometary component so this incon-
photoevaporation limits the disk lifetime. sistency has little to nofect on our results. In addition, for the

— The equal simulations comprise four sets of simulationsgase of low-mass giant planets that migrate due to plamesési
each containing three giant planets with fixed masses sfattering (i.e., th@owmass simulations), the timescale for dy-
30 Mg, 1Msa, 1My, or 3M;. For theequal simulations the namical mass loss from the outer planetesimal disk is rouayhl
planets were placed in a slightly more compact configurarder of magnitude shorter than the timescale for the caied!
tion (separated by 3.5-4 mutual Hill radii rather than 4-3jollisional mass loss in that same region. Thus, our assampt
to ensure that they would become unstable. This variatithat the planet-planetesimal disk dynamics is ritéced by the
mimics the reality that the conditions that favor the growthollisional cascade appears reasonable for the outer disk.
of one gas giant to high masses — for example early core This simple model is based on previous studies that fit the
formation or a long disk lifetime — probably apply also tcstatistics of debris disks using models for the collisioeab-
other planets in the same system. Past work suggests fadibn of planetesimals_(Dominik & Decin 2003; Krivov etlal.
these simulations should produce the most violent ingtabi2005, 2006; Wyatt et al. 2007b; Wyatt 2008; Lohne et al. 2008
ties (Ford et al. 2003; Raymond etlal. 2010). Kains et al. 2011). Our model agrees to within a factor of 2-

— The widedisk simulations test theftect of planetesimal 3 at 24/m and 7@m with more detailed calculation of dust
disks that are 20 AU wide rather than 10, and twice as masoduction during the collisional evolution (Kenyon & Bréey
sive (so that there is the same mass in the first 10 AU of t8808, 2010) and also with dust fluxes observed around solar-
annulus as the fiducial case). In these simulations, thesadiype stars (Habing et al. 2001; Beichman et al. 2006; Moat|et
beyond which an object is considered ejected was 1000 A006;/ Trilling et al. 2008; Hillenbrand etlal. 2008; Gasphal.
rather than 100 AU. The giant planets’ initial orbits areride 2009; Carpenter et al. 2009). However, due to our incomplete
tical to themixed set. knowledge of the physical properties of planetesimalggtie-

— Theseeds simulations test theffect of the mass distribution mains uncertainty in the dust fluxes of up to an order of magni-
within the planetesimal disk by including five or ten equallytude for a given system (see_Booth et al. 2009). Our model does
spaced equal-mass fully self-gravitating seeds of eitihdg 2 not include outgassing from comets (i.e., outer disk plesiet
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Table 1. Summary of the simulations

Set N(sims) Giant planet mass distribution | Giant planet spacing Gas?
mixed 156 dN/dM ~ M~ from IMggto 3Myyp 4—-5Rym no
equal 68 M = 30Mg, 1Msay 1M3up0r 3Myyp 25-3Rum no
lowmass 86 dN/dM ~ M~ from 10Ms to IMyyp Same amixed no
widedisk 91 Same amixed Same amixed no
smallseed | 44 Same amixed Same amixed no
bigseed 47 Same amixed Same amixed no
gas 45 Same amixed crossing orbits yes

*Note that N(sims) represents the number of simulationsrtediour criteria for run time of 100 Myr and energy conservation ¢f/E < 1072
(see Appendix A of Paper 1 for numerical tests). Our initatidhes of simulations were somewhat larger: 200 simulgfiomixed, 20 for each
equal set, 100 forlowmass andwidedisk, and 50 forgas, smallseed andbigseed.

mals) when they enter the inner Solar System. Thus, the dostined damped by dynamical friction from planetesimals and
fluxes that we calculate during planetesimal bombardmests ambryos grew by frequent planetesimal impacts and occalsion
significantly underestimated. Indeed, the:@8¥dust flux during giant embryo impacts. At the time of the instability the atiom
the late heavy bombardment calculated by Boothlet al. (20q®pcess was relatively mature, as only eight embryos resdain
with our method reaches a peak that is roughly an order of magside 2 AU with masses between 0.08 an@lMg, as well as
nitude lower than that calculated by Nesvorny etlal. (200@®p three smaller (@7 - 0.2 Mg) embryos in the asteroid belt. In the
accounted for cometary dust production. Cometary outggssimmediate aftermath of the instability, ten of the eleverbgyos
is of importance at mid-infrared wavelengths (01 < 50um) collided with the central star. The mechanism that drovesthe
during and shortly after bombardments. As our results facus bryos into the star was strong eccentricity pumping by a déemb
the steady-state production of cold dust in outer planeiglsi nation of close encounters and secular pumping by thedilyiti
disks rather than on bombardments, we are not strorftggt®d outermost) inward-scattered giant planet. The one embrsb t
by this dfect. was not driven into the star was the outermost one, which had a
An important pointis the fact that our sets of simulations-sy pre-instability semimajor axis of 2.6 AU and was ejecteéaét
tematically over-predict the frequency of debris disks ligaor series of close encounters with the scattered giant planets
of roughly 2-4. GivenSpitzer's detection limits, the observed  The pre-instability outer planetesimal disk was for the mos
frequency of debris disks at zfh around Solar-type stars olderpart dynamically calm. The inner edge of the disk was slowly
than 1 Gyr is 16.4% (Trilling et al. 2008; Carpenter et al. 200 eroded during this period as the giant planets cleared aut pl
At 24um, the observed frequency is much lower, only 2-3% fastesimals that were unstable on long timescales. A few other
stars older than 300 Myr (Carpenter etial. 2009; Gaspdi eti@sonances (e.g., the 3:1 resonance with the outer giam¢tpla
2009). Various aspects of and potential solutions to thésds at 21.4 AU) also acted to increase the eccentricities of-teng
will be discussed in more detail throughout the paper. stable planetesimals. A slow trickle of planetesimals wase a
destabilized by certain strong mean motion resonanceablyot
the 2:1 resonance. When the instability started, the (presly
middle) giant planet was scattered out into the planetdsiink
Here we briefly present a simulation from tinéxed set to fa- 0nan eccentric orbit. Its eccentricity was further pumpgd be-
cilitate comparison against example simulations from p#eés ries of close encounters with the (initially innermost)rgasuch
that are presented in later sections. The chosen systetadstathat for a period of several hundred thousand years (setenad
with giant planets of 0.96, 0.46 and 0.8% in order of increas- sand cometary orbits) the giant planet’s orbit completedgsed
ing orbital distance, and an outer planetesimal disk thtatreled the initial planetesimal disk. The outer planetesimal disis
outto 22.8 AU. entirely destabilized by secular interactions and clossen-
Figure[1 shows the evolution of the simulation’s dynamiders. These planetesimals’ eccentricities increasediciaéig un-
and calculated dust flux. The system remained stable for 48l8hey either hit the sun (this occurred about 25% of thesjim
Myr at which time it underwent a strong dynamical instagilit were scattered out beyond 100 AU and removed from the sim-
that started with a close encounter between the middle ated owlation by presumed hyperbolic ejection (75%), or collided
giant planets that triggered a series of planet-planetesiag With a giant planet+{ 0.5%). More than 80% of the outer disk
events over the next 400,000 years. The instability culteiha planetesimals were destroyed within 500,000 years and 97%
in the ejection of the middle giant planet, and the surviing ~ Within 5 Myr. Only 23 planetesimal particles survived mdrar
giant planets swapped orbits (i.e., the innermost planeaine 5 Myr after the instability on orbits that were unstable on 10
the outermost and vice versa). At the end of the simulatiah bdVlyr timescales, typically with high inclinations and ectrégi-
planets’ eccentricities are largeqne Oscillates between 0.61 ties. At the end of the simulation a single planetesimaliseny
and 0.83 an@y e between 0.15 and 0.37. Despite their large e@lthough it is almost certainly unstable on longer timessals
centricities, both of the planets’ inclinations with respt the its orbit crosses the outer giant planet’s.
initial orbital plane remain modest (at least in comparigatm The system’s spectral energy distribution (SED) — shown at
the planets’ eccentricitieS)ie OScillates between 3%nd 14  right in Figure[d — reflects its dynamical evolution. The aste
andiguer between zero and.B. With a semimajor axis of 2.55 oidal planetesimals are quickly ground to dust, as theili-col
AU, the orbit of the inner giant planet is well-representgdite  sional timescales are only 48 10° years. This causes a rapid
more eccentric of the known exoplanets, while the outergdlardecline in flux at short wavelengths € 20um). The erosion of
would probably not be currently detectable. the inner edge of the outer planetesimal disk causes a c@atin
Before the instability the inner planetary system was undetecrease in flux at shorter wavelengths. The flux a 50um
going standard terrestrial accretion. Embryos’ ecceitiggcre-  is dominated by the mass in outer disk planetesimals andys on

2.1. An example mixed simulation
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Fig. 1. Evolution of a referencmixed simulation in which the giant planets underwent a violestability after 42.8 Myr of evolu-
tion. The initial giant planet masses were, in order of iasieg orbital distance, 0.96, 0.46 an64M. Left: Orbital eccentricity
vs. semimajor axis of each body in the simulation. The sizéesowith the mas§® and the color corresponds to the water content,
using initial values taken to Solar System data (Raymond 2084) and re-calculated during impacts by mass balartoe giant
planets are shown as the large black bodies and are not oartteesize scal@op right: The spectral energy distribution of the dust
during five simulation snapshots. The dashed line represkatstellar photosphergottom right: The ratio of the dust-to-stellar
flux F/F4ar at 25um as a function of time. The roudpitzer observational limit is shown with the dashed line (Trilliagal. 2008).

A movie of this simulation is available at httfwww.obs.u-bordeaux1 /f&3arthgraymondscatterSEDL99.mpg.

very weakly d@ected by the grinding of asteroids or the slovallow for the collisional evolution of a single planetesirsa its

erosion of the inner edge of the planetesimal disk. Whenrthe dust flux is certainly overestimated.

stability occurs and the outer planetesimal disk is delzabl, This example is relatively extreme in terms of the plan-

a large number of planetesimals are temporarily placed@imhi ets’ final orbital eccentricities and in that all the terridtand

eccentricity (and therefore small-periastron) orbits alhpro- cometary particles were destroyed. However, as we will see b

duce hot dust. This burst in hot dust changes the shape of b, this simulation allows for a convenient comparisorhwip-

SED by increasing the flux at short wavelengths. This is tl®ming examples because the instability is delayed andeso th

cause of the spike in flux seen ag2Bin the lower right panel of evolution of the dust flux from the quiescent outer disk isemp

Fig.[. As noted already, the magnitude of the spike is ursiere turbed at early times.

mated because we do not account for the outgassing thatsoccur

when an icy body is heated (see Nesvorny et al. 2010). Hayweve

as the outer planetesimal disk is removed the flux drops dranm@ Effect of the giant planet masses and mass

ically. The dust flux in the 30 Myr after the instability is mai distribution

tained at a relatively high level by a single planetesimat gur-

vived from 43 to 66.5 Myr between the giant planets with a pe¥We now analyse two sets of simulations that explore alternat

ihelion that dropped periodically below 3 AU (on a retrogeadgiant planet mass distributions than thixed set analysed in

orbit). This single close-in planetesimal produced enodgst Paper 1. Thenixed set included three planet systems with the

to keep the system above theu25 detection threshold during masses of the planets being chosen randomly and indepéndent

this period. We note that our dust production scheme does itothe range between a Saturn mass and 3 Jupiter masses. In the
equal simulations, planet masses within a given system are the
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Fig. 2. Eccentricity vs. semimajor axis for the surviving giantrés in themixed (left panel) andlowmass (right) simulations.
Black circles represent unstable simulations — definedraslations in which at least one giant planet-planet sdatjegvent
occurred — underwent and grey dots are stable simulatidres size of each circle is proportional to the logarithm of pienet
mass. The dashed vertical lines represent the median alderd# the planetesimal disk for each set of simulationseNwat the
outer edge varied from simulation to simulation dependingh® giant planet masses, from 20.6 to 27 AU (with a mediarBof 2
AU) for themixed simulations and 17.3 to 23.3 AU for tHewmass simulations (median of 19.7 AU).

same. We consider masses between 3@kt M; for different 3.1. Systems with low-mass giant planets (the lowmass

systems. Assuming that the masses within individual system simulations)

are perfectly correlated has th@ext of maximizing the strength

of dynamical instabilities, compared to systems whereetigea Figure[2 shows that, because of planetesimal-driven niggrat
range in masses. In ti®wmass simulations, planet masses arénd secular friction, surviving low-mass giant planetsyafe
drawn randomly from the observed distribution but only ie thdifferent regions of parameter space than more massive giant
range of 10 M to 1M, (in contrast to the range dflsy to 3M;  planets. Given that all of our simulated giant planets sthit

for themixed set). The inclusion of the lower mass planets irthe 5-15 AU region, massive giant planets are only able to al-
creases the fraction of systems for which dynamical inteas ter their semimajor axes by energy exchange during close en-
between planets and the planetesimal disk are importaesérhcounters to essentially follow curves with perihelia or el
interactions can take two forms. First, “planetesimaleinimi- at the encounter distance. In other words, high-mass garet
gration” changes the orbital radius of a planet due to thé-badargea necessarily have large However, low-mass planets can
reaction of planetesimals that are gravitationally scattdy the have largea and smalke by either 1) planetesimal-driven migra-
planet, and thus changes a planet's orbital radius whiletaiai- tion, which maintains planets’ lowout to largea (to the outer

ing a small eccentricity (Fernandez &(lp 1984; Malhotra 1:99®dge of the planetesimal disk), or 2) being scattered outtivar
Hahn & Malhotral 1999, Gomes etlal. 2004; Kirsh €tlal. 2009 dynamical instability but having their eccentricitiesgzed
Levison et all. 2010). Second, the orbit of an eccentric gleae by secular friction with the outer planetesimal disk. Sarli},

be re-circularized by “secular friction”, a process by whan massive planets that are scattered interior to 5.2 AU nacess
eccentric planet excites the eccentricities of the outsk dian- ily have largee but low-mass inner giant planets can undergo
etesimals and causes a corresponding decrease in the'plaifgvard changes im and survive on lowe orbits. Indeed many
eccentricity (Thommes etlal. 1999; [ evison €f al. 2008). W-lo low-mass planets do just that, ending upaat 2.5 - 4 AU.
mass planet can therefore be gravitationally scatteredrby &lote that secular friction is only relevant in unstable syss in
other planet in the inner part of a planetary system and hawbich a planet acquires a large orbital eccentricity. Onather

its eccentricity decreased on a much wider orbit by secular f hand, planetesimal-driven migration is mainly relevantdta-

tion with the outer planetesimal disk (e!g., Thommes &t3891 ble systems although periods of migration may occur in some
Raymond et al. 2010). casesafter secular friction has already re-circularized the orbit

of a scattered low-mass giant planet.

Thus, the surviving high-mass giant planets retain a memory
of their initial conditions: the stable planets and manytable
planets are clustered at their original locations. Howeyi®en

Thelow mass andequal sets of simulations are of particu-tN€ €ase and inevitability of planetesimal-driven migratand
lar interest because a combination of the two can producé anSgcular friction for low-mass giant planets, the initiahddions
ternate sample that matches the observed exoplanet diiirib  re erased.

We explore the two sets of simulations independently (sasti Figure[3 shows the evolution oflawmass simulation with
3.1 and 3.2) and later combine them into a sample to compargial giant planet masses of 12.4 Minner), 18.6 M, (mid-
with exoplanet statistics (called case B in section 6). dle), and 35.9 M (outer). In this simulation the giant planets
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Fig. 3. Evolution of a simulation with low-mass giant planetseft: Orbital eccentricity vs. semimajor axis of each body
in the simulation. The size scales with the ni&ssand the color corresponds to the water content, using linitdues
taken to Solar System data_(Raymond et al. 2004) and relatdduduring impacts by mass balance. The giant planets are
shown as the large black bodies and are not on the same silee $op right: The spectral energy distribution of the
dust during five simulation snapshots. The dashed line septe the stellar photospherf@ottom right: The ratio of the
dust-to-stellar flux at 25 microns as a function of time. Tloeigh observational limit of théMIPS instrument on NASA's
Spitzer Space Telescope is shown with the dashed line (Trilling et/al. 2008). A movié this simulation is available at
http//www.obs.u-bordeaux1/&3arthgaymondgscattedowmass54.mpg.

underwent an instability after 33,000 years, which threw thgiant planets’ inward migration was fueled by the planebeds
inner planet into the outer planetesimal disk. Once intargc that ended up with high-eccentricity, low-perihelion dskafter
with the planetesimal disk, the planet scattered planatdsiin- being scattered inward, although the inner giants alsdesea
ward and migrated outward for roughly 20 Myr, then slowedome embryos and planetesimals from the inner disk. The inne
when it came within~3.5 Hill radii of the outer edge of the giant planet migrated in to 2.69 AU but maintained an ecoentr
planetesimal disk. As this represents the approximate diemyn ity lower than 0.1 throughout and less than 0.05 during tke la
for dynamical stabilityl(Marchal & Bozis 1982; Gladmian 1993phases.
Chambers et al. 1996), the number of planetesimals aveitabl
be scattered by the planet decreased and the planet's migrat Two terrestrial planets formed in the simulation shown in
slowed drastically. The planetesimals that were scatieseard Figure[3: a 1.25 M planet at 0.61 AU and a 0.69 Jvplanet
from the outer disk were for the most part subsequentlyes@att at 1.11 AU. The eccentricities of the inner and outer planet a
outward by the inner giant planets, causing the two innem-pla0.06 and 0.11, respectively, with peak to peak oscillatiopié
ets to migrate inward. However, some of the inward-scadtertudes of 0.11 and 0.20. The inner planet underwent its lasitgi
planetesimals were trapped on low-eccentricity orbitsveen (embryo) impact after 40.6 Myr but the outer planet did not un
the two inner giant planets and the outer giant as the outeepl dergo any giant impacts after 3.8 Myr. The inner planet is wet
migrated outward by continued planetesimal scatterings Eh it accreted a small amount of water from material that odgga
similar to the mechanism that may have been responsible fiothe inner asteroid belt (an embryo and two planetesimafs f
populating the Solar System’s asteroid belt duringdh®vard ~ 2 AU) but the bulk of its water came from a single cometary
migration of Jupiter and Saturh_(Walsh etlal. 2011). The iinngnpact. The outer planet did not accrete any material from be
yond 2 AU and so is considered to be dry (see _Raymond et al.
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2004, 2007). The closest giant planet’'s semimajor axis Ig on lowmass
1.6 AU larger than the outer terrestrial planet’s but gives gi- 0.5F - - -

ant planet’'s small mass (®Mg) and modest eccentricity (0.035 ;
with oscillations of 0.02 in full amplitude) the system ialste.

In the simulation from Fig[3, only a relatively small frac-
tion of the initial terrestrial mass was incorporated irfte two
surviving terrestrial planets. The majority of the initiafrestrial
mass (57%) was ejected from the system and an additional 10%
collided with the central star. This contrasts with the abkt
systems with higher-mass giant planets, in which teri@stia-
terial preferentially collides with the star (as in the slation
from Fig.[d). This diference is due to the fact that more mas-
sive giant planets pump the eccentricities of terrestraliés
efficiently and can thus drive down their perihelion distanaes o :
shorttimescales. Low-mass giant planets require longexdibe 0.0L 0 . . .
high ecc_entricitigs apd also m_igrate in rgaction to sda.ltge;uch 0 1 2 3 4+
bodies, inward in this scenario. Thus, in systems with Uista Number of terrestrial planets (>0.05 Mg,,)
low-mass giant planets terrestrial material is more edsilys-
ported outward than inward, to be ejected after many eneosint
with the outer giant planets.

In addition, in the simulation from Fi] 3 two Mars-sized em
bryos were scattered out and survived on distant orbits9 & 2
and 34.8 AU, and one embryo collided with the middle giant
planet.

At the end of the simulation there are two surviving plan- i i
etesimal belts: a low-eccentricity belt between the tweirand  ©f 0.25Me. Of the 861owmass simulations, 76 (88.4%) were
the outer giant planets and an outer disk of higher-ecaitytri @P0Ve the Spitzer detection threshold aumOafter 1 Gyr (73
objects exterior to the outer giant planet. The outer beinial- '€mained bright after 3 Gyr; recall that this is far highearth
ogous to the Solar System’s scattered disk (Luulet al. 11997€ observed frequency of 16.4%). Of the 54 (62.7%) unstable
Duncan & Levisoh 1997), having been scattered by the outwajmulations, only 4 did not yield at least 0.5Mh terrestrial
migrating giant planet. The scattered belt contains 37i2 Planets and only 10 were not detectable guriCafter 1 Gyr.
particles with a median eccentricity of 0.27 and a mediati-inc The few systems with destructive instabilities were thas t
nation of 11.5. This scattered disk also contains two embryd®y chance contained several massive planets, and so edigenti
from the inner disk, including one that originated inside @.A 9Verlapped with theuixed distribution. Figuré # shows that all
The inner belt of planetesimals — located between roughtyd a32 stable S|mu_lat|0n_s f|n|sheq W!th two or more.terr(.estr_lahp
14 AU — contains 1.3 Min 27 planetesimals with a median ects and also with brlght_debrls dlsks_;. Note th:_;\t_|r_1 this figuee
centricity of 0.12 and a median inclination of 16.8he orbital US€ & low mass cufbof just 005 M, in our definition of a ter-
distributions and surface densities of these two populatare restrial planet. Any surviving planetary embryo is therefoon-
quite diferent, and we suspect that a wide diversity of planete¥dered a planet. This allows for a consistent comparisah wi
imal belt structures must exist around other stars. other sets of simulations including more violent instaigiti (like

The evolution of the system'’s dust brightness is shown [i€ equal simulations) in which surviving embryos are com-
Figurel3. The SED of the system decreases systematicarhjeasrpon' In the Solar System, Mars is thought to be a surviving em-
system loses mass, but changes shape after roughly 80 Myr wiE/© (Pauphas & Pourmand 2011). .
four separate icy planetesimals entered the very inneefian Among systems with planets less massive than 50-1Q0 M
system and remained on orbits interior to the innermosttgid® 0.5 — 1Msa), there was little dierence in the final out-
planet (with perihelion distances as small as 0.3 AU) foesaly COme between systems that underwent planet-planet sogtter
tens of Myr before being eject@dat wavelengths longer than and those that did not. This is because the planetesimapaisk
~ 50um, the dust brightness decreased monotonically in timédes strong enough damping to quickly decrease the plfanets
However, shorter wavelengths (such ag®5 Fig.[3) show the €ccentricities back to near zero. Systems containing desiet;
additional structure caused by the icy planetesimals iegténe ~ atively massive giant planel > Msa) also ended in a dynami-
inner planetary system because they are sensitive to hot dus cally calm state because instabilities caused the lowessigiant

As a whole, thelowmass simulations were extremely ef- Planets to be scattered and, again, their eccentricitiésreti-
ficient at forming terrestrial planets and also at creatinggt nations are quickly damped. The only situation that presery
lasting debris disks. Out of the 86 total simulations, 8239%) |arge eccentricities was the relatively infrequent coralion of
formed terrestrial planet systems containing a total oast Multiple massive giant planets in the same system. In thgse s
0.5 M,. Of the four remaining systems, three destroyed thdfgMs the large eccentricity caused by strong scatteringest

terrestrial planets entirely and the fourth formed a siqgmet 91ant planets could not be damped (the low-mass giant glanet
in such systems are usually scattered, sometimes to beejact

1 Note that the plateau in brightness seen in then2plot of Fig.[3 sor_netlmes re-CIr_cuIarlzed in the outer planeteS'maI diBkys,
may be slightly overestimated because our method does aqtiately unlike massive glant planets, the eccentr|C|t'|es of '0""?’“@3?"
account for collisional grinding of bodies on extremelysgein orbits  €tS dO_UOI retain a memory of the system’s d_ynamlcal history.
when they are isolated particles. In this case, these folatedd parti- N addition, multiple giant planets must exist in the samg-sy
cles were at close enough distances to dominate the flux @ievayths tem to yield eccentric giant planets. The abundance of gbder
shorter than- 50um from about 80-120 Myr. eccentric planets (e.g. Wright et al. 2009) thus points &oftl-

unstable
------ stable
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o o o
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o
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Fig. 4. Distribution of the number of surviving terrestrial plaget
for the unstable (grey) and stable (dashed) simulation$ién t
lowmass set of simulations.
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Fig.5.In the lowmass planetary systems, the fraction of stable zones betwees phouter giant planets that contain at least one
planetesimal on a stable orbit as a function of the mass afutermost giant planet (left panel) and the width of thelstabneA in
units of mutual Hill radii (right panel). For the left panbins were evenly logarithmically spaced from 1@ ké 1M;. For the right
panel, bins were evenly spaced fran 3.5 to 30. The error bars were calculated using binomial sieifollowing/Burgasser et al.
(2003). The dashed line marks the two planet stability bampn@Varchal & Bozis 1982; Gladman 1993).

quency of strong instabilities (although alternate moasist; total mass in these planetesimal belts ranged from the nfass o
see Ford & Rasib 2008, for a thorough review). one planetesimal particle @ Mg) to 5.9 Mg, and in one case
Most of thelowmass systems have |arge gaps between gﬁ.n embryo from the inner disk survived in such a belt.
ant planets, and many of these gaps contain planetesimals onThe two mostimportant factors that determine whether a sta-
stable orbits, such as the belt between 8-14 AU in the systéme zone between outer giant planets contains a planetdsita
from Fig.[3. The existence of isolated belts alters the tati&|a are first, the width of the stable zone and second, the makg of t
tribution of dust and can be inferred from the spectral epergutermost giant planet. Figuré 5 shows that the probalthiy
distribution. There are several systems known to contdis bé a stable zone contains at least one planetesimal particenon
dust that appear to be radially confined, presumably by krmwnorbit that is stable for long timescales ( i.e., whose orb@sinot
as-yetundetected planets (e.g.. Beichmaniet al. 200% kisal. come within 4 Hill radii of any giant planet’s orbit) as a func
2008; Su et al. 2009). tion of the mass of the outermost giant planet and the width
The majority of thelowmass systems (685 = 71%) have of the stable zones (as quantified Ay Stable zones are pref-
gaps between the outer two giant planets with separationfs erentially filled for largerA values simply because there is a
10 or more mutual Hill radii (in one system just a single gilarger region of parameter space into which planetesints ¢
ant planet survived and so is not counted). Given that two-plabe scattered and survive, and the fraction of stable zoméssth
ets must be separated by at leAst 2v3 ~ 3.5 mutual Hill filled increases dramatically fak > 15. Stable zones are also
radii for long-term dynamical stability (Marchal & Bodis 88; Preferentially filled in systems with outermost giant pleriess
GladmaH 1993), the existence of a zone between two plandp@ssive than- 50 Me, and almost 100% of stable zones are
orbits that is stable for planetesimals requires at a miniran filled when the outermost giant planet is less than about g0M
interplanetary separatioh > 10. In practice, somewhat wider(FI9.15). As they interact with the outer planetesimal diekier-
gaps are needed in realistic systems. The separation betw@@SS planets scatter planetesimals onto lower ecceiesidian
Saturn and Uranus, and between Uranus and Neptune, amo@ft§igher-mass planets, and these planetesimals are rkelse |i
to 14 mutual Hill radii, and there is only a small region thaf avoid encountering giant planets and to remain on stableso
is stable over long timescales between the latter two pganéfan if their obits are more eccentric.
(Holman & Wisdom 1993). In our runs we frequently find gaps Do other system parameters influence the probability that a
that are not only wider than their Solar System counterplbuts stable zone between giant planets will contain planetdsima
which are also populated with primordial material desplite t We tested the importance of several other parameters using a
relatively coarse sampling of the outer planetesimal digbuyta- suite of Kolmogorov-Smirnov (K-S) tests that comparefdedti
tion. Thelowmass simulations yield a range of separations fronent characteristics of stable zones with and without pksiet
A = 3.9to 30 and outer giant planet masses of 11tM0.97M;. mals. Using a cutid of p < 0.01 for a statistically significant dif-
From the entire sample, the stable zone between the outgitwdference between the two populations, we found that five param
ant planets contained at least one particle in half ofalinass eters influence whether a stable zone will contain planatasi
simulations (385 = 45%, although 5 stable zones containeth order of most important (lowegt value) to least important
just a single planetesimal). The closest separation betivee (highestp value), these are 1) the width of the stable zotk (
planets for which planetesimals existed on stable orbitsden 2) the mass of the outermost giant planet, 3) the semimajer ax
the two wasA = 119, and the widest separation for which naf the outermost giant planet, 4) the mass ratio of the owter t
planetesimals existed between two planets was 215. The giant planets (systems with a large infoerter mass ratio pref-
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equal Figure[® shows that, of the 53 simulations with giant planet
0.7 T T T T T 3 masses 0Msy, M, or 3M;, 36 (68%) destroyed all terres-
E trial material. Five simulations (9%) formed a single terre
0.6F E trial planet, although these were all small, roughly Mar@sm
o M= Mg, 10 3 My, 3 ~ 0.1Mg planets, and /& of these were lone surviving em-
g 05k 0 --ee- M = 30 Mea, E bryos. The remaining 12 simulations with high-mass giaanpl
9 ] E ets (21%) formed two or more terrestrial planets. In comtras
¢ 0.4 3 T a single simulations with a 30 Mgiant planet destroyed all of its
IS N terrestrial material. Rather, these systems usually fdrseeeral
_5 0.3 3 ' E terrestrial planets — only/B5 systems formed just one.
S ook I Of the 53 equal systems, only 17 (32%) contained de-
Tk N ' ' ' A tectable amounts of cold dust atuf after 1 Gyr (only 1463
01k R = 26% after 3 Gyr, although again note that this is higher than
I R | or the observed frequency of 16.4%). Of the 17 systems with de-
0.0E 0 ol tectable dust at 1 Gyr, 11 (65%) formed terrestrial plan@fs.

0 1 2 3 4+ the 36 systems with no detectable dust, only 6 (17%) _formed te

Number of terrestrial planets (>0.05 M, ,) restrial planets. Thus, there exists a natural connectonéen
debris disks and terrestrial planets that spans the donian o

, o . , ant planet mass. This same debris disk-terrestrial plaetla-

Fig. 6. Distribution of t_he nu_mber of surviving terr_estrlal plasetion was found in Paper 1 for thei xed simulations. The details

for the equal set of simulations. Systems with giant planets Qit this correlation depend on the system parameters andfare o

Msa Or larger are shown in grey, and systems with giant plangi§yrse confined to the context of our initial conditions, amtjz-

of 30 M, are shown by the black dashed line. ular to systems with relatively massive outer planetesifisks

(see discussion in Section 6).

The equal systems are violently unstable by construc-
erentially contain planetesimal belts), and 5) the totabsn@ tion and so the outcomes tend to be extreme. This is
the surviving giant planets (the probability of stable zobeing precisely the type of behavior that is required by exo-
empty increases for higher total mass). Tiiee of these five planet observations, in particular the trend for more mas-
parameters is statistically significant, although sev@mkorre- sive planets to have more eccentric orbits than lower-
lated (e.g.A correlates with the semimajor axis of the outermoshass planets (Jones etlal. 2006; Ribas & Miralda-E$cudé; 200
giant planet, although is about three orders of magnitude morgyright et al. [2009; Raymond etlal._2010). If planet masses
important in determining whether a stable zone will be fjledwithin individual planetary systems were random (as in the
We tested five additional parameters whofe@ turned out to mixed simulations), then lower-mass giant planets should have
be unimportant§ > 0.1 in each case): the mass and semimaj@ligher eccentricities than higher-mass giants (Raymos et
axis of the giant planet marking the inner boundary of the s{a010); this is the opposite of what is observed. Thusetheal
ble zone, the eccentricity of the outermost giant planed,tae  simulations provide a key ingredient in constructing a Samp
mass-weighted eccentricities of all surviving giant ptane simulations that matches the observed giant exoplanetiisas
cussed in Section 6.

3.2. Systems with equal-mass giant planets (the equal

simulations) 4. Effect of the properties of outer planetesimal

While the lowmass simulations represent a calm environment disks

conducive to the production of both terrestrial planets and _ )

bright debris disks, thequal simulations were destructive onWe now turn our attention to thefect of the properties of outer
both counts. This is simply because scattering among equlgnetesimal disks. We first examine theeds simulations —
mass giant planets is the most violent planet-planet iiistaipubdivided into therigseed and smallseed sets — that con-
ity (Raymond et di. 2010), and strong instabilities destmall tained a population otEarth-mass embryos in their outer plan-
bodies in both the inner and outer disks, typically by d@,inete&mal disks. We then test théfezts of _dou_bllng_ the width
a large fraction of inner bodies into the central star andteje (@nd total mass) of the planetesimal disk in ¢fieledisk simu-
ing the majority of outer bodies. Indeed, the eccentricit d lations.

tribution of the survivingequal giant planets with masses of
Msa Or larger was skewed toward higher values thamtieed 4
sample, reaching values as high as 0.89 and with a median 'olf'
0.35 (compared with 0.21 for theixed giant planets). An ex-
ception to this rule are systems with equal-mass giant fdani the seeds simulations a small number of fully-interacting
that are themselves low-mass. In systems containing three massive bodies were included in the outer planetesimal disk
ant planets of 30 M, the outcome was similar to tHewmass (in contrast to planetesimal particles, which interactgagion-
systems because planet-disk interactions trumped ptdaeét ally with massive bodies but not with each other). The disk
scattering. Indeed, the low-massgual systems were dominatedmaintained the same total mass and numerical resolutien (th
by planetesimal-driven migration of the outer giant plaset masses of individual planetesimals were decreased to main-
behaved very similarly to theowmass simulations. Given this tain a constant total mass). In 50 simulations comprisirg th
strong dichotomy, we now consider just the high-megsal bigseed set, five icy embryos of 2 M each were included at
simulations, as the lower-mass cases are more appropiiatel 11, 13, 15, 17 and 19 AU. In 50 additionshallseed simula-
cluded with thel owmass set. tions 10 seeds of.B M, each were spaced with 1 AU of sep-

The mass distribution of the planetesimal disk (the
seeds simulations)

10
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aration from 10.5 to 19.5 AU. These seed masses are broaitlly giant planets in theeeds simulations are identical to the
consistent with calculations of accretion in outer plasieb@l mixed simulations in terms of their total mass and mass dis-
disks (Kenyon & Bromley 2008, 2010). tribution.) However, the giant planet instabilities in theeds
Figure[T shows the evolution of obégseed simulation that simulations appeared slightly weaker. The mean innerniast g
became unstable after a long delay and therefore allows foplanet eccentricity was 0.21 for teeeds simulations compared
comparison with the evolution of both stable (prior to thet&n with 0.27 for themixed simulations] The cause of this dier-
bility) and unstable systems. The evolution is qualitdgiveém- ence appears to be late encounters between a giant planat and
ilar to themixed simulations in the inner disk such as the sysseed embryo, after the end of giant planet-giant planetesazg.
tem from Fig[, as embryos maintain smaller eccentricitias To test this, we sub-divide the 39 unstabliggseed simulations
planetesimals via dynamical friction and accrete as thesd$ into the 22 simulations in which a giant planet underwergast
ing zones begin to overlap. The instability started aftei355 one planet-seed scattering event after the completionaofep!
Myr with a close encounter between the two outer giant plaptanet encounters and the 17 simulations that did not the.,
ets. After a series of close encounters lasting 40,000 ydws last planet-planet scattering event in these 17 simulatiame
middle giant planet was ejected. At the end of the simulatioafter the last planet-seed scattering event). The sinoulsitivith
the system contains two giant planets each witk 0.3 and late planet-seed encounters had systematically shogthiti-
two roughly Earth-sized terrestrial terrestrial planetstéils in ties (as measured by the time between the first andplasét-
caption of Fig[7). planet scattering events) and lower final giant planet eccentrici-
The evolution of the outer diskfiiers significantly from sim- ties. We think that what happens is that in these systemsatpla
ulations without seeds. The presence of the seeds intreduceseed scattering event can lead to a small readjustment in one
effective viscosity into the outer planetesimal disk that igedr  giant planet’s orbit that separates itfsciently from other giant
by scattering of planetesimals by close encounters withidhe planets to stabilize the system. However, we note that thease
embryos. This causes the disk to spread out radially. Withinples are relatively small and we cannot rule out that the eeak
Myr the outer edge of the low-eccentricity portion of thekdisseeds instabilities are a product of small number statistics.
has expanded from 22 to 26 AU, and beyond 30 AU in the next Given the weaker giant planet instabilities in #weds sim-
few Myr (Fig.[4). This outward expansion is balanced by theslo ulations, terrestrial planet formation was corresponigingore
of a large portion of the total disk mass that is scattereéiMo efficient: only about M of the unstableeeds simulations de-
encounter the giant planets and be ejected from the systeen. Stroyed all of their terrestrial material compared with stiran
planetesimal disk is further depleted on a 20-50 Myr timkescad0% for the unstableixed simulations. However, the fier-
by instabilities in the system of icy embryos that increabes ences between the planetary evolution in ¢keeds andmixed
eccentricities — these instabilities are analogous todswvéaker simulations are small compared with those between somesof th
than instabilities between the giant planets (and are wesiitle other sets of simulations such as flwmass andequal runs.
in the smallseeds systems). When the giant planets go unsta- Despite their influence on the outer planetesimal disk,seed
ble the bulk of the planetesimal disk is rapidly ejected drel t underwent little accretion. Among all fiftyi gseed simulations,
last icy planetesimal is removed just after 100 Myr. no seed accreted more than five planetesimals, and there was
The dust production in theeeds simulations is also dif- just a single seed-seed collision and 5 giant planet-sekid co
ferent than in simulations with calmer planetesimal diSKHse sions. There was slightly more accretion among the seeds in
planetesimal population closest to the giant planets —rtheri the smallseed simulations, which had a comparable rate of
several AU of the outer planetesimal disk — is depleted inna feplanetesimal-seed impacts but a higher rate of giant inspact
Myr as the disk “viscously” spreads. Thus, warm dust has a faith 4 seed-seed collisions and 12 giant planet-seed icoils
shorter lifetime than in simulations with no seeds. Thisés ramong the fifty simulations, although we note that all but thef
flected in the evolution of the 2@n flux in Fig.[4, that drops giant planet-seed collisions occurred very early and wesba
below the detection threshold after4d5 Myr while the system bly caused by the seed being placed on an orbit that wadliyitia
is still stable. In contrast, in the exampidxed (Fig.[d) and very close to a giant planet.
lowmass (Fig.[3) simulations, the 2Bn flux was more than an  Figure[8 shows the correlations between the dust-to-stella
order of magnitude higher after 40-50 Myr of evolution. flux ratio F/Fga (70um) after 1 Gyr, and either the innermost gi-
The shortened lifetime of warm dust is reflected in its changnt planet eccentricity or the total terrestrial planetsnsige plot
ing spectral energy distribution (Figl 7). Compared witimsi results for thesmallseed, bigseed, andmixed simulations.
lations without seeds, there is a much faster decrease irafluxrhe most important dierence between theeeds andmixed
4 5 10Qum at early times as the region just exterior to the outesimulations is that theeeds simulations produce less dust at
most giant planet is cleared much mofiaently and to a larger late times, especially warm dust that is observable at wave-
radial separation. At longer wavelengths the flux also desae
more rapidly due to depletion by scattering from icy embryos2 A somewnhat higher fraction of theigseed simulations were un-
although at long wavelengths this is counteracted in pathby stable compared with thei xed andsmallseed simulations. This dif-
expansion of the dust disk to larger radii and thereforesiased ference is only moderately statistically significant angjimibe due in
surface area (though lower temperature). There are spikbgi part to a small glitch in our initial conditions for theeds simulations:
flux (seen at 2Bm) when objects enter the inner planetary syghe inner edge of the outer planetesimal disk was always Hradli
tem to encounter and be ejected by the innermost giant plarfterior to the outermost giant planet but the icy embryoeevatways
These spikes are due to the fact that each particle repseaerifitially between 10-20 AU. Thus, in many cases the innefrooe to
distribution of smaller bodies and, with a higher numerieab- WO Seeds were in immediate dynamical contact with the ot gi-
lution. these spikes would be less pronounced. There i a-Iarant planet. This preferentially occurred when the outetmtamet was
; p p &Y

. . - . very massive (and hence on a more distant initial orbit) &mlgdlitch
scale decrease in flux after the instability and all dustgpsars yoag not appear to have contaminated our results. In factndian

when the last planetesimal is ejected aftet00 Myr. instability time wasater for the bigseed simulations than theixed
The giant and terrestrial planet evolutionffdred only simulations, which is the opposite of what would be expeiftéue in-
slightly between thaixed andseeds simulations. (Recall that stabilities were systematically driven by seed-giant etanteractions.
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Fig. 7.Evolution of a simulation that includes 5 icy embryos (shamgrey) in the outer planetesimal didleft: Orbital eccentricity
vs. semimajor axis of each body in the simulation. The siatéesowith the mas§® and the color corresponds to the water content,
using initial values taken to Solar System data (Raymond 2084) and re-calculated during impacts by mass balartoe giant
planets are shown as the large black bodies and are not oartieesize scale. The two surviving terrestrial planets laave.71
and 1.27 AUm = 1.3 and 1.58 M, and Myr-average@ = 0.09 and 0.17, respectively. Both terrestrials have sukiatavater
contents accreted from hydrated asteroidal material. Whestirviving giant planets havee=4.1 and 24.4 AUm =1.27 and 0.45
M3, and Myr-averaged =0.32 and 0.33, respectivelfop right: The spectral energy distribution of the dust during five $ation
snapshots. The dashed line represents the stellar phetesphttom right: The ratio of the dust-to-stellar flux/F 4 at 25um as

a function of time. The rougBpitzer observational limit is shown with the dashed line (Trilliegal.l 2008). An animation of this
simulation is available at httgwww.obs.u-bordeaux1/&3arthgraymondscatterSEGseed13.mpg.

lengths shorter than about 106. Among just the unstable sub-scatter, the dierence between theixed and seeds simula-
set of simulations, 53 of 9%ixed simulations (52% +49°0) had tions is significant at the 3 level and the diference between
dust fluxes that would be detectable wipitzer after 1 Gyr of thebigseed andsmallseed is significant at &

evolution, i.e., withF/F g4 (70um) > 0.55 (Trilling et al. 2008). At 25 i
v um the diferences are even more striking. In un-
In comparison, 14 of 29 (48%"37,) unstablesmallseed and stable systems, 126 (125%41%) mixed simulations, 29

8.1%
16 of 39 & 41%'75,,) bigseed simulations were detectable a‘gﬁ 9%°78%) smallseed simulations, and/39 (0"*4%) bigseed

I icti —2.1%
70um after 1 Gyr. Given the statistical error bars, the decras, mulations were above th&pitzer detection threshold of

detection rate compared with théxed simulations is only a& F/F o :
sar(25um) > 0.054 after 1 Gyri(Trilling et al. 2008). This
resullt for thesmallseed simulations and @ for thebigseed constitutes a £ 20 difference. Among the stable systems/S6L
simulations. (911%'2%%) mixed simulations were detectable at;2B after
Gyr but not a single stableigseed or smallseed was de-

The dfect of the seeds is more apparent when consid
bp ectable (073% for the combinedeeds simulations).

ing the stable simulations. The stable systems remain tégtec
at 98% or higher rate for each of thdxed, smallseed and With Spitzer’'s detection limits, debris disks at @t vastly
bigseed sets of simulations. However, the actual dust brighbutnumber those at 24n. Around stars older than 300 Myr the
ness decreases dramatically for simulations with seedsnigr frequency of 24m dust excesses was estimated ﬁ%?ﬁﬁz/,:
dianF/Fga (70um) at 1 Gyr was 26.2 for the stahtdxed sim- by|Carpenter et all (2009) and aB% + 1.2% by|Gaspar et al.
ulations, 5.3 forsmallseed, and 1.7 forbigseed. Given the (2009). However, these estimates are based on just a handful
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Fig. 8. Correlations with the dust flux after 1 Gyr of dynamical andlisimnal evolution for theseeds simulations, as compared
with themixed simulations. The top panels shdwF ¢, at 7Qum vs. the eccentricity of the innermost surviving giant jgtafleft)
and the total mass in surviving terrestrial planets (rightle bottom panels show the same comparisons butiah2bhemixed
simulations are in black, themallseed simulations in green, and ttigseed simulations in red. Filled circles represent stable
simulations and open circles unstable simulations.

of detections (from more than 100 targets). Among then24 55. 2°/+ng§° for unstable systems. Thus, the ratio of the fraction
detections are several systems suchpaSorvi (Wyattetal. of systems that were detectable after 1 Gyr airi@o 25:m is
2005%) and HD 69830 (Beichman etlal. 2005; Bryden et al. 2006)08 for the stableixed systems and 4.4 for unstahid xed
that appear to contain dust at1 AU; this dust has been in- systems. The higher ratio for the unstable systems is a simpl
terpreted as either being transient (Wyatt et al. 2007a)uer dconsequence of the instability preferentially clearing tbe in-

to a very peculiar outcome of planet formation (Wyatt et aher portion of outer planetesimal disks and leaving behired t
2010). Thus, the frequency of systems withuBdexcess due colder part of the disk that does not emit much flux atr25

to collisional equilibrium processes is significantly staathan Nonetheless, no combination of these ratios fomtheed sim-

the quoted values. The frequency of dust excessesah1® ulations can match the observed ratio of 5-10 after 1 Gyr of ev
16.4%"28% (Trilling et all2008). This is at least 5-8 times highetutioni

than at 24m, and the removal of systems with potentially tran-

sient dust can only cause this ratio to increase.

3 We note that the unstahbtei xed systems with detectable 28 flux
. . . are all quite close to the detection limit (Fig. 8), and trefion of un-
Themixed simulations produce an overabundance Qi8S g-hje systems that is detectable aur@sdrops drastically to /6 =
dust excesses. After 1 Gyr of evolution, the frequency of dg1%+ze% after 3 Gyr of evolution, and the ratio between the deteetabl
tectable dust at 26n was 91%2%° and 125% %1% (1 - o er-  frequency at 76m to 25:m increases to 25.5, well within the range
ror bars) for stable and unstable systems, respectivelyOAn  allowed by observations. However, what is lacking intiied simu-
the frequency of detectable dust was@8*33.: for stable and lations is the ability to account for stable systems wittfum flux, as
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Fig. 9. Left: The fraction of systems that would be detectable \@thzer (with F/Fg4 (70um) > 0.55 after 1 Gyr of collisional
and dynamical evolution) as a function of the eccentricityh@ innermost giant planes; for themixed and combinedeeds
simulations. The error bars are based on binomial statig8ee Burgasser etal. 2003). This essentially represéotszmntal slice
through the top left panel of Fig Right: The fraction of systems with.B Mg or more in surviving terrestrial planets as a function
of F/Fgar(70um) > 0.55 (1 Gyr) for themixed andseeds simulations. Systems witR/Fg, < 1072 are included in the bin at
F/F«ar ~ 1072. The Spitzer detection limit is shown as the dashed lines Tépresents a vertical slice through the bottom right
panel of Fig[8.

Theseeds simulations may explain the dearth ofi2b dust shows that the fraction of systems that is detectablean7ds a
excesses because there is a natural suppression ofiihefREx  function ofey is very similar for theseeds andmixed systems.
for both stable and unstable systems. From the 44 stablerand u The debris disk-terrestrial planet correlation still rolr
stablesmallseed simulations, only 2 were detectable ag®%.  the seeds simulations. As with the,, the correlation between
None of thebigseed simulations were detectable ayh. The the dust flux at 70m after 1 Gyr and the total surviving terres-
reason for the lack of 2Bn flux is that the viscous-like spread-trial planet mass is less evident because stabtals systems
ing out of the outer planetesimal disk acts to both deplete tthat eficiently form terrestrial planets produce far less dust than
inner part of the disk by inward scattering and to push themutheirmixed counterparts. Again, for the stable systems there is
part of the disk to ever colder temperatures. The ffeceis the a clear segregation between the sets of simulations, wéh th
near complete frustration of the 2% flux. However, the detec- largest seed magsigseed having the smallest flux. However,
tion rates at 70m are higher than 50% for both tls@allseed Fig.[d shows that the fraction of systems that form at le&sk/Q,
andbigseed simulations, including both the stable and unstabl@ terrestrial planets increases for both teeds andmixed
systems. Thus, the existence-oEarth-mass seeds in outer plansimulations. However, theeeds curve is 1- 20 higher than
etesimal disks may provide a natural explanation for thgMev  themixed curve close to the detection limit. This reflects the fact
frequency of 2am excesses compared withuf0 excesses.  that theseeds simulations deplete their outer planetesimal disks

As seen in Fig[l8, the anti-correlation between giant planf& more than thenixed simulations: only very calm systems
eccentricitye, and debris disks still holds for theeeds simu- Preserve enough planetesimals to produce dust. The sysiams
lations. For eccentricities larger than 0.1, the dust flisteswy are observed at a given dust flux therefore represent mdriesta
a rapid decrease for the sets of simulations with and withot}stems for theseeds simulations than theixed ones. Thus,
seeds because the dynamics of unstable giant planets desin€ seeds simulations predict an even stronger correlation be-
the survival of planetesimals. However, for smaller ecgent tween stars with observed debris disks and yet-to-be-uésed
ities there is a clear segregation: thégseed systems have terrestrial planets.
the smallest dust fluxes, theixed systems have the largest,
and thesmallseed are in th_e middle._ In this realm the stirring4'2' The width of the outer planetesimal disk (the widedisk
up of outer planetesimal disks dominates the dust flux, and as simulations)
we've seen before theeeds simulations create a lower-mass
and colder planetesimal disk than thixed systems, leading to The widedisk simulations allow us to test theffects of a
lower dust fluxes in proportion to the seeds’ mass (not nunbetigher-mass, wider outer planetesimal disk. Compared thigh
In fact, many of the unstableigseed systems with modestly mixed simulations, the outer planetesimal disk in #Heledisk
eccentric giant planetf ~ 0.1) have dust fluxes as high assimulations was twice as wide, 20 AU rather than 10 AU, and
the stable systems. However, despite theffedénces, Figuriel 9 contained twice the total mass in planetesimals, 1Q0ndtead
of 50 M. The inner 10 AU of the outer planetesimal disk is
therefore the same for thd dedisk andmixed simulations (al-
the fraction of stable systems with detectabl@r@5lux remains very though the numerical resolution is halved in thigledisk runs)
high, at 839%"3 7%. but thewidedisk systems contain an additional 10 AU of plan-
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Fig. 11. Left: The dust-to-stellar flux ratio at 1 Gyr ati@ vs, the innermost giant planet’s eccentricity fortlieedisk (grey) and
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with the grey starRight: Histogram of the fraction of systems that are detectabledam7as a function of the innermost giant
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angular momentum reservoir contained in the outer plaimeéés
SO T T T e ] disk, ~Saturn-mass giant planets on eccentric orbits can be cap-
' ] tured in the outer system by planetesimal scattering. E{@Qr
shows the evolution of one such system, in which the two inner
planets Mipner = 0.78M3, Moyer = 2.4Mj) started just interior to
the 2:1 mean motion resonance. The giant planets’ clearibhg o
of the inner portion of the outer planetesimal disk drovetihe
inner giant planets across the 2:1 MMR aftel0.1 Myr. This
caused a perturbative increase in their eccentricitiesaatot-
responding increase in the eccentricity of the outer, Satuass
planet. The outer planet’s semimajor axis increased qu ek
over the next 10 Myr its eccentricity slowly decreased byt
friction with the outer disk of planetesimals. Despite tleetpr-
bative evolution of the system, 19 planetesimals totali®g\Vi,
survived in the outer planetesimal disk (their orbital exiin is
S shown in grey in Figl_T0). Most of these started the simufatio
Ti:ﬁ%O(Myr) 10.00  100.00 in the outer parts of the planetesimal disk (one at 18 AU). As
the outer giant planet migrated outward, it shepherded rény
] ) ) ) ) these planetesimals in its 3:2, 2:1, and even its 3:1 meaiomot
Fig. 10.Orbital evolution of avidedisk simulation that under- regonances, located at 30.8, 37.2 and 48.9 AU at the end of the
went a Nice model-like instability. The evolution of the sem gjmy|ation, respectively. This is analogous to the shegihgrof
major axes, perihelion and aphelion distances of the thiee gyiper belt objects such as Pluto during Neptune’s plaiatss
ant planets are shown in black, and the semimajor axes of H\&en migration[(Levison et al. 2008). The surviving plere
19 surviving outer planetesimals in grey (note that one -adga| disk in the simulation from Fid. 10 is massive enough to
tional planetesimal survived with = 59 AU). Two terrestrial yemain detectable at #ifn for 3 Gyr but is cold enough not to
planets formed in this system, at 0.71 AU4AMg)and 1.76 AU pe detectable at shorter wavelengths. Planetesimalrdiriigra-
(0.13 Mg): accretion was perturbed by the perturbations modejon of a massive planet therefore represents another macha
ately eccentric inner giant planets at 4.7 AU8M,, eoscillates  _ jn addition to the presence of seeds in outer planetesiisi d
between 0.03 and 0.17) and 7.8 AU4RI,, e oscillates between _ o deplete outer planetesimal disks and to push them odtwar
0.06 and 0.1). to colder temperatures. However, this mechanism operdtied e
ciently in only a small fraction ofiidedisk simulations.

etesimals. In addition, the outer boundary of each sinuriati ~ Despite having identical giant planet initial conditioasig-
the limit beyond which particles are considered to be efeete nhificantly smaller fraction ofvidedisk simulations went un-

was 1000 AU rather than 100 AU. stable compared with theixed simulations (407%*53:¢ for

Thewidedisk simulations behaved similarly to theixed widedisk vs. 632%" 352 for mixed). This is because of the
simulations in most respects. However, the more massiver ouarger angular momentum reservoir in the outer planetdsima
planetesimal disk did cause a few notabl&atences between disks. For cases when the instability starts in the outeiqroof

the widedisk andmixed simulations. Given the much largerthe planetary system, as the outer planet’s orbit beconnec
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Orbital Distance (AU)

o[

0.01 0.10

15



Raymond et al.: Debris disks as signposts of terrestrialgtiformation

100.00 & 1.0F -
5 [ ot s W £
© 1000 -8 ; = 08¢ ]
j 38 . o%g N o%o A o LO
© I o o o
’é ? 0% o °: A 0.6F -
3 100F o o ] £
= e estable Z 04l ] i
e PO O unstable 5 Ul L ‘ /‘l
% s o ° . 5 " w
L 105 @ mixed . T 1
T 0108 o o owidedisk } £ 02 T | o]
8 o - | w——xmixed |
[0 ] - ! widedisk |
001 PP, I OIO Q. L, 90y [ Lovvnnnnny 00 Ll . R A | A .-
0 1 2 3 4 5 0.01 0.10 1.00 10.00
Total Terrestrial Planet Mass (Earths) F/Fg (70 um) at 1 Gyr

Fig.12. Left: The dust-to-stellar flux ratio at 1 Gyr at /i@ vs, the total terrestrial planet mass for thialedisk (grey) and
mixed (black) simulations. Filled circles represent stable sations and open circles unstable ones. The Solar Systehoigns
with the grey starRight: Histogram of the fraction of systems that contaib Bl or more in terrestrial planets as a function of
F/F«ar (70um) after 1 Gyr; this is essentially a vertical slice throubé keft panel.

tric the disk’s ability to transfer orbital angular momemias distributions have the same shape but the dust fluxes fotdhe s
well as energy) to damp the outer planet’s eccentricity dsal able systems (i.e., for those with the highest survivingastmial
to increase its semimajor axis increases for a more masisine p planet mass) are 2-3 times higher for thieledisk systems. The
etesimal disk. Thus, if all systems of giant planets formede distributions are almost indistinguishable for systemthuéss
bits that would be unstable in the absence of planetesimkédi than about 2 M in surviving terrestrial planets. For both sets
their long-term orbital evolution should vary with the outiisk  of simulations the fraction of systems with5Mg, or more in
mass. The distribution of outer disk masses may therefaseg! terrestrial planets increases monotonically WRH= g4 (70um)
critical role in shaping the dynamics of inner planetaryteys. at 1 Gyr. However, above the detection limit a slightly highe
Figurd 11 compares the debris disk - giant planet eccetytricfraction ofmixed systems contain terrestrial planets compared
anti-correlation for theridedisk andmixed simulations. Both With widedisk. This is the opposite of theffiect that we saw
distributions follow the same shape as the other sets oflgimun section 4.1 for theseeds systems. Theiidedisk systems
tions: atey < 0.05 the vast majority of systems were dynamicalljorm very bright dust disks and require somewhat stronger gi
stable and therefore have high fluxes, andsfoe 0.05 unstable ant planet perturbations to decrease the flux below the titeec
systems dominate and the probability of having a signifidast limit. Thus, systems with bright debris disks atur@ areless
flux decreases strongly with increasiag For stable systems, sensitive to the presence of terrestrial planets thamifhed
the 7Qum fluxes are generally 2-3 times larger for thizledisk ~ Systems. Note that thisffierence comes from the slightly higher
systems because their outer planetesimal disks are more ni@stion ofwidedisk systems with eccentric giant planets that
sive and the dust flux is dominated by the outer regions of tRgoduce 7Qm excesses (see Fig.]11)
disk where the collisional evolution is slow. However, tlagio
of the medianF/F g4 (70um) after 1 Gyr for thewidedisk to . . . -
themixed simulationg v(\)/l;s)2.7, but at)/gﬁl the value was only >. E.ffect O_f the gas disk during instabilities (the gas
1.6. This shows that in the inner regions of the outer planete Simulations)

imal disk, where collisional evolution is faster, the higieass | the gas set of simulations we added additional forces to the
widedi.sk d|s!<s approach the dust production level of the |°Wef\7lercury integrator[(Chambéfs 1999) that acted on planetesi
massuixed disks. mal and embryo particles to mimic théfects of the dissipat-
The distribution of fluxes for the unstable systems is thag gaseous protoplanetary disk from which the planets éotm
same for thevidedisk andmixed systems, meaning that thejn these simulations we included twdfects: 1) aerodynamic
rate of survival of planetesimal disks is dominated by ttengi gas drag due to the headwind felt by bodies orbiting at the
planet dynamics rather than the initial conditions, eventttal Keplerian speed while gas orbits slower due to pressure sup-
mass and radial extent. For these unstable systems, thie di@brt_ Aerodynamic drag acts most strongly on small objégts,
butions of instability times for theixed andwidedisk sim- planetesimals, and leads to a rapid decay in eccentricityiran
ulations were indistinguishable. The distribution of thaction clination as well as a slower decay of the semimajor axis; and
of systems that is detectable wipitzer is almost identical for 2) tidal damping (also called “type 1 damping”) due to gravit
the two sets of simulations: in both cases there is a plateautignal interactions between objects and the disk. Type Ipiiagn
~ 100% forey < 0.05 and a sharp decrease toward higher efrcreases for more massive bodies because it is caused legwav
centricities. excited in the disk, meaning that this was an important seafc
Figure[12 compares the debris disk - terrestrial planeeeordissipation for embryos but not for planetesimals. Aeradgit
lation for thewidedisk andmixed simulations. Again, the two drag was calculated using standard models (Adachi et aB)197
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assuming planetesimals to be spheres with radii of 10 knme Typ
damping was included based on linear calculations for pdane
embedded within isothermal disks (Tanaka & Ward 2004). We
included additional terms for large eccentricities andinae
tions that were derived by Cresswell & Nelson (2008). We in-
cluded type 1 damping but not type 1 migration both to maimtai
a clearer comparison with the simulations without gas fesrel
because eccentricity damping from the disk is roughly 2 arde
of magnitude faster than radial migration (Tanaka & Ward4200
Cresswell & Nelsan 2008).

We assumed the presence of an underlying gas disk
that corresponds to roughly half the minimum-mass so-
lar nebula [(Weidenschilling _1977; Hayashi 1081), with sur-
face density profileX(r) = 875(¢/1AU)%2 gcm? and
vertical density distributionp(z) = exp(Z/Z), where 0 Eocsatoton Ssime o @ o o e
2(r) = 0.0472 ¢/1AU)**AU (see alsa Thommes etlal. 2003; 0 1 2 3 4 5
Raymond et al. 2006&; Mandell et al. 2007). We note that the Minimum giant planet orbital distance (AU)
distribution of solid mass in our initial conditions is disuted

according to a dferent density profilel « r=1, in both the ter- i 13, Total . ving t trial planet functi
restrial and outer planetesimal zones. We used a steegat ragld; +°- 'otal Mass In surviving terrestrial planets as a function
the minimum perihelion distance of any giant planet dgrin

surface density profile for the gas in order to increase thse X : )
density in the inner disk to maximize th@ect of gas drag on U€ Simulation for the unstabieixed (black dots) and theas
(grey dots) simulations.

the survival of terrestrial bodies. However, we note thatiois
tial conditions for the inner and outer disks — which weresgro
as represent approximate guesses for the Solar Systemerpri
dial disk — do not even follow the same global surface densi@jyspersal of the gas disk (Moeckel etlal. 2008; Chatterjed et
profile because there is far too little mass in the terrdstdae. 2008; Moeckel & Armitage 2012).
The solution to this problem may lie with variations in thé-e The giant planets behaved similarly in ttes and the unsta-
ciency of planetesimal formation atfféirent orbital radii within blemixed simulations (note that in this section we compare with
protoplanetary disks (e.g. Chambiers 2010). only the unstable portion of theixed simulations because all
To model the final stage in the lifetime of the gaseousf thegas simulations were unstable). The median eccentricity
disk, the disk's surface density was dissipated linearlgd af the surviving giant planets in thgas simulations is slightly
uniformly in 500,000 years. This is slightly longer tharhigher—0.26 vs. 0.22. The reason for the stronger instiasiiin
most estimates of the final dissipation phase (Simon & Praftegas simulations is that they were initially placed on strongly
1995; [Wolk & Walter | 1996; | Chiang & Murray-Clay 2007;unstable, crossing orbits and thus were unable to undergkeve
Currie et al.| 2009) and should thus maximize the impoinstabilities that can occur when they develop more sloatyd(
tance of the gas disk phase. This situation is roughly corecall that no damping was felt by the giant planets indhe
sistent with models for dynamical instabilities among plarsimulations). Thegas giants provided a comparable fit to the
ets in the presence of gas disks (Chatterjeelet al. | 20@&oplanet distribution{ value from K-S test of 0.67 fogas,
Moeckel et al. 2008; Matsumura et/al. 2010; Marzari €t al(2010.49 formixed). A notable diference between the distributions
Moeckel & Armitage | 2012), which predict that instabilitiess a population of low-eccentricitye(< 0.05) giant planets that
should preferentially occur late in the disk phase. The pewés significantly more abundant in the unstahbtexed than the
law gas density profile probably overestimates the amougasf gas simulations. This population was generated by weakly un-
interior to the giant planets (Crida & Morbidélli 2007), dwese stable systems and these systems are the nfiiiest at both
simulations should provide an upper limit to thiéeets of gas on forming terrestrial planets and producing debris diskshédigh
terrestrial bodies. The initial conditions for thes simulations the instabilities in thegas simulations occurred very early by
were drawn directly from thaixed set of simulations with one design, the distributions of the duration of instabilitiesre vir-
important change: the middle giant planet’s eccentriciag\wn- tually identical for thegas and unstableiixed simulations, ex-
creased to make its orbit cross the orbit of the innermostatla tending from 10 to 10’ years with a median of slightly more
This was to ensure that the system would be immediately unsifaan 300,000 years. This is due in part to the fact that we have
ble so that we could test théfects of the relatively short-lived not included appropriate drag forces acting on the giameika
gaseous disk. as these are flicult to estimate without hydrodynamical simu-
The goal of thegas simulations is to test theffect of damp- lations (see e.g., Moeckel et al. 2008; Marzari et al. 2010).
ing from the gas disk on the dynamics and survival of rocky and The dfect of the giant planets on terrestrial planet formation
icy bodies in the inner and outer planetary system. To accomas similar for theyas andmixed simulations. Figure-13 shows
plish this, we want the giant planet instabilities to be thme as that the sculpting of the terrestrial zone by the giant pisreas
for themixed set, to isolate theffects of the disk. Thus, we ne-measured by the minimum giant planet perihelion distance du
glected type 1 and type 2 radial migration of giant planetsl(aing the simulation — is the same for the unstatieed and the
embryos) in thegas simulations, although they would certainlygas simulations. The only slight ierence comes from twgas
occur in a realistic minimum-mass disk (elg., Lin & Papaboiz simulations in which a giant planet came closer than 1 AU to
1986; Ward 1997). Indeed, in a more self-consistent setting the star (in one case for a prolonged period of almost 1 Mytr) bu
giant planets would likely be trapped in resonance at eamgs that succeeded in forming a terrestrial planet. In both ebéh
and the instability would be triggered by either eccerntyici cases the surviving planet was roughly a Mars mass (although
excitation (Marzari et al. 2010; Libert & Tsiganis 2011) tket in one case the planet accreted another embryo) and underwen

Ear‘(h)
N

- aS 4
b ognixed o o]

Total terrestrial planet mass (M
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Fig. 14.Distribution of the number of surviving terrestrial plan+ig. 15. The fraction of systems that contain 0.5 Mg in sur-

ets per system for the unstahiéxed (grey) andgas (dashed viving terrestrial planets as a function Bf F g5 (70um) after 1

line) simulations. Gyr for the unstableixed (black) andgas (grey) sets of simu-
lations. Error bars areolvalues calculated with binomial statis-
tics.

large-scale oscillations in eccentricity and inclinatidine sur-
vival of these planets may be due in part to gas drag from the
disk, although they may simply represent a tail ofitiged dis- of planetesimals that were marginally unstable. Theseadte
tribution. belts are low-mass, containing only 1-20 asteroid pagif@ach

Figure[I2 shows that the distributions of the number of sus-x 103 M), albeit typically on excited orbits with moderate
viving terrestrial planets in thgas and the unstableixed sys- eccentricities¢ ~ 0.2 — 0.3) and inclinationsi(~ 20 — 30°).
tems are very close {lis 5-8% for most bins as calculated usGiven their rapid collisional evolution, these belts prolyebe-
ing binomial statistics; see Burgasser et al. 2003). gaeand come quickly dominate by a few relatively large objects ared a
unstablemixed simulations each formed a mean of 1.2 planefyobably not detectable with current instruments.
planets per unstable system, although there is a sligheteryd The surviving terrestrial planets in tlyas and the unstable
for more zero- and one-planet systems in gag simulations. mixed simulations had similar median eccentricitesnd incli-
We attribute this to the fact that in thgas simulations the gi- nationsi (median values oé ~ 0.1 andi ~ 5 - 6°). However,
ant planets started on orbits that were already strongliabtes the gas simulations tend to have significantly higher oscillation
and the instability involved the innermost giant planetwilte amplitudes ine andi. Although the median oscillation ampli-
strongest influence on the terrestrial planet zone. Thug/ayd- tudes are relatively close (median peak-to-peak= 0.13 and
directed instabilities and weakly unstable systems wa®fie- i, = 7° for gas vs. 0.10 and 5for mixed), planets in theyas
quent in thegas simulations. simulations are shifted to higher values. Again, thifestence

Although the number of surviving planets was similar, this simply due to the lack of weakly unstable systems ingae
surviving terrestrial planets in the unstallexed simulations simulations; when a cut in the minimum giant planet perieli
were significantly more massive than in thes simulations. of <4 AU is applied the oscillation amplitudes are a match.
The median terrestrial planet mass wag3M, for gas and The anti-correlation between the giant planet eccenyricit
0.73 Mg, for mixed (counting only simulations that were inte-and the dust flux at 76n is very similar between thgas and un-
grated for>100 Myr and planets 0.1 Mg). In addition, 28 of stablemixed simulations. The positive correlation between the
the 90 unstableixed terrestrial planets were more than 3M mass in surviving terrestrial planets and dust flux is als® pr
(3L1%'52%) compared with 4 of 33 (12%'52) for the gas  served in thegas simulations. Figur&15 shows the fraction of
terrestrial planets. The larger masses of the unstaibed sim-  systems that formed at leastsM,, in terrestrial planets as a
ulations come from the contribution from weakly unstabls-syfunction of F/F g4 (70um) at 1 Gyr. The two distributions are al-
tems, i.e. those with minimum giant planet perihelion dise&s mostidentical. The only slight divergence is at snfalF g val-
larger than about 4 AU in Fig.13. For systems where a gianés, where theixed simulations are aboutslhigher than the
planet entered within 4 AU of the star, the two sets had theesagas simulations. This is explained by the fact that twes sim-
median terrestrial planet mass. ulations are inward-directed by design, because the iitigab

A small fraction of unstable systems produced asteroigbeltiggered by a close encounter between the inner two giamt pl
without terrestrial planets. In these systems a numberadyro ets (simply because our initial conditions put the middigngi
planetesimals were the only survivors in the inner plalyetgs- planet on an orbit that crosses the inner one’s). In conttiast
tem, as all terrestrial embryos had been destroyed. Thigmmt mixed instabilities include both inward- and outward-directed
in 14 of 299 (47 + 1.2%) of unstable simulations across all thénstabilities, i.e., instabilities that can be triggeradand largely
sets of simulations (excluding thiewmass simulations). The confined to, either the inner or outer parts of the systematdw
gas simulations had a slightly higher rate of production of asdirected instabilities that perturb the outer planetesidisk
teroid belt-only systems (35 = 6.7%*5'7"/3, presumably be- are necessarily very strong, somewhat stronger than dgoiva

—2.0%
cause in a few cases gas drag was able to stabilize the orbitsvard-directed instabilities that perturb the outelkdiBhis
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only appears to be important (and then only @) for the low- have higher eccentricities than lower-mass giaMs (s Mj;

est values of/F«,, Where the disk is most strongly depletedones et al. 2006; Ribas & Miralda-Escudé 2007; Ford & Rasio

(note that the lowest bin includes systems WaitF g, < 0.01). [2008; Wright et al. 2009).

Thus, the presence of disk gas at the time of giant planed-inst Second, we are constrained by debris disk statistics, and

bilities does not appear to have a significaffitet on the debris we focus on observations at® made primarily withSpitzer.

disk-terrestrial planet correlation. Observations show that ¥846"28% of solar-type stars have de-

We conclude that there are no strong systemafterinces tectable dust emission at @ (Trilling et all[2008). There is no

between thgas and the unstabheixed sets of simulations. observed variation in this fraction with age, although tpper

envelope of actual fluxes decreases for stars older than biGyr

6. Implications of dynamically active giant planets

We now explore the implications of our results for expected ¢
relations between extra-solar terrestrial planets, gikamets and
debris disks. We emphasize that our conclusions are of eou
determined in part by our chosen initial conditions, which a
poorly-constrained observationally. Several aspectseiftitial
conditions have considerable uncertainties: 1) the masmass
distribution in the terrestrial planet zone, 2) the massssis-
tribution and extent of the outer planetesimal disk, 3) thmn

ber, masses and initial spacing of the giant planets, antie4) {,

so (Hillenbrand et al. 2008; Carpenter et al. 2009).

Finally, we are constrained by any connection that might ex-
ist between the presence of giant exoplanets and debris.disk
Debris disks have been detected around more than 20 stars
with known exoplanets. However, there is currently no cor-
felation between the presence of planets and debris disks:
the incidence of debris disks is about 15% for both stars
with and without planets (see Table 1 in_Kospal et al. 2009;
Moro-Martin et al.| 2007; Bryden etial. 2009). We also note
that the strong observed correlation between the fraction o
stars with currently-known exoplanets (hot Jupiters intipar
lar) and the stellar metallicity (Gonzalez 1997; Santcs et

relative masses and spacing of these three components.\We [3%07 - Fischer & Valer{i 2005) is not apparent in the sample of

chosen what we consider to be reasonable values of flezetit
components, but these values certainly vary from systemso s

known debris disks (Beichman et al. 2006; Greaveslet al.;2006
Bryden et al. 2006; Kospal etlal. 2009).

tem and cover a far wider range than the subset included here.

In addition, some systems with qualitativel\ffdrent properties
probably exist, such as disks with very widely-spaced giant-

ets or in which planetesimals only form in narrow regions. V\L?

discuss the impact of these assumptions on our resultstiosec
6.4 below.

With these limitations in mind, we now perform a simple e
periment based on the results of our simulations. The gahleof
experiment is to use the giant planets to match the obsereed
planet mass and eccentricity distributions and to therdiéstr-
ent correlations within that framework. We construct twensa
ples of systems that provide an adequate match to obsarsati
using simple, non-fine-tuned mixes offidrent sets of simula-
tions. We then explore the implications of those samples.

€

6.2. Consistency with known giant planet properties

he masses of individual giant planets, as well as the mass
ratio between planets in a given system, are the most im-
portant factor governing the outcome of planet-planet-scat
tering (Raymond et al. 2010). Equal-mass giant planets pro-
vide the strongest instabilities for a given mass, and thetmo
eccentric surviving planets_(Ford ef al. 2003; Raymond.et al
2010). Scattered equal-mass planets are also more widely-
spaced than planets with mass ratios of a few (Raymond et al.
20094/ 2010). And among equal-mass unstable systems, more
massive planets yield larger eccentricities but smallelina-

tions (Raymond et al. 2010). The dynamics of scattering Ig on
weakly dependent on the planet masses; Neptune-massgddnet
a few AU require far more close encounters to eject one anothe
than Jupiter-mass planets but their final orbital distidng are

6.1. Observational constraints

Any sample we construct is constrained by observationsasftgi similar. The number of giant planets also plays a role; iregeh
exoplanets, debris disks, and correlations between thasé¥e more giant planets lead to more scattering events and hiiglar

now summarize these key characteristics.
First, we are constrained by the distribution of known gi-

eccentricities (Juric & Tremaihe 2008).

We construct two mixtures of our simulations to reproduce

ant exoplanets, particularly those beyond 0.2 AU that haee pthe observations:

sumably not beenfiected by tidal interactions with their host

stars. The mass distribution can be fit with a simple power law—~ Case Ais based on theixed simulations. The eccentric-

dN/dM ~ M~*1(Butler et al! 2006 Udry & Santds 2007). This
is the mass distribution of the entire sample. It is likelyigar

to the ensemble-averaged mass distribution of planets fario
scattering (with some modification due to mass-dependant pl
etary ejections and collisions with the star) but, as diseds
below, it need not be the mass distribution prior to scatter-
ing in any individual system (i.e. on a system-by-systenellev
planet masses may be correlated). The frequency of giant pla
ets is very low & 1%) close-in, but increases sharply at 0.5-
1 AU and appears to remain at a high level out to at least 3
AU (Cumming et al. 2008; Mayor et al. 2011). The median giant
exoplanet eccentricity is 0.25 and the distribution extends to
above 0.9/(Butler et al. 2006; Udry & Santas 2007). The eccen-
tricity distribution is independent of orbital distancer(iplan-

ets not #ected by tides Ford & Rasio 2008). In addition, ob-
servations show that more massive giant plandts & M)

ity distribution of surviving giant planets in the simulatis
(considering just the innermost planet as it provides the-cl
est match to radial velocity observations) provides a quan-
titative match to the observed distribution with a probabil
ity value p of 0.49 calculated from a K-S test. The best
match is found by including only unstable systems, but the
p value is still an acceptable 5-25% if the giant planet sam-
ple includes a 5-10% contribution from stable systems, with
a higherp for smaller contributions of stable systems (see
Fig. 19in Paper 1). Case A includes a 10% contribution from
stable systems. Note that, since case A is built omfihed
simulations and that several other sets of simulationseshar
the same giant planet characteristiesgl1seed, bigseed,
widedisk, and gas), variations on Case A can be con-
structed by substituting a fiierent set of simulations for the
mixed set.
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Fig. 16.The dust-to-stellar flux ratio at zén after 1 Gyr of evolution as a function of the eccentricitytioé innermost giant planet
&yin for cases A and B. Systems in which the innermost giant plaretterior to 8 AU have been excluded from this plot.

— Case Bis constructed from a combination of thqual and tions favor case B over case A because it reproduces therhighe
lowmass simulations. The simplest scenario to explain theccentricities of more massive planets (Ribas & Miraldatide
observation that higher-mass planets have higher eccentt2007; Wright et al. 2009) while for case A higher-mass planet
ties is for massive planets to form in systems with multipldnavelower eccentricities than low-mass planets (Raymond et al.
roughly equal-mass planets (see section 5 of Raymond el20.10).

2010). At low planet masses the eccentricities are largar th
observed, so to balance the sample a contribution of systems
with lower-mass ¥ < Msa — Myyp) planets with signifi- 6.3. Debris disk correlations in cases A and B

cant mass ratios is needed — these are represented with our ) ) )
lowmass set. The exact number of low-mass systems needE@e expected trends — an anti-correlation between gianepla
is poorly constrained. In practice, we divide thewmass €ccentricity and debris disks and a positive correlatiamwben
in two based on the mass of the innermost surviving gia;q:trrestrlal planets and debris disks — are clearly seentimthe
planet (dividing at 50 M); case B includes an equal num<£ase A and B systems.

ber of systems am < My, from theequal and unstable Figure[16 shows the dust flux at /@ after 1 Gyr vs. the
lowmass simulations. innermost giant planet’s eccentricity for all the simusat in

Cases A and B each provide a marginally acceptable mafCh case without the weighting described above (e.g., Base
to the observed exoplanet eccentricity distribution. Case Still only contains the unstableowmass simulations with in-
matches the giant exoplanet distribution witk 0.08 from K-S Ner planet masses greater than 50 bt there is no weight-
tests, and if we allow a 5-10% increase in the number of ptanél9 Petween theequal and lowmass components). The anti-

with e = 0 (as suggested by Zakamska et al. 2010) Case B afé_grelation_is clear in the case A simulations but the langeri-
matches the distribution, with ~ 0.1. Given the uncertainties in SIC Scatter in th@owmass component of case B makes the trend
orbital fitting of exoplanet eccentricities (Shen & Tuth@0s; €SS evident for case B. The scatter is caused by the fadttdat

Zakamska et al. 2010) we do not attempt to fine-tune our saf@S€ B simulations are susceptible to planetesimal-draeial
ples to better fit the observations. Case A naturally matttes Migration that allows for a wide range in the depletion of the
observed mass distribution (except for a bias due to the deassCUter planetesimal disk depending on the outer planetiasrb
pendence of ejected planets) and as the outcomes feqtieed ~ NiStory.

simulations were mostly mass-independent, weighting édi The correlation betweery and F/Fga (70um) is clearer
ent outcomes with thequal contribution is not necessary, andvhen the data are binned. Figlré 17 (left panel) shows tisasca
case B can be also considered to provide a match to the mAsand B are very similar in terms of the fraction of systems tha
distribution (see section 5 in Raymond et al. 2010, for mere dis detectable at 76n as a function ogy: both cases show the ex-
tails). However, the two cases havefdient implications for pected clear anti-correlation between debris disks andrgdc
the nature of planetary systems. In case A, all planetary sggant planets including a rapid decrease in the detectedodéidn
tems experience the same qualitative evolution becaustyne#or ¢; > 0.03 - 0.1. When considering the fraction of systems
all of them become dynamically unstable. In case B, the ewsith 5 > 0.1 as a function ofF/Fga (70um) (right panel of
lution of systems is divided according to the planetary resiss Fig.[11) there is anfiset of roughly 1- o between the two cases
high-mass planetary systems undergo extremely violemd-insthat is again due to the larger inherent scatter in the casmB s
bilities, but the evolution of lower-mass systems is mudmea ulations, in particular the high-mass, unstable compoagtite
and many such systems are dynamically stable. Currentbseil owmass simulations.
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Fig. 17. Left: The fraction of systems that would be detectable \Bjitzer (i.e., withF/F 4 (70um) > 0.55 after 1 Gyr of collisional
and dynamical evolution) as a function of the eccentricityhe innermost giant planey;, for cases A (black) and B (grey). The
error bars are based on binomial statistics (see Burgasaki2003). This essentially represents a horizontal sliceugh Fig_16.
Note that cases A and B inclu@d relevant simulations; there is no weighting of staiestable or equAbwmass simulations.
Right: The fraction of systems witg, > 0.1 as a function oF /F ¢4 (70um) > 0.55 (1 Gyr), again for cases A and B. Systems with
F/Fga < 1072 are included in the bin & /Fgs ~ 1072. The Spitzer detection limit is shown as the dashed lines Tépresents a
vertical slice through Fid.16.
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Fig. 18.The dust-to-stellar flux ratio at Z@n after 1 Gyr of evolution as a function of the total mass irvaing terrestrial planets
for cases A and B. Again, the Solar System is representedebgrty star.

We now turn to the debris disk - terrestrial planet co2009¢), except in some circumstances to promote runaway
relation shown in Paper 1. This correlation arises natyraljrowth of planetesimals (Kortenkamp etlal. 2001). Nonetbe|
from the destructive role of dynamically active giant pleneif we assume that giant planets generally form outside te/sn
for both terrestrial planet formation and the survival otesu line, moderately high eccentricities are needed beforapact
planetesimal disks. Indeed, the giant planets’ role irestrial on terrestrial planet formation becomes deleterious.
planet formation is almost purely antagonistic: giant plan
may quench or stifle terrestrial planet formation but have no  Figure[I8 shows the terrestrial planet-debris disk correla
been shown to help it along in any significant way (see Papeidn for cases A and B. As before, the correlation between
and alsol Chambers & Cassen 2002; Levison &Agnor ZOOE/FQar(7Oﬂm) after 1 Gyr and the total mass in Surviving ter-
Raymond et al._2004; Raymand 2006; Raymond et al. 2006astrial planets is clearer for case A. Again, this comemftioe
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low mass simulations’ much larger scatter iy Fg5 and some- pending on the giant planet architecture. The statisticebfis
what lower typical values foF /F gz . disks in known giant planet systems are currently too poor to
When the data are binned, the terrestrial planet-debris djgrovide constraints (see discussion in section 5.2 of PBper
correlation is clearer for both cases. Figure 19 (left pestebws The debris disk - terrestrial planet correlation existsioee
the fraction of systems with/F ¢4 (70um) above theépitzer de-  reasons. First, terrestrial planet formation is leicient in the
tection limit as a function of the total terrestrial planeisa (i.e., presence of eccentric giant planets. Second, the destnuectie
a horizontal slice through Fi§. 118). The correlations ameilsr  of outer planetesimal disks by ejection increases undenthe
for cases A and B, with only small flerences for small terres-ence of eccentric giant planets. Third, we have assumeditiyat
trial planet masses, for which a higher fraction of systems rsystem that can form terrestrial planets can also produebisd
mains detectable for case A. We attribute thietence to the disk.
more dynamic evolution of case B systems, which deplete-orde The first reason is well-established from many dynami-
stroy their outer planetesimal disks at a much higher raie thcal studies/(Chambers & Casden 2002; Levison & Adnor 2003;
case A systems. Cases A and B follow nearly identical trenBaiymond et &Il 2004; Raymand 2006; Raymond et al. 2006a,
in terms of the fraction of systems with at least 0.5 M ter- [2009&/ Morishima et al. 20110). As discussed above, the dynam
restrial planets as a function &%/ F«a (70um) (i.e., a vertical ics behind the second reason is sound and the only reasonable
slice through Fid. 18). The only modest discrepancy thaeat v way to negate or temper the eccentric giant planet - debsls di
low fluxes F/Fgar (70um) < 0.05) there are more case A sysanti-correlation is for there to exist a large radial gaplsen gi-
tems with terrestrial planets. Once again, we attributetthihe ant planets and outer planetesimal disks. The third readuard
more dynamic evolution of case B systems: the typical caset® constrain. As a blanket statement this assumption is stimo
system that destroys its outer planetesimal disk is moedylito  certainly incorrect, as the observed frequency of debisgi
also destroy its inner rocky material than a correspondasgc of ~16% (Trilling et al. 2008, Carpenter etlal. 2009) is smaller
A system because in this regime case B is dominated by the véisin the currently-estimated frequency of close-in sueths
violently unstableequal systems. of 20-50% (Howard et al. 2010, 2011; Mayor et al. 2011). Thus,
To summarize, we conclude from Figs/[I6-18 that the debrisere are probably many systems that can form terrestaal-pl
disk - eccentric giant planet anti-correlation and the ethisk ets but without a massive outer planetesimal disk. The reaso
- terrestrial planet correlation are clear in both casesd\Bn  for the lower frequency of outer disks is unclear; it could be
related to external perturbations from passing stars dutie
embedded cluster phase (Malmberg ét al. 2007,12011). Or per-
haps outer planetesimal disks simply are not a common ini-
Could our two predicted correlations be artifacts of outiahi tial condition for planet formation, although that assertap-
conditions? Is there any reasonable scenario that couldvempears to be at odds with the high frequency of disks around
these correlations? young stars (e.g Hillenbrand et al. 2008). One can imagiae th
The debris disk - eccentric giant planet anti-correlatign ethere could also exist systems with outer planetesimalsdisk
ists because giant planet instabilities tend to clear otgrqalan- but very little mass in the inner disk, for example if a giant
etesimal disks, mainly by dynamical ejection. For eccergri  planet migrated through and depleted the inner disk (athou
ant planets not to be anti-correlated with debris disks, esomRaymond et al. 2006h; Mandell et al. 2007, shows that this de-
thing fundamental about our proposed scenario must changletion is much weaker than one would naively expect). Iddee
To start with, other mechanisms have been proposed to expliai our own Solar System Jupiter’s inward-then-outward agr
the large eccentricities of the observed exoplanets (foexan tion may have removed most of the mass from the asteroid
haustive list, see Section 1 bf Ford & Rasio 2008). Howevdrelt (Walsh et al. 2011). However, there is no evidence in the
to date the planet-planet scattering model is the only mechexoplanet distribution for systematic depletion of inniskd by
nism that has been shown to be physically viable and to fuljant planet migration. Indeed, the radial distributiongidint
reproduce the currently-observed characteristics of idvet @x- exoplanets increases sharply beyond about 1 |AU (Mayor et al.
oplanet population_(Ford & Rasio 2008; Chatterjee et al.82002011) such that terrestrial planets closer than 0.5-0.7cbeir
Juri€ & Tremaing 2008; Raymond et lal. 2010). stars are probably only weaklyfacted by giant planets, at least
The initial conditions of our simulations certainly playae those with low to moderate eccentricities. In contrasteirdisks
in producing the correlations we find; for example, if thexese certainly have a wide mass range and high-mass disks may form
wide radial gaps between the giant planets and outer plsinetsuper Earths or Neptune-like planets rather than Earéhplian-
mal disks then the giant planets’ influence on debris diskglavo ets (lkoma et al. 2001; Raymond etlal. 2008b).
be weaker. The giant planets would appear to be basicadlly irr  We think that the most likely interpretation of current obse
evant for the existence of debris disks. However, even amlistvations and theory is roughly as follows. Protoplanetasksli
giant planet has a destructive influence on a planetesislabyi  start with a variety of masses and mass distributions, aad ar
increasing eccentricities ficiently that inter-particle collisions subsequently divided into filerent regions by any giant plan-
become destructive (Mustill & Wyaitt 2009). A simple fit to theets that form. Formation models suggest that giant planats m
observed distribution of debris disks using a self-stimeatlel preferentially form at a few to ten AU (Kokubo & Ida 2002;
like the one presented in section 2 shows that outer planetdhommes et al. 2008; Levison et al. 2010), essentially digd
mal disks are typically located at 15-120 AU (Kennedy & Wyattheir disks into the distinct regions we have assumed: therin
2010). Thus, it may be possible for debris disks and giamtgita terrestrial zone, the giant planet zone and the outer aimedl
at a few AU or less to appear uncorrelated (as is the case in thigk. In some systems these zones are not cleanly sepdiated,
current sample Bryden etlal. 2009; Kospal et al. 2009) bat texample if the giant planets migrate very far outward or irdva
anti-correlation between eccentric giants and debrissdiblould or if a relatively close stellar encounter disrupts the pptan-
be clear for giant planets beyond roughly 5-10 AU. In additio etesimal disk. Indeed, observations suggest that therelimply
there should be a minimal orbital radius (and a maximum teran abundance of systems with inner terrestrial planetifogm
perature) for an outer planetesimal disk in a given systesn, dlisks but without the outer planetesimals to produce delisis.

6.4. Discussion
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Fig. 19. Left: The fraction of systems that would be detectable \8jihzer (F/F«a (70um) > 0.55 after 1 Gyr) as a function of the
total mass in surviving terrestrial planets for cases Adkjand B (grey). This represents a horizontal slice thrdeigfiL8. Right:
The fraction of systems with.B Mg or more in terrestrial planets as a functionFg ¢4 (70um) > 0.55 (1 Gyr) for cases A and B.
Systems withF/Fga < 1072 are included in the bin &/F g, ~ 1072. The Spitzer detection limit is shown as the dashed lines Thi

represents a vertical slice through Figl 19.

However, we see no evidence or clear theory to contradict our abundant observable dust simply because their weak giant

assumption that all or at least most stars with debris dides a
have inner disks of protoplanets. Thus, we think that detisiss
can indeed act as signposts for systems that should havedorm
terrestrial planets. In contrast, in systems without deditks
eccentric giant planets may act as signposts of terrepidakt
destruction.

planet perturbations do not stifle these processes. Systems
with low-mass outer planets often produce isolated belts of
planetesimals orbiting between the giant planets. The-prob
ability of a system containing such a belt increases stsong|
with decreasing outer giant planet mass and increasing sepa
ration between the giant planets.

To summarize, we see no compelling argument against the In contrast, systems with equal-mass giant planets undergo
assumptions we have made and we think that our two proposedthe strongest instabilities. In more thay82f the equal

correlations are reasonable.

7. Conclusions

systems, all terrestrial material was destroyed, and ali-pl
etesimal disks were ejected in a similar fraction of cases
(though not with a one to one correspondence). Given the
tendency for more massive exoplanets to have more eccen-

In Paper 1/(Raymond etlal. 2011) we showed that old solar-type tric orbits (Wright et all 2009), thequal systems may be

stars with bright cold dust correlate strongly with dynaati
calm environments that are conducive thaent terrestrial ac-

representative of the high-madd{ > M;) exoplanet sys-
tems.

cretion. The fact that both the inner and outer parts of plane- The presence of.b — 2 Mg objects in outer planetesimal
tary systems are sculpted by what lies in between — the giant disks cause the disks to radially spread (#eeds simu-

planets — yields a natural connection between terrestidalep
and debris disks. We predicted two observational corceiati
an anti-correlation between eccentric giant planets artisle
disks, and a positive correlation between terrestrial giaand

lations). The inward-spreading part of the disk is removed
by interactions with giant planets (or, in systems withaut g
ant planets, presumably by accelerated collisional emijt
whereas the outer part of the disk spreads to larger orbital

debris disks. We also showed that the Solar System appears todistances. Such cold disks are detectable at long but ndt sho
be a somewhat unusual case in terms of having a rich systemwavelengths. The presence of seeds may therefore explain

of terrestrial planets but a severely depleted Kuiper bih {i-
tle cold dust, which is probably a result of the outward-clieel,
relatively weak dynamical instability that caused the lagavy
bombardment (Morbidelli et &l. 2010).

the very low frequency of stars with 2B excess compared
with the frequency of 70m excesses (Bryden et al. 2006;
Trilling et alll2008; Carpenter etial. 2009).

— Thewidedisk simulations showed that a more massive and

In this paper we used six new sets of simulations to test the extended outer planetesimal disk stabilizes a significact f
effect of several system parameters on the results from Paper 1.tion of systems because planet-planetesimal interactibns

None of the parameters qualitatively changed the eccegitid
planet-debris disk anti-correlation or the debris diskestrial
planet correlation but theirfiects were diverse and interesting:

— Low-mass giant planets undergo planetesimal-driven migra

tion that radially spreads the giant planets (tbemass sim-

low higher-mass unstable giant planet systems to radially
spread out and damp their eccentricities. Thus, if all sgste

of giant planet systems form in similar, near-unstable con-
figurations, the outer planetesimal disk mass may be a key
factor in the fraction of systems that end up being unstable.

More massive outer disks produce larger quantities of dust,

ulations). Systems with low-mass giant planet are very ef- in particular at long wavelengths that are dominated by the

ficient at forming terrestrial planets and also at producing
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outermost part of the planetesimal disks where the cofiaio
timescales are the longest.

— The presence of disk gas for the first 0.5 Myr of the sy
tem’s evolution does not have a strorftget on the outcome

nposts of terrestrialgtlformation Il
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