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Abstract

The giant impact (Gl) is one of the most important hypotheses both in planetary science and
geoscience, since it is related to the origin of the Moon and also the initial condition of the
Earth. A number of numerical simulations have been done using the smoothed particle hydro-
dynamics (SPH) method. However, Gl hypothesis is currently in a crisis. The “canonical” Gl
scenario failed to explain the identical isotope ratio between the Earth and the Moon. On the
other hand, little has been known about the reliability of the result of Gl simulations. In this
paper, we discuss the effect of the resolution on the results of the Gl simulations by varying
the number of particles from 3 x 10 to 10%. We found that the results does not converge, but
shows oscillatory behaviour. We discuss the origin of this oscillatory behaviour.
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1 Introduction

The giantimpact (GI) hypothesis plays an important roldiplanetary science and geoscience. Itwas first suggastie origin
of the Moon by Hartmann and Davis (1975) and Cameron and W&'d6). According to the Gl scenario, a Mars-sized impactor
hits the proto-Earth and generates substantial amountealébris disc around the proto-Earth, which later accutesilato the
Earth’'s Moon. Since this scenario can explain characterisatures of the current Earth-Moon system such as the langular
momentum and the small core of the Moon, it has become widslgpied as the standard scenario for the formation of thenMoo
So far, a number of numerical simulations for this scenaaeetbeen carried out mainly by the smoothed particle hyaraahycs
(SPH; Lucy 1977; Gingold and Monaghan 1977) method (e.qnzBe¢al. 1986; Canup and Asphaug 2001; Nakajima and Stevenso
2014).

However, the Gl scenario is currently in a crisis; recenhkpgecision isotope ratio measurement revealed that thegs ratios
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of the bulk of the Moon in several elements are very closedbdhthe Earth (e.g., Wiechert et al. 2001; Touboul et al.72@xorg
et al. 2007; Zhang et al. 2012). The proto-Earth and the inopace likely to have different isotope ratios because sb#&pe ratio
of an object reflects the place where the object was formedmfils explanation for this close agreement of the isotofiesas
that the Moon was formed from a proto-Earth dominated diseviBus studies based on numerical simulations, howewacleded
that the so-called “canonical” Gl scenarios would resultipactor-dominated discs. This discrepancy should bewedo

Lately, several re-investigations of numerical simulasiof Gl have been reported. Simulations with methods otizer the stan-
dard SPH method have been done, e.g., static mesh (Wad2@06), adaptive mesh (Canup et al. 2013) and Density Indigoen
SPH (DISPH; Hosono et al. 2016). Wada et al. (2006) conclildadthe results with static mesh code were significantlfecéht
from those with the standard SPH. They, however, adoptedhrainepler equation of state to represent the bodies. Thisnibt
straightforward to compare their results to those of otherka. Canup et al. (2013) concluded that the results witiptagdamesh
give similar results to those with the standard SPH. Hosadrad. €2016) performed the numerical simulations of Gl udi&PH,
an improved formulation of SPH, and concluded that DISPH4en form more compact disc than the standard SPH does.

Resolution is also important for the validity of numericéhelations. Thus, it is very important to test the convegein
terms of the resolution, namely, the dependence of thetsesnlthe number of SPH particles used in a simulation. Weatxpe
numerical solutions to converge to the physical solutiarthe limit of the infinite number of particles. Canup et aD13) varied
the number of particles from0* to 10° and compared the results. They concluded that the predictesh masses obtained from
each simulation are similar. However, if we closely invgste their results, we can see that the disc structures ey different.
Teodoro et al. (2014) performed a much higher resolution(taf particles). Unfortunately, however, they only showed shajs
at the early stage of the impact. In order to test the numer@avergence, we need to follow for the longer time evohsicat least
for 24 hrs.

In this paper, we present the results of Gl simulations wijittai10® particles, focusing on the disc properties. This paper is
organised as follows. In section 2, we describe the numleriethod. In section 3, we present the initial condition. éetfon 4, we
show the results of numerical simulations and also the aiglin section 5, we summarise this paper.

2 Numerical Method

In this paper, we employed the standard SPH (for review, seealghan 1992). We adopted the Wendlagdk&nel and the number
of neighbour particles for each particle4s250. To handle the shock, we used Monaghan (1997)’s artificedosity. In order to

suppress spurious shear viscosity, we adapted the Baisich ¢§Balsara 1995). We solve the self-gravity using therBa-Hut tree

algorithm (Barnes and Hut 1986). The opening angle for tifegsavity is set t00.5.

In order to achieve efficient parallelization, we applieBrdmework for Developing Particle Simulator”! (FDPS,
Iwasawa et al. 2015; Iwasawa et al. 2016). The central ideed is to separate a code into two parts: a complex part asso-
ciated with parallelization and another for the calculatid actual interactions between two particleBPS utilises the tree method
to search neighbour lists necessary for the hydrodynarfoced and to calculate long-range force quickippPs can take the full
responsibility for the parallelization.

3 Initial conditions

In numerical simulations of Gl with SPH, each object is repreged by a collection of SPH particles. For both the pradte
and the impactor, we assumed that they are differentiat@d%ocore (iron) andr0% mantle (granite). To represent granite and
iron, we used the Tillotson equation of state (Melosh 1988 first place equal-mass particles in 3D Cartesian lattimbthen
let the particles relax to hydrostatic equilibrium by irdting the damping term (Monaghan 1994). The initial speaifiernal
energy for each particle is set@®lG Mg / Rg, WhereG, Mg and Rg are the gravitational constant, the mass of the currenhEart
(6.0 x 10** kg) and the radius of the current Earth(0 km). The end time of this process is set to about ten timeseodiyimamical
time. At the end of this process, the velocity of each patislof the order ofl % of the typical impact velocity+ 10 km/s). The
target-to-impactor mass ratio is assumed t0 he

After this process, we performed the actual impact simaeti The initial angular momentum in the system is set toiin2g
the current angular momentum of the Earth-Moon systa&mx 10** kgm?/s). The impactor velocity at infinity is set to zero so
that the impactor takes a parabolic orbit. Neither objeetgetinitial rotations.

In this paper, we focus on the effect of the resolution to #wilts. Hence, we fixed the orbital parameter for all runsvamigd

1 https://github.com/FDPS/FDPS
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the resolutions, namely, the total number of partidiesin this paper, we show the results with~ 3 x 10%,10%,3 x 10?,10°,3 x
10°,10%,3 x 10%,107,3 x 107 and108.

4 Results
4.1 Predicted moon mass

In order to compare the results of runs with different nurelrparticles quantitively, we use the predicted moon mess,(lda
et al. 1997; Kokubo et al. 2000; Canup and Asphaug 2001) dkéise

L isc
My =1.9——2 11 Maiee — 1.9Mescape, ()
A% GMGBRRoche

where Lgisc, RRoche, Maise aNd Mescape are the disc angular momentum, the Roche limiR(9Rg ), disc mass and the mass which
will escape during the disc evolution. We assuniégl..,. to be0.05Ma;s. following Canup and Asphaug (2001). The angular
momentum and mass of the disc are given by the sum of the angolaenta and the masses of disc particles.

Figure 1 shows the dependence of the disc quantities on tméemof particles. From this figure we can classify the result
into four categories; very-low-resolution run¥ K 10%), low-resolution runsy x 10* < N < 10°), high-resolution runs3(x 10° <
N < 107) and ultra-high-resolution rung & 107 < N). In the very-low-resolution regime, there is no clear defence of results
to the resolution, sinc&/\, Maisc and Laisc all behave differently. In the low-resolution regime, dlbsv increase as the number of
particles is increased, and in the high-resolution regitreeems all show convergence. However, this apparent ogenee turns
out to be an illusion, when we further increase the numbemdiges and enter the ultra-high-resolution regime, \wtadr values
are diverging with no sign of convergence. In the following investigate why this apparent unconvergence occurrefiraxhigh
resolutions.

Figures 2a and b show the time evolutionslQfs. //GMg Rroche, Maisc and My for all runs. This figure clearly shows that,
in the very-low-resolution runs and low-resolution rurte evolution of the disc depends on the resolution. In pagicvery-low-
resolution runs show results quite different from the réstas for the whole simulation period [see the top panel gf Ra]. This
means that in very-low-resolution runs the number of plegics not enough to resolve the early phase of the simulatiben the
impact itself took placet(< 3 hrs). On the other hand, low-resolution runs give similautts for the first hrs, which means that
the early phase is well resolved. Aftehrs, however, the disc properties start to deviate.

On the other hand, high-resolution runs give very similaufes. The disc properties at the end time of the simulatiamserge
to within less than 0% [see the bottom panel of Fig. 2b]. Ultra-high-resolutiomsuhowever, again show the divergence of the
disc properties. If we closely inspect Fig. 2b, we find thaaliruns sudden decreases/df;is. and Lqisc take place at =8 — 9
hrs, and that time folV = 1 x 108 is the latest of all. Similar, but less clear changes are\afsble for runs in Fig. 2a, except for
very-low-resolution runs. Thus, it seems that the meciauoithis sudden decrease might be related to the appareonvergence
of ultra-high-resolution runs. In the next subsection, vikinvestigate what physical mechanism caused these suclienges and
why and how they depend on the resolution.

4.2 Formation and fallback of clumps

Figures 3 and 4 show the snapshots of the results $ot0 hrs for each run and figure 5 shows the angular momentumtalison
of high- and ultra-high-resolution runs. In the case of vemy-resolution runs, no clump is formed in the orbit, whiteother
runs a clump is formed in the orbit (see the panels from5 to 7 hrs), which eventually falls back to the proto-Earth8 — 9
hrs). However, the distributions of particles around thergds depend on the resolution. In ultra-high-resolutiamsyiparticles
with rather high angular momentum ahead of the clump (se®ddttem-most row of Fig. 5). These particles affect the aagul
momentum transfer between the clump and the disc. As a yebaltime of the second collision of the clump depends on the
resolution. Once a clump is formed, the disc properties antralled by the clump. Since the properties of a clump walddend
on the resolution of the disc, runs with different resoloi@ive different results.

Figure 6 shows the radial distribution of the cumulative sfas the runs with the number of particles greater thath At ¢ =1
hr, in all runs, the results are similar. 42> 5 hrs, however, the differences in the distribution of the srei®w up, which come from
the angular momentum transfer between the clump and theatisge stated above. In the run with® particles, since the clump
is more massive than those in the other runs, the disc loses mass when the clump falls to the proto-Earth. Thus, therdsss
for the run with10® particles after the second collision is smaller than thasattier runs (see Fig. 2b).
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Fig. 1. Disc properties vs. number of particles. The upper panel shows the disc mass (blue circles) and predicted moon mass (red squares) normalised by
the current Lunar mass, while the lower panel shows Lgisc/ /G Mg Rroche-

5 Summary

In order to investigate the effect of the resolution on rssof numerical simulations of Gl, we carried out runs with idewange
of the number of particles with the standard SPH. The ovexallutions are similar. After the first collision of the ingtar, large
amounts of impactor debris are ejected to the orbit. The aanof the impactor then forms a large clump in the orbit amhtfalls
back to the proto-Earth. This clump changes the detail ob#teaviour of those of the properties of the disc, such asrigalar
momentum distribution. Thus, a small change in the mass ahewviour of the clump caused a large variation in the discsraad
the predicted moon mass. This is the reason why the resuydparantly not converged for very large number of particles.

Note that our conclusion is consistent with previous worlan@ et al. (2013) performed runs with = 10*,10% and10° and
concluded that the disc properties converged to withih0%. We, however, found that at the ultra-high-resolution megyi the
results change as the number of particles is increased.

The results we show here are certainly not the final ones. ridgaie reliability of the standard SPH was questioned & th
context of the treatment of the core-mantle boundary anel $teface (Hosono et al. 2016). In order to test the reltgtbdf
numerical simulations of Gl, we need to combine scheme cosge and resolution comparisons. We plan to perform rutis w
108 (or higher) particles with the standard SPH and also DISPH.
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Fig. 2b. Same as Fig. 2a, butfor N =1 x 10%to N =1 x 10%.
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1h 3x10°3 1x104 3x104 1x105 3x10°

2h 3x10°3 1x104 3x104 1x10° 3x10°

3h 3x10°3 1x104 3x104 1x105 3x10°

4h 3x10°3 1x104 3x104 1x105 3x10°

5h 3108 1x104 3x104 1x10° 3x10°

Fig. 3. Snapshots from runs of GI. The snapshot time and number of particles are given in the left-top corner aﬁd right-top corner, respectively. Orange and
red particles indicate mantle particles of the proto-Earth and the impactor, respectively. Grey and black particles indicate core particles of the proto-Earth and
the impactor, respectively. An animation of this figure is available at https://vimeo.com/194156367.
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Fig. 3. Continued.
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Fig. 4. Same as Fig. 3, but reduces the number of plotted particles is reduced to 10°. Only the results of higher resolution runs are shown.
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Fig. 5. Same as Fig. 3, but shows the distributions of specific angular momentum (L g;sc/
are shown.

G Mg RRoche). Only the particles within [—10,10] x [—10, 10]
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Fig. 6. Radius vs. the cumulative mass from ¢ = 1 to 10 hrs with an interval of 1 hr. The horizontal axis is shown in log scale.
the same to those of Fig. 2b.
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