
MNRAS 000, 1–17 (2019) Preprint 29 July 2022 Compiled using MNRAS LATEX style file v3.0

Grain Growth During Protostellar Disk Formation

Yisheng Tu1★, Zhi-Yun Li1, Ka Ho Lam1
1Department of Astronomy, University of Virginia, Charlottesville, VA 22904, USA

Accepted XXX. Received YYY; in original form ZZZ

ABSTRACT

Recent observations indicate that mm/cm-sized grains may exist in the embedded protostellar disks. How such large grains
grow from the micron size (or less) in the earliest phase of star formation remains relatively unexplored. In this study we
take a first step to model the grain growth in the protostellar environment, using two-dimensional (2D axisymmetric) radiation
hydrodynamic and grain growth simulations. We show that the grain growth calculations can be greatly simplified by the
“terminal velocity approximation", where the dust drift velocity relative to the gas is proportional to its stopping time, which is
proportional to the grain size. We find that the grain-grain collision from size-dependent terminal velocity alone is too slow to
convert a significant fraction of the initially micron-sized grains into mm/cm sizes during the deeply embedded Class 0 phase.
Substantial grain growth is achieved when the grain-grain collision speed is enhanced by a factor of 4. The dust growth above
and below the disk midplane enables the grains to settle faster towards the midplane, which increases the local dust-to-gas ratio,
which, in turn, speeds up further growth there. How this needed enhancement can be achieved is unclear, although turbulence is
a strong possibility that deserves further exploration.
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1 INTRODUCTION

The formation of a stellar system can be categorized generally into
four classes based on their observational properties such as their
spectral energy distribution (Lada 1987; Andre et al. 1993). These
observational differences are believed to be associated with their
stages of evolution in the process of star (and planet) formation. In
Class 0 sources, the protostar is deeply embedded in the surrounding
envelope (Chandler et al. 1998), and during the evolution from Class
0 to Class I, the mass in the envelope is transferred to the protostar
and protostellar disk. The system depletes its envelope in the Class II
phase, forming a protoplanetary disk. The disk is eventually depleted
in the Class III phase, leaving behind planets orbiting a stellar system.
Planets are formed in circumstellar disks, but exactly when and

how their formation starts in the disk remains uncertain. Recent
high-resolution surveys of Class II (protoplanetary) disks show sub-
structures that potentially indicate the presence of planets (Zhang
et al. 2016; Isella et al. 2016; Fedele, D. et al. 2018; Andrews et al.
2018; Andrews 2020). Such substructures have now been observed
in the younger Class I (Sheehan & Eisner 2018; Segura-Cox et al.
2020) and even Class 0 disks (Sheehan et al. 2020). Some of the
putative planets have inferred masses of the Jupiter or even larger,
and may have reached the end of their growth judging from their low
accretion rates (Haffert et al. 2019; Cridland et al. 2021).
These observational evidences suggest that at least some planets

must have formed early in the process of star formation. In order
to form planets, dust grains in the protostellar disk must have grown
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from their sizes in the interstellar medium (ISM), typically of order ∼
0.1 `m (Mathis et al. 1977), to sizes that are large enough to partially
decouple from the gas and potentially trigger streaming instability
to start the formation of planetesimals and ultimately planets. This
process demands the formation of a substantial amount of mm/cm-
sized grains during the protostellar phase.
There are evidences for large mm/cm sized grains in protostellar

sources based on the spectral energy distribution (Testi et al. 2014).
Specifically, a value of the opacity index 𝛽 in the millimeter regime
(= 𝛼−2 in the optically thin limit, where 𝛼 is the spectral index) of or-
der 1 or less is usually interpreted as evidence formm/cm-sized grains
(Draine 2006; Beckwith 1999). For example, Galametz et al. (2019)
found 7 out of 10 observed Class 0 sources exhibit 𝛽1−3mm < 1
within 1𝜎 after accounting for free-free emission coming from the
central protostar. Other observational studies such as Jørgensen et al.
(2007), Tobin et al. (2013) and Kwon et al. (2015) have shown addi-
tional examples of protostellar sources exhibiting 𝛽 < 1, indicating
that mm/cm-sized grains are prevalent in the earliest phases of star
formation1.
How the grains grow from (sub)`m sizes to mm/cm sizes in the

protostellar phase is unclear. An early attempt to address this question
was made by Morfill et al. (1978), who performed a dust evolution
calculation on a coarse 2D (axisymmetric) grid with an underlying
analytic 1D (spherical) gas dynamic model. They found early grain
growth to sizes up to ∼ 100`m in the collapsing envelope around

1 There are, however, counter examples where the spatially resolved opacity
index 𝛽 is close to the ISM value that is indicative of small grains (e.g.,
Ohashi et al. (2022) for the L1527 protostellar disk).

© 2019 The Authors

ar
X

iv
:2

20
7.

14
15

1v
1 

 [
as

tr
o-

ph
.E

P]
  2

8 
Ju

l 2
02

2



2 Y. Tu et al.

the protostar on a time scale of 1.67 Myr, and proposed the idea
that fast grain growth during the protostellar collapse may form
seeds to later planet formation. Birnstiel et al. (2010) improved upon
Morfill et al. (1978) by including both the collapsing protostellar
envelope and a growing protostellar disk, as well as new physical
ingredients for grain growth, notably, turbulence-enhanced grain-
grain collision speeds (see e.g. Voelk et al. 1980; Markiewicz et al.
1991; Ormel & Cuzzi 2007). However, their analytical treatment of
the gas dynamics is essentially one dimensional (in the cylindrically
radial direction), which leaves open the question of how the dust
and gas enter the growing disk from the collapsing envelope from
all directions and how the grains move and grow inside the disk as
they gradually settle towards the midplane gravitationally. Suttner
& Yorke (2001) performed a series of 2D (axisymmetry) models,
but their calculations focused primarily on the effects of relatively
moderate grain growth (to several tens of microns) on the optical/IR
appearance of disks through its impact on dust opacities. Hirashita &
Li (2013) examined the grain growth in dense molecular cloud cores
and concluded that the core lifetime must be several times the free-
fall time to grow grains from the classical ISM sizes to micron-sizes
(see also Ormel et al. 2009). Wong et al. (2016) extended Hirashita
& Li (2013) to show that the dense molecular cores have too low
densities for grains to grow to mm-sizes effectively. More recently,
Ohashi et al. (2021) showed the existence of dust ring structures
around Class 0/I objects using analytical arguments assuming the
dust growth time scale is comparable to the disk age, which are
consistent with the ALMA observations. The existence of a dust ring
also agrees with the need for the formation of pebble drifting in
inner disks to allow pebble accretion, which can grow planets more
effectively than the accretion of large planetsimals (Kobayashi &
Tanaka 2021). Tsukamoto et al. (2021) proposed the idea of increased
grain growth rate by circulating large grains in disks via “ash-fall",
in which large grains in the inner disk are carried out of the disk by
magnetized outflows and re-enter the disk at large radii.
In this work, we aim to investigate the dust dynamics and growth

during the protostellar phase of the star and disk formation in two
dimensions (2D) using a radiation hydrodynamical code, under the
assumption of axisymmetry. We focus on grain growth to mm/cm
sizes that are important for (sub)millimeter and centimeter dust con-
tinuum observations and planet formation. In section § 2 we describe
the hydro and dust simulation methods. In section § 3 and section
§ 4 we present the results of the hydro and dust models respectively.
We find that it is difficult to produce a significant amount of large
mm/cm-sized grains during the protostellar phase in the baseline
case where grains collide with one another only through the size-
dependent dust-gas drift velocities (§ 4.1) and that significant growth
can be achieved if the grain-grain collision speed is enhanced by a
factor of 4 (§ 4.2). We obtain a simple expression for the grain size
𝑒-folding time in section § 5, which is used to understand the numer-
ical results on grain growth in section § 6. We conclude in section
§ 7.

2 PROBLEM SETUP

2.1 Governing Equations for Gas Dynamics

Protostellar disk formation in dense cores of molecular clouds is
a complex process involving turbulence and magnetic fields (and
associated non-ideal MHD effects; see Li et al. 2014, for a review).
As a first step in exploring how the grains grow as the infalling
envelope is transformed into a rotationally supported disk, we have

decided to limit our investigation to the simplest case of the collapse
of a rotating core without any magnetic field or turbulence. The
dynamics of core collapse and disk formation are governed by the
following radiation hydrodynamical equations:
𝜕𝜌

𝜕𝑡
+ ∇ · (𝜌u) = 0, (1)

𝜌
𝜕u
𝜕𝑡

+ 𝜌 (u · ∇) u = −∇𝑃 − 𝜌g + ∇ ·𝚷 − G𝑟 , (2)

𝜕𝐸

𝜕𝑡
+ ∇ · [(𝐸 + 𝑃)u +𝚷 · v] = 𝜌u · g − 𝐺0𝑟 , (3)

𝜕I
𝜕𝑡

+ 𝑐n · ∇I = S(I, n), (4)

where 𝜌, u, 𝑃, 𝐸 and 𝐼 are gas density, velocity, gas pressure, total en-
ergy density and frequency-integrated specific intensity respectively.
g is the gravitational acceleration, including both gas-self gravity and
the gravity due to the central protostar.G𝑟 and𝐺0𝑟 are radiative force
and the radiative heating/cooling rates respectively. The last equa-
tion, equation (4), is the standard time-dependent radiative transfer
equation for the specific intensity 𝐼 along direction n, with 𝑆 denoting
the source term (representing additional cosmic-ray heating).
The quantity 𝚷 is the viscous stress tensor given by

Π𝑖 𝑗 = 𝜌a

( 𝜕𝑢𝑖
𝜕𝑥 𝑗

+
𝜕𝑢 𝑗

𝜕𝑥𝑖
− 2
3
𝛿𝑖 𝑗∇ · u

)
(5)

where a is the the kinematic viscosity. 𝚷 is used to model angular
momentum transport in the absence of a magnetic field. We adopt
a standard 𝛽-parametrization for the kinematic viscosity a (see e.g.
Kuiper et al. 2010)

a = 𝛽aΩ𝐾 (𝑟)𝑅2, (6)

where 𝑅 is the cylindrical radius and Ω𝐾 (𝑟) =
√︁
𝐺𝑀 (𝑟)/𝑟3, with

𝑀 (𝑟) denoting the mass enclosed within a sphere of radius 𝑟. For a
rotationally supported disk, the quantityΩ𝐾 would be the orbital an-
gular velocity and the dimensionless parameter 𝛽a would be related
to the standard 𝛼−viscosity parameter by 𝛽a = 𝛼(𝐻/𝑅)2 where 𝐻
is the disk scale height.

2.2 Hydrodynamic Numerical Method

The governing equations are solved with the Athena++ code (Stone
et al. 2020) under the assumption of (2D) axisymmetry around the
rotation axis in a spherical polar coordinate system (𝑟, \, 𝜙).We adopt
a computation grid with logarithmic spacing in the radial direction
and constant spacing in the \-direction. Logarithmic spacing has the
advantage of providing higher resolution at smaller radii relevant
to disk formation, at the expense of producing larger cells at larger
radii, which are not as critical for our analysis. The grid extends
logarithmically in the radial direction from 10 to 104 au with 320
cells, and linearly in the \-direction from 0 to 𝜋 with 208 cells.
There are 4 boundary conditions treated in the simulation. The

inner and outer radial boundaries are treated in the same way, with
a semi-outflow boundary condition where material is allowed to
exit the computational domain but not enter back in. The standard
reflective boundary conditions are imposed at the poles.
The simulation is initialized with an uniform temperature 8K and

a power-law density profile following Shu (1977)

𝜌g (𝑟, 𝑡 = 0) =
𝐴𝑠𝑐

2
𝑠

4𝜋𝐺𝑟2
(7)
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where 𝑐𝑠 =
√︃
𝑘𝑏𝑇
`𝑚𝐻

is the isothermal sound speed and 𝐴𝑠 is chosen
to be 3.11. This yields ∼ 1.66𝑀� inside the simulation domain.
The central protostar has a small initial mass of 0.0017𝑀� , which
is increased as mass is accreted across the inner radial boundary.
Effects of stellar radiation are included using the stellar evolution
model of Hosokawa &Omukai (2009) that assumes an accretion rate
10−6𝑀� yr−1. It yields a stellar luminosity 𝐿∗ and a stellar radius
𝑅∗ for a given stellar mass 𝑀∗. The total luminosity is given by

𝐿 = 𝐿∗ + 𝐿acc = 𝐿∗ +
𝐺 𝑀∗ ¤𝑀∗

𝑅∗
(8)

where the accretion rate ¤𝑀∗ is found by measuring the amount of
mass going through inner boundary in our simulation. The total
luminosity is then distributed uniformly onto the inner boundary of
our simulation at 𝑟 = 10 au for the radiative transfer calculation by
the code.
For the radiative transfer in the simulation domain, we adopted

an opacity ^a model from Laor & Draine (1993) and Kuiper et al.
(2010), with a constant dust-to-gas ratio of 0.01. To speed up the
simulation, we reduced the speed of light by a factor of 104 (see e.g.
Chang et al. 2020).
We assume 𝜙 displacement symmetry but allow for a 𝜙 direction

velocity. The initial 𝜙 direction velocity is determined by the solid-
body rotation rate Ωinit, taken to be 3.75 rad/Myr. Viscosity is also
included using the model described by equation 6, with a constant
𝛽a = 0.001. This combination of parameters yields a hundred au-
sized disk towards the end of the simulation.

2.3 Modeling Grain Dynamics and Growth

We post-process the hydrodynamical outputs from Athena++ for
grain dynamics and coagulation calculations. The hydrodynamical
results are outputted with 50 years intervals so that the hydrodynam-
ical evolution can be reconstructed with linear interpolation between
consecutive frames. In this study, we consider spherical dust parti-
cles, with radius determined by the mass 𝑚 of the particle

𝑠 =

( 3 𝑚
4𝜋�̃�dm

)1/3
(9)

where �̃�dm is the material density of the grain.
The grains are evolved on a grid with the same resolution as

the hydrodynamical grid, but only include the upper hemisphere by
taking advantage of the disk being symmetric about the midplane.
Reflective boundary conditions are applied on the midplane. The
grain sizes are discretized into 105 bins logarithmic spaced from
0.1 `m to 1 cm. The number of size bins is chosen to be as large as
possible to minimize numerical diffusion into large grains (see e.g.
Lombart & Laibe 2021), while keeping a reasonable simulation run-
time. In all models, the grain everywhere is initialized from 0.1 `m
to 1 `m following an MRN-distribution2 𝑛(𝑠) ∝ 𝑠−3.5 (Mathis et al.
1977), assuming an initial dust-to-gas mass ratio 0.01. We evolve the
number density in each grain size bin (𝑁𝑖) in our numerical model,
which is related to the usual number density per unit size 𝑛(𝑠) through

𝑁𝑖 =

∫ 𝑠𝑖+1

𝑠𝑖

𝑛(𝑠)𝑑𝑠 (10)

2 Our choice of an initial maximum grain size of 1 `m is motivated by
the detection of mid-infrared emission in dense cores of molecular clouds
produced via scattering by micron-sized grains (Steinacker et al. 2010)

where 𝑠𝑖 and 𝑠𝑖+1 are the grain sizes in two adjacent size bins.
The grain distribution on themesh grid is initialized approximately

2500 years before the appearance of a disk. Because the high density
region of the envelope falls quickly through our inner boundary prior
to disk formation and the remaining envelope is orders of magnitude
less dense than the majority of the disk, grains are not expected to
grow significantly before the formation of the disk because of the
low density and short core collapse time (see section § 5).

2.3.1 Grain dynamics

The acceleration of grains of different sizes can be modeled with the
pressure-less non-viscous Navier-Stokes equations in spherical polar
coordinate, given by (Acheson & Acheson 1990)

𝜕𝑢𝑟

𝜕𝑡
= 𝐹𝑟 − 𝑢𝑟

𝜕𝑢𝑟

𝜕𝑟
−

𝑢𝜙

𝑟 sin \
𝜕𝑢𝑟

𝜕𝜙
− 𝑢\

𝑟

𝜕𝑢𝑟

𝜕\
+
𝑢2
\
+ 𝑢2

𝜙

𝑟

𝜕𝑢\

𝜕𝑡
= 𝐹\ − 𝑢𝑟

𝜕𝑢\

𝜕𝑟
−

𝑢𝜙

𝑟 sin \
𝜕𝑢\

𝜕𝜙
− 𝑢\

𝑟

𝜕𝑢\

𝜕\
−
𝑢𝑟𝑢\ − 𝑢2𝜙 cot \

𝑟

𝜕𝑢𝜙

𝜕𝑡
= 𝐹𝜙 − 𝑢𝑟

𝜕𝑢𝜙

𝜕𝑟
−

𝑢𝜙

𝑟 sin \
𝜕𝑢𝜙

𝜕𝜙
− 𝑢\

𝑟

𝜕𝑢𝜙

𝜕\
−
𝑢𝑟𝑢𝜙 + 𝑢𝜙𝑢\ cot \

𝑟

(11)

where 𝐹𝑟 , 𝐹\ and 𝐹𝜙 denotes the body force per unit mass acting on
the dust grains, including both gravity and hydrodynamical drag. 𝑢𝑟 ,
𝑢\ and 𝑢𝜙 are the dust velocities in 𝑟, \ and 𝜙 directions respectively.
In the remainder of this subsection, we will use these notations to
represent dust grain speeds. Because we are interested in relatively
small grains (0.1 `m→ 1 cm), the drag force is in the Epstein regime,
where the stopping time 𝑡𝑠 is given by (Epstein 1924; Armitage 2015)

𝑡𝑠 =
�̃�dm𝑠

𝜌g𝑣th
(12)

where 𝑣th =
√︃
8𝑘𝑏𝑇
𝜋`𝑚𝐻

is the gas thermal velocity, 𝑘𝑏 and 𝑇 are the
Boltzmann constant and temperature respectively, ` = 2.33 and 𝑚𝐻
are the mean particle weight and hydrogen mass, and 𝜌g is the gas
density at the locations of the dust grains. The force per unit mass F
is given by

F = 𝜌g + 𝜌
ugas − udust

𝑡𝑠
(13)

where g is the local gravitaional acceleration and ugas and udust are
gas and dust velocities respectively.
As we show in section § 6.1, in the parameter regime of interest to

us, the dust velocity is close to the “terminal velocity” (the velocity
that enables the gas drag to balance all other forces acting on a grain),
especially in the disk where most of the grain growth occurs. We are
thus motivated to adopt the terminal velocity approximation, where
the dust velocity components are given by

udust = ugas + Z𝑡𝑠 (14)

where the vector Z is the sum of all forces except the gas drag acting
on a unit dust mass (i.e., the net dust acceleration to be balanced by
gas drag force per unit mass), with its three components given by

Z𝑟 = 𝑔𝑟 +
𝑢2
𝜙,gas + 𝑢

2
\,gas

𝑟

Z\ = 𝑔\ −
𝑢r,gas𝑢\,gas − 𝑢2𝜙,gas cot \

𝑟

Z𝜙 = 𝑔𝜙 −
𝑢r,gas𝑢𝜙,gas + 𝑢𝜙,gas𝑢\,gas cot \

𝑟

(15)
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This approximation is equivalent to the steady-state assumption
adopted by Nakagawa et al. (1986) for the dust dynamics. It greatly
simplifies the treatment of the grain dynamics, enabling us to focus
on grain growth, which is more computationally expensive.

2.3.2 Grain spatial transportation

The grain spatial transportation is modeled with the advection equa-
tion
𝜕𝑁

𝜕𝑡
= −∇ · (𝑁u) (16)

where 𝑁 and u are local dust number density and dust velocity
respectively. We ignore diffusion because the thermal speed of all
grains are less than a few cm/s, which is negligible comparing to
their bulk speed (> 103 cm/s). For the 𝑖𝑡ℎ grain size bin in a cell
located at (𝐼, 𝐽) (𝑟 direction indexed by {𝐼} and \̂ indexed by {𝐽}),
we evolve the number density by solving the discretized advection
equation at cell edges:

Δ𝑁
(𝐼 ,𝐽 )
𝑖

=

( ∑︁
edges

Flux
)
Δ𝑡 (17)

In our models, there are two edges in the 𝑟 direction and two edges in
the \̂ direction. The flux through the radial boundary between cells
indexing (𝐼 − 1, 𝐽) and (𝐼, 𝐽) is

Flux
𝐼− 12

=

{
𝑢
(𝐼− 12 ,𝐽 )
𝑟 ,𝑖

𝐴(𝐼− 12 ,𝐽 )𝑁 (𝐼−1,𝐽 )
𝑖

, if 𝑢 (𝐼−
1
2 ,𝐽 )

𝑟 ,𝑖
> 0

𝑢
(𝐼− 12 ,𝐽 )
𝑟 ,𝑖

𝐴(𝐼− 12 ,𝐽 )𝑁 (𝐼 ,𝐽 )
𝑖

, if 𝑢 (𝐼−
1
2 ,𝐽 )

𝑟 ,𝑖
< 0.

(18)

where 𝑢 (𝐼−
1
2 ,𝐽 )

𝑟 ,𝑖
is the interpolated radial speed at cell edge and

𝐴(𝐼− 12 ,𝐽 ) is the area of the cell edge.
Similarly the flux through the radial boundary between cells in-

dexing (𝐼, 𝐽) and (𝐼 + 1, 𝐽) is

Flux
𝐼+ 12

=

{
−𝑢 (𝐼+

1
2 ,𝐽 )

𝑟 ,𝑖
𝐴(𝐼+ 12 ,𝐽 )𝑁 (𝐼 ,𝐽 )

𝑖
, if 𝑢 (𝐼+

1
2 ,𝐽 )

𝑟 ,𝑖
> 0

−𝑢 (𝐼+
1
2 ,𝐽 )

𝑟 ,𝑖
𝐴(𝐼+ 12 ,𝐽 )𝑁 (𝐼+1,𝐽 )

𝑖
, if 𝑢 (𝐼+

1
2 ,𝐽 )

𝑟 ,𝑖
< 0.
(19)

where 𝑢 (𝐼+
1
2 ,𝐽 )

𝑟 ,𝑖
is the interpolated radial speed at cell edge and

𝐴(𝐼+ 12 ,𝐽 ) is the area of the cell edge. Note the leading negative sign
in equation 19 reflects the causation that a positive flux from cell
(𝐼, 𝐽) to cell (𝐼 + 1, 𝐽) results in a net lost in cell (𝐼, 𝐽). Flux in the
\̂ direction can be calculated with the same method. The algorithm
is similar to the one used in Birnstiel et al. (2010) (equation A4, A5
within).
At the boundaries in the radial direction, the speed at each bound-

ary is taken to be the value at the nearest cell if the flow is outbound
from the simulation domain and zero if the flow is inbound. At the
boundaries in the \ direction, the speed at each boundary is taken to
be 0 because of symmetry.

2.3.3 Grain growth

Grain growth is calculated within each cell at each time step with
the Smoluchowski equation (Smoluchowski 1916) following Birn-
stiel et al. (2010). We adopted the Smoluchowski equation for re-
distributing grain species 𝑖, 𝑗 , 𝑘 within a cell:

𝜕𝑛𝑘

𝜕𝑡
=

∬ ∞

0
𝑀𝑖 𝑗𝑘𝑛𝑖𝑛 𝑗𝑑𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑠 𝑗 (20)

where the kernal 𝑀𝑖 𝑗𝑘 is defined as

𝑀𝑖 𝑗𝑘 =
1
2
𝐾𝑖 𝑗𝛿(𝑚𝑖 + 𝑚 𝑗 − 𝑚𝑘 ) − 𝐾𝑖 𝑗𝛿(𝑚 𝑗 − 𝑚𝑘 )

+ 1
2
𝐿𝑖 𝑗𝑆𝑖 𝑗𝑘 − 𝐿𝑖 𝑗𝛿(𝑚 𝑗 − 𝑚𝑘 )

(21)

where 𝑚𝑖 , 𝑚 𝑗 and 𝑚𝑘 are the masses of individual grains and 𝐾𝑖 𝑗
and 𝐿𝑖 𝑗 are the coagulation kernel and fragmentation kernel respec-
tively. 𝑆𝑖 𝑗𝑘 describes the distribution of fragments in a collision. In
reality, the best description of grain coagulation and fragmentation
is to use a function describing the distribution of grain mass in the
aftermath of a collision (see e.g. Hasegawa et al. 2021; Kobayashi
& Tanaka 2010). As a first step to understand the grain growth in an
actively forming protostellar disk, we have included coagulation but
not fragmentation, which should yield an upper limit to the growth.
We emphasize this idealized assumption by separating perfect stick-
ing from all other processes in equ. 21. As we will see in § 4.1
below, even with this optimistic assumption, it is difficult to grow a
substantial amount of large mm/cm grains in the simplest, baseline
case. Including fragmentation would exacerbate the difficulty.
Under the assumption above, we have

𝐾𝑖 𝑗 = 𝜒 · Δ𝑢𝑖 𝑗𝜎geo,𝑖 𝑗 = 𝜒 · Δ𝑢𝑖 𝑗 · 𝜋(𝑠𝑖 + 𝑠 𝑗 )2 (22)

𝐿𝑖 𝑗 = 0 (23)

whereΔ𝑢𝑖 𝑗 is the relative speed between grains in bin 𝑖 and 𝑗 ;𝜎geo,𝑖 𝑗
is the geometric cross-sectional area between grains of size 𝑠𝑖 and
𝑠 𝑗 . Δ𝑢𝑖 𝑗 = |u𝑖 − u 𝑗 | describes the relative speed between grains in
two size bins with speeds u𝑖 and u 𝑗 , whose values are taken to be
grain speeds at the cell centers.
Note that we used only the grain drift velocity relative to the

gas due to the body force in computing the relative speed for grain
coagulation. This relative speed can potentially be greatly increased
by effects not included in our calculations, such as turbulence (Voelk
et al. 1980;Markiewicz et al. 1991; Ormel&Cuzzi 2007). To account
for such possibilities, we have included an enhancement factor 𝜒 in
the equation (22) for the coagulation rate, with 𝜒 = 1 corresponding
to the lower limit for the grain growth. We show in the Appendix
that the Brownian motion does not affect the growth to large grains
significantly.
In the numerical model, the Smoluchowski equation must be dis-

cretized as
Δ𝑁𝑘

Δ𝑡
=
∑︁
𝑖 𝑗

𝑀𝑖 𝑗𝑘𝑁𝑖𝑁 𝑗 (24)

where 𝑁𝑖 , 𝑁 𝑗 and 𝑁𝑘 are the number density of grain species 𝑖, 𝑗
and 𝑘 respectively (equation 10). Because of the discretization of
grain masses, 𝑚𝑖 + 𝑚 𝑗 can fall between two consecutive bins with
𝑚𝑘 and 𝑚𝑘+1. In this case we modify the delta function in the kernel
(equation 21) to distribute themass into both size bins in the following
way:

𝛿(𝑚𝑖 +𝑚 𝑗 −𝑚𝑘 ) →
{ 𝑚𝑖+𝑚 𝑗−𝑚𝑘

𝑚𝑘+1−𝑚𝑘
, if 𝑚𝑘 6 𝑚𝑖 + 𝑚 𝑗 6 𝑚𝑘+1

𝑚𝑖+𝑚 𝑗−𝑚𝑘−1
𝑚𝑘−𝑚𝑘−1

, if 𝑚𝑘−1 6 𝑚𝑖 + 𝑚 𝑗 6 𝑚𝑘

0, otherwise.
(25)

This modified 𝛿 function ensures mass conservation and sup-
presses the numerical “leak” of grains to larger size (see e.g. Lombart
& Laibe 2021). Because grain growth rate is significant only in and
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around the disk, where the density is highest, we perform grain coag-
ulation calculations only in cells where hydro density is higher than
4 · 10−17 g/cm3. This region includes the entire disk at all times.

2.4 Lagrangian Treatment of Dust Particles

To verify the velocities obtained by the terminal velocity approxima-
tion (equation 14) is a reasonable estimate of the grain speeds at the
cell locations, we perform a series of simulationswith the Lagrangian
dust particles, and compare the speeds obtained with the terminal ve-
locity approximation. Similar to the Eulerian dust simulation outlined
in the last subsection, the Lagrangian particle simulations are done
by post-processing the hydrodynamic simulation.
Each particle in the Lagrangian simulation is independently

evolved in a 3D Cartesian coordinate. The particles move within
the gas under the influence of both gravity and hydrodynamics drag
force. The location of each particle is updated at every time step,
with

Δx = uparΔ𝑡 +
1
2

aΔ𝑡2 (26)

where Δ𝑡 is the integration time step, upar is the dust velocity at the
last time step and a is the instantaneous acceleration, given by

a = g + adrag = g +
ugas − upar

𝑡𝑠
(27)

where g is the local gravitational acceleration, ugas is the local gas
velocity, upar is the velocity of the particle, and 𝑡𝑠 is the stopping
time. The stopping time can be very small for the smallest grains in
the highest density regions of the disk, which severely limits the time
stepΔ𝑡 that is used to evolve all Lagrangian particles at the same time.
To speed up the computation, we force those particles with stopping
times smaller than a small floor value of 𝑡𝑠,min = 0.01 yrs to move
together with the gas, which is physically reasonable since such par-
ticles are essentially tracer particles of the gas. This approximation
does not affect the main purpose of the Lagrangian simulation, which
is to test the validity of the terminal velocity approximation for rel-
atively large particles (e.g., mm/cm sized grains; see § 6.1 below),
which tend to have stopping times much larger than 0.01 years.
The local hydrodynamical quantities (𝜌,𝑇 , g, ugas) at the locations

of the dust particles are obtained using the Triangular-Shaped-Cloud
(TSC) algorithm (Hockney & Eastwood 1981) and projected onto
the Cartesian coordinate.
TheLagrangian particle simulations are initialized at the same time

as the Euler simulations. At initialization, we put 400,000 particles
with the same size in the simulation domain between 10 and 8000
au with pseudo-random locations, with proportionally more particles
at locations where the gas density is higher. The particles are then
evolved spatially with integrationmethod described by equation (26).

3 HYDRO RESULTS

We start with a discussion of the gas dynamics of the core collapse
and disk formation and evolution, which forms the basis for our grain
growth calculations.
Fig. 1 shows the mass and luminosity of the central protostar in

our model. The vertical line shows the stellar properties at the time
(𝑡 = 40, 000 yrs) when the dust simulation was initialized. During the
simulation of dust grains, the star grows from ∼ 0.3 to 0.6 𝑀� . The
total (stellar and accretion) luminosity stays between 25 and 30 𝐿�
after the disk forms; the sudden drop in luminosity at ∼ 42000 years

Figure 1. Stellar properties and disk mass during the gas simulation. The
solid and dash-dotted lines are the star mass and disk mass respectively;
dotted line and dashed line are the star luminosity (𝐿∗) and total luminosity
(𝐿 in equation 8) respectively. The vertical line at 𝑡 = 40, 000 years shows
the starting time of the dust simulations.

is caused by the reduction of mass accretion rate onto the central star
due to disk formation.
Fig. 1 also shows the mass of the “disk”, defined to be anywhere

with the gas density> 4·10−16 g cm−3. In fig. 2we show themeridian
density distributions at four representative times, when the disk size
is, respectively, 100, 150, 200 and 250 au, with the “disk” boundary
marked by the black dashed contour in each panel. Our analysis of
the dust below will focus on the latter three times. We choose the
4 · 10−16 g cm−3 cut-off density because its location is close to a
sudden density increase from the rapidly infalling “envelope” to the
“disk” at most times during the simulation. The solid black contour
is the boundary in which dust coagulation is calculated, located at a
gas density 4 · 10−17 g cm−3. The region is chosen to fully enclose
where dust coagulation happens rapidly. Dust coagulation outside
occurs at a negligible rate that can be ignored.
The meridional gas velocities in the 𝑟 and \̂ directions are shown

in fig. 3. Gas velocities at other times are similar to the selected
frame. We observe that 𝑢𝑟 is positive in some parts of the disk due
to (viscous) angular momentum transport. In the majority of the
disk, 𝑢\ is pointing towards the midplane, with the exception at the
innermost part of the disk and the edge of the disk. At the innermost
part of the disk, an outgoing flow at the edge of the disk “shears” the
in-going disk midplane, causing a circular motion at ∼ 20 au. This
feature can be numerical due to the existence of an inner boundary
at 10 au. At the outer (radial) edge of the disk, quickly infalling
envelope encounters the expanding disk, forcing some of the gas to
go around the disk and to move away from the midplane.
As expected, the gas in the disk rotates at a speed below the local

Keplerian speed because of the outward pressure gradient force. In
Fig. 4, we plot the rotation speed and the local Keplerian speed as
well as the fractional deviation from the local Keplerian speed on the
midplane, |𝑢𝜙 − 𝑣𝐾 |/𝑣𝐾 , at the time when the disk radius is about
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Figure 2. Hydrodynamical disk densities. Four panels are the disk density
when the disk is approximately 100, 150, 200 and 250 au. Corresponding
times of the frames are shown in each panel. The black dashed line is the
location where gas density is 4 × 10−16g cm−3, where our definition of the
boundary of the disk is located. The solid black line is the boundary in which
dust coagulation is calculated, where gas density is > 4 × 10−17g cm−3.

200 au. For comparison, we have plotted the analytic prediction from
Nakagawa et al. (1986). The slight difference between the numerical
and analytical values are due to the inclusion of self-gravity in our
simulation. As is well known, this sub-Keplerian gas rotation is the
cause of the inward radial dust migration, which plays a key role in
the grain growth and loss near the disk midplane.

4 DUST RESULTS

Because dust coagulation is only modeled in the Eulerian models, we
focus on the Eulerian results in this section. The Lagrangian results
will be discussed in section § 6.1 in connection with the terminal
velocity approximation.

4.1 The Baseline Model

In the baseline model, we only consider the bulk drift motion of the
dust grains in the laminar diskwithout any sub-gridmodel to enhance
the grain-grain collision speed (i.e., setting the enhancement factor
𝜒 in equation (22) to 𝜒 = 1). In fig. 5 we show the cumulative
mass and mass fraction of the grains from large to small, including
all the mass in the simulation domain since the initialization of the
dust simulation (that includes those going into the center during the
simulation). Mass is well-conserved in the simulation with a total
mass of 4520 𝑀⊕ . Fig. 5 shows that about 8% (by mass) of the dust
has grown to sizes beyond the original maximum size of 1 `m by the
time that the disk is 250 au in radius. However, at this time, less than
0.01% of the dust has grown beyond 10 `m. This result demonstrates
that it is difficult to produce a substantial population of large grains
by relying solely on the differential drift velocities of grains between
different sizes to generate the relative grain-grain collision speed.
The reason will be explored in detail in § 5 and § 6. Here, we briefly
state that the low grain growth rate is due to the initially micron-
sized (or smaller) grains being well coupled to the relatively dense

Figure 3.The speeds in 𝑟 direction and \̂ direction are shown in the upper and
lower panels respectively. The figure is taken when the disk radius is about
200 au. At other times in the simulation when there is a disk, the velocity
field is similar to the ones showing here.

gas in the disk, which makes the grain-gas drift velocity (and thus
the grain-grain collision speed) small and the grain growth slow.

4.2 Model with Enhanced Grain-Grain Collision Speed

Since observational studies suggest that there might be a significant
amount of large grains in protostellar disks in order to explain the
dust emission at relatively long wavelengths (§ 1), we are motivated
to increase the grain growth rate over the baseline value 𝜒 = 1 in
equation (22). We experimented with different enhancement factors
and found that 𝜒 = 4 yields reasonable grain growth to large sizes.
Fig. 5 shows the cumulative mass and mass percentage in the model
with the increased growth rate. At the latest time shown (when the
disk grows to 250 au), about 140 𝑀⊕ of the initially small grains
are converted to grains larger than 0.1 mm, and ∼ 15 𝑀⊕ has grown
beyond 1 mm.
Fig. 6 shows the spatial distributions of the mass densities per

logarithmic size decade (𝜌d,i) of dust grains of 6 representative sizes
when the disk is at 250 au (𝑡 = 88750 years). While the 0.1`m
and 1`m sized grains are almost everywhere in the protostellar disk,
grains larger than 10`m are only concentrated at or around the disk
midplane. The larger the grain size is, the smaller the vertical extent
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Figure 4. Sub-Keplerian rotation. Plotted are the rotation speed near the
disk midplane, the local Keplerian speed (including the contribution from
the self-gravity), and the fractional deviation of the azimuthal speed from the
local Keplerian speed when the disk radius is about 200 au (solid line). The
fractional deviation is close to the analytic estimate from Nakagawa et al.
(1986, labeled “NSH1986").

Figure 5. Cumulative grain mass as a function of the grain size. The mass
includes both the grains in the active computational domain and those already
advected through the inner boundary at 𝑟 = 10 au. The total grain mass is
conserved throughout the simulation, with a value of 4520 𝑀⊕ determined
at the beginning of the dust model (40,000 years). At later times, the total
mass of the grains is calculated by summing all mass that has gone through
the central boundary over time and adding all mass in the active computation
domain (10 to 10,000 au). The value at each grain size is the mass fraction
of the grains at or larger than that size. The black lines shows the cumulative
grain mass at four different disk sizes and times in the baseline model (𝜒 = 1
in equation 22). The red lines are the cumulative values at the same times as
the black lines with the same line style, but for the 𝜒 = 4 model.

of its concentration becomes. Nearly all mm-sized grains are concen-
trated on the disk midplane, extending ∼ 50 au in radius. The largest,
cm-sized grains are concentrated within 20 au from the protostar on
the disk midplane.
To illustrate the substantial grain growth in this model more

vividly, we plot in Fig. 7 the density per logarithmic size decade
at different heights above the midplane at a representative cylindrical
radius of 50 au. Well above the midplane near the disk boundary, the
size distribution is close to the initial MRN distribution. These are
the “rawmaterial” for later growth to larger grain sizes. As the grains
move closer to the midplane, their distributions become more domi-
nated by larger grains. Around a height ∼ 15 au above the midplane,
the size that dominates the grain mass (i.e., the peak of the distribu-
tion, 𝑠peak) suddenly increases from ∼ 1 `m (10−4 cm) to ∼ 10 `m.
Then 𝑠peak grows more slowly with decreasing height. Closer to the
midplane at a height between ∼ 1 and 5 au, most of the grain mass
resides in rather large grains of ∼ 100 `m. Near the midplane, the
distribution is dominated by the even larger, ∼ 0.5 mm-sized grains
(see the rightmost curve in Fig. 7). A similar increase in grain size
towards the midplane is observed at other cylindrical radii, indicating
wide-spread grain growth throughout the protostellar disk. In what
follows, we seek to understand how the grain growth occurs in the
simulation.

4.2.1 Interplay between drift and growth

Because both the gravity and the polar component of the gas velocity
𝑢\ point towards the midplane, naturally the velocity vectors of most
grains point towards the midplane in the majority of the disk. With
the dust grains exerting no pressure force on each other, the midplane
is a natural place for grains to concentrate. This concentration is the
key to understanding the growth pattern that we see.
As shown in Fig. 6, most of the largest grains are concentrated

near the midplane. To understand whether such grains are formed
in situ or advected from higher up in the disk, we first examine the
advection and growth rates in the protostellar disk. In Fig. 8 we show
the advection time scale of the grains in six representative size bins
at different times. The advection time scale for grains in a given size
bin 𝑖 is defined as

𝑡adv,𝑖 =
𝑚𝑖

𝑓𝑖
(28)

where 𝑚𝑖 is the total mass of the grains in the 𝑖th size bin within a
cell and 𝑓𝑖 is the net flux of these grains through all boundaries of
the cell. If 𝑓𝑖 > 0, 𝑡adv,i is the characteristic time scale for advection
to fill the cell; if 𝑓𝑖 < 0, 𝑡adv,i is the characteristic time scale for
advection to remove all grains within the cell.
The formation (growth) time scale is defined in the same way,

𝑡grow,𝑖 =
𝑚𝑖

(𝑑𝑚𝑖/𝑑𝑡)
(29)

where 𝑑𝑚𝑖/𝑑𝑡 is the net growth rate calculated from the Smolu-
chowski equation (equ. 24). The time scales for other frames are
similar to that of the frame shown.
For sub-micron sized grains (< 1 `m), the advection time scale on

the disk is generally positive, which means that these small grains are
effectively replenished by the infall from the envelope. These grains
are the seeds for growing to larger grains. As the grain size increases,
the vertical extent of the region with a positive advection time scale
shrinks closer to the midplane (see top panels of Fig. 8, from left to
right). This is a reflection of the general tendency for the grains that
have grown beyond the initial sizes to move towards the midplane,
which leads to a net depletion of the grown grains at high altitudes

MNRAS 000, 1–17 (2019)



8 Y. Tu et al.

Figure 6. Spatial distributions of dust mass densities per logarithmic size decade of 6 size bins when the disk is at 250 au in the model with increased grain-grain
collision speeds (𝜒 = 4 in equation 22). Each panel is the density of one size bin as noted in the upper left corner of each panel. Note the scale is different
between the left four panels and the right two panels. We only show the inner disk regions in the two right panels since these are where the mm/cm-sized grains
are concentrated. The black dashed contour is the boundary of the hydro disk, where the gas density is 4 × 10−16g/cc. The dotted contour is at gas density of
4 × 10−14g/cc to emphasize to scale difference between the left and right panels. Because we only simulated the upper hemisphere, the lower hemisphere is a
reflection of the upper hemisphere about the midplane.

Figure 7. The distributions of the dust mass density per size decade in each
logarithmic size bin as a function of the grain size at different heights from
the midplane (one curve for each height, with the height specified by the
colorbar) at a representative cylindrical radius of 50 au. This example frame
is taken at 86250 years, when the disk is at 250 au in radius. The highest red
line, peaking around 0.5 mm, shows that the largest grains are concentrated
near the midplane.

(and hence a negative advection time scale) and a net gain of the
grown grains at low altitudes (and hence a positive advection time
scale).
The transition from a net advective loss to a net advective gain

moves closer to the midplane for larger grains, until the grains are
large enough that their radial drift towards the central protostar pro-
hibits this transition from happening. This effect is seen for the two
largest grain sizes shown in Fig. 8 (1 mm and 1 cm): advection leads
to a net loss nearly everywhere in the disk, even at the disk midplane.
Quantitatively, for 10 `m sized grains and 100 `m sized grains, in

the majority of the disk the advection time scale is between −103 and
−104 years. This time scale is short compared to the simulation time
scale of 4 · 104 years, which means that the grains are effectively
removed from the atmosphere of the disk and are being advected
to the disk midplane or to the central protostar. The advection time
scale for mm and cm-sized are shorter than those of the smaller size
bins, meaning they are removed from the upper parts of the disk even
more effectively.

To compare the formation time scale with the drift time scale, we
point out that if 𝑡grow and 𝑡adv have the same sign (both negative or
both positive), then the grains either are quickly lost from that location
(both negative) or quickly accumulated (both positive). The more
subtle cases are when their signs are different. If 𝑡grow > 0 > 𝑡adv
and |𝑡adv | > 𝑡grow, then the presence of grains at that location is due
to fast grain growth since the in-situ growth rate is faster than the
advective removal rate. This is the case near the midplane for mm
and cm-sized grains, and is generally true for 100 `m and 10 `m
sized grains at relatively high altitudes as well. Qualitatively, this
shows that the large grains, especially the largest ones, are formed
in-situ more rapidly than they are removed. The “raw materials”
(micron or sub-micron sized grains) that supply the growth process
are progressively being advected from the envelope to the disk.

To quantitatively examine whether the concentration of the largest
grains near the midplane we observe in the density plots of Fig. 6
is due to the grains formed locally, we compare the total mass of
>1 mm size grain advected to the midplane and the total mass of
those that grew there locally. Fig. 9 shows the midplane formation
rate of the grains larger than 1 mm (dashed line) and their formation
rate anywhere else (dotted line), as well as the rate at which such
grains are advected to the midplane (solid black line). Because the
midplane surface in our simulation is a cell boundary instead of a cell
center, we define the disk midplane to be one cell above or below the
midplane surface and has a gas density greater than 4×10−16g cm−3.
The flux into this region is defined to be the total flux into the region
but excluding the loss through the inner boundary at 𝑟 = 10 au. We
find that the amount of >mm size dust advected to the midplane
and formed everywhere else are both negligible compared to the
ones formed on the midplane locally. These results show that the
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Figure 8. Grain advection and formation time scale for grains in six representative size bins when the disk reaches 250au. The upper six panels are advection
time scale and the lower six panels are formation (growth) time scale. The defintion of the time scales is in section § 4.2.1, equation 28 and 29. Small grains are
being advected into the disk constantly, supplying the growth to larger grains in the protostellar disk. The gain due to formation time scale is shorter than the
loss due to advection time scale for large grains in general.

largest grains that we see in the simulation are formed locally on the
midplane instead of being advected from higher up in the disk.
In Fig. 9 we also plot the advection rate of all grains smaller than

1 `m and the formation rate of all grains larger than 1 `m on the
midplane. Since mass is conserved during advection and formation,
the advected small grains to the midplane are turned into the larger
ones. The rate of growth into larger grains (>1 `m) is about 60% of
the advection rate of the small grains almost at all times. In other
words, more than half of the small grains are constantly being turned
into larger ones. It supports a scenario where the small grains are
carried to the midplane, converted to larger grains, which stay near
the midplane or are advected radially to the central protostar.

4.2.2 Dust-to-gas ratio

For the eventual formation of planets, one important quality to char-
acterize is the dust-to-gas ratio since a high ratio is required to form
planetesimals through streaming instability. We seek to understand
the dust-to-gas ratio in our simulation.
In Fig. 10 we plot the midplane dust-to-gas ratio as a function of

radius at 85,000 years. The solid black line includes grains of all
sizes. Each of the colored lines is the contribution of the grains in
one size decade to the local dust-to-gas ratio. The total dust-to-gas
ratio reaches ∼ 0.03 at a radius of ∼ 50 au, and the value decreases
to slightly above the ISM value of 0.01 at and beyond ∼ 125 au.
This increased concentration of dust grains will be important for our
understanding of why grains grow on the disk midplane in § 5 and
§ 6.
In terms of the contribution by grainswithin each size decade, there

is a “layering” of the highest contribution as a function of grain size
and radius. Ignoring the peaks within 20 au which may be affected
by the inner boundary, we find that the greatest contributor to dust-
to-gas ratio near 45 au are the grains between 100 `m and 1 mm; the
greatest contributor changes to grains between 10 `m and 100 `m at
about 60 au. At 90 au the greatest contributor shifts to grains between
1 `m and 10 `m. Outside 160 au, the initial MRN grains dominate
the contribution to the dust-to-gas ratio. With increased grain sizes,
the region where the grains concentrate moves inward. The reason
for this layering is the differential drift, with larger grains drifting

Figure 9. Comparison of in-situ formation rate and advection rate. The three
black lines are for > 1 mm-sized grains, showing that the in-situ formation
rate in the midplane region (solid black line) is much larger than the rate
with which such grains are advected into the midplane region (dashed black
line) and the formation rate outside the midplane region (dotted black line;
not visible due to overlap with the dashed line). Also plotted are the in-situ
formation rate for > 1 `m-sized grains in the midplane region (red solid line)
and the advection rate of < 1 `m grains into the midplane region (blue solid
line), showing that more than half of the small (< 1 `m) grains from the
initial MRN distribution advected into the midplane region are turned into
larger (> 1 `m) grains.

inwards faster than smaller ones in the low density regions. Once
the large grains reach a high density region, there is a “traffic jam”
that concentrates them at those locations. This differential drift also
explains why the largest (mm to cm-sized) grains do not contribute
much to the dust-to-gas ratio at all radius: their radial drift is so fast
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Figure 10. Dust-to-gas ratio on the disk midplane including grains with different sizes. The solid line is the dust-to-gas ratio including all dust grains. At around
∼ 50 au the dust-to-gas ratio reaches 0.03, three times the initial ISM value of 0.01 (dashed horizontal line). The colored lines are the dust-to-gas ratios on the
midplane including only grains within a certain size decade. These colored lines show the contribution of dust in each size decade to the local dust-to-gas ratio.
For example, 0.1 ∼ 1mm-sized grains contribute most to the dust mass around 45 au.

that they hardly have time to accumulate in the disk. This quick radial
drift can also be seen in Fig. 8, where the cm-sized grains are advected
away on a time scale of ∼ 1000 years. If there are substructures, such
as dense rings, in the gas disk, the large grains may be trapped on
the disk. The dust trapping may make it possible to increase the local
dust-to-gas ratio further, potentially to values that are conducive to
the onset of the streaming instability (∼ 0.1, Youdin & Goodman
2005).

5 GRAIN GROWTH TIMESCALE

To understand the dust simulation results, we seek to obtain an esti-
mate of the grain growth timescale using the Smoluchowski equation
(equation 24). In our case, the kernel 𝑀𝑖 𝑗𝑘 is determined by the dif-
ferential drift speed between grains of different sizes only. Using the
terminal velocity approximation (equation 14), we can write

Δ𝑢𝑖 𝑗 = 𝜒Z |𝑡𝑠𝑖 − 𝑡𝑠 𝑗 | = 𝜒Z
�̃�dm
𝜌g𝑣th

|𝑠𝑖 − 𝑠 𝑗 | (30)

where Δ𝑢𝑖 𝑗 is the relative speed defined in equation (22), Z = |Z | is
the magnitude of the net grain acceleration from all forces other than
the gas drag that is balanced by the acceleration from the gas drag
(equ. 15); it depends only on the gas properties. The quantity 𝑡𝑠𝑖 is the
stopping time for the 𝑖-th dust size bin as defined in equation (12).We
include 𝜒 here for later discussions. Considering coagulation only,
the net change of the number density of grains of a certain size 𝑠𝑘 is

𝑑𝑛𝑘

𝑑𝑡
=
1
2

∬ ∞

0
𝜒Z

�̃�dm
𝜌g𝑣th

|𝑠𝑖 − 𝑠 𝑗 | (𝑠𝑖 + 𝑠 𝑗 )2𝛿𝑖 𝑗𝑘𝑛𝑖𝑛 𝑗𝑑𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑠 𝑗

−
∬ ∞

0
𝜒Z

�̃�dm
𝜌g𝑣th

|𝑠𝑖 − 𝑠 𝑗 | (𝑠𝑖 + 𝑠 𝑗 )2𝑛𝑖𝑛 𝑗𝛿 𝑗𝑘𝑑𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑠 𝑗
(31)

where the first term on the right hand side (RHS) describes the
gain via coagulation and the second term describes the lost due to

coagulation. 𝛿𝑖 𝑗𝑘 = 1 if 𝑠3
𝑖
+ 𝑠3

𝑗
= 𝑠3

𝑘
and 0 otherwise; 𝛿 𝑗𝑘 = 1 if

𝑠 𝑗 = 𝑠𝑘 and 0 otherwise. Assume the grain number density follows
a power law 𝑛𝑖 (𝑠𝑖) = 𝐴𝑠

−𝑞
𝑖
from 𝑠𝑠 to 𝑠𝑙 (note that 𝑞 = 3.5 is the

MRN distribution). If the total grain mass density is given by 𝜌d,tot,
the coefficient 𝐴 can be written as

𝐴 =
3(4 − 𝑞)𝜌d,tot

4𝜋�̃�dm (𝑠
4−𝑞
𝑙

− 𝑠4−𝑞𝑠 )
(32)

A growth time-scale can be obtained by evaluating 𝑛𝑘/(𝑑𝑛𝑘/𝑑𝑡).
Each of the two 𝛿 functions in equation 31 can be absorbed with one
of the two integrals respectively, and we have

𝑑𝑛𝑘

𝑑𝑡
=
1
2

∫ 𝑠𝑘

𝑠𝑠

𝜒Z
�̃�dm
𝜌g𝑣th

|𝑠gain
𝑗

− 𝑠𝑖 | (𝑠gain𝑗 + 𝑠𝑖)2𝑛𝑖𝑛gain𝑗 𝑑𝑠𝑖

−
∫ 𝑠𝑙

𝑠𝑠

𝜒Z
�̃�dm
𝜌g𝑣th

|𝑠lost𝑗 − 𝑠𝑖 | (𝑠lost𝑗 + 𝑠𝑖)2𝑛𝑖𝑛lost𝑗 𝑑𝑠𝑖

(33)

where

𝑠
gain
𝑗

= [𝑠3
𝑘
− 𝑠3𝑖 ]

1/3

𝑠lost𝑗 = 𝑠𝑘

𝑛
gain/lost
𝑗

= 𝐴

(
𝑠
gain/lost
𝑗

)−𝑞 (34)

Equation 33 can be evaluated by plugging in 𝑛𝑖 , 𝐴 and simplify.
Before writing out the result, we define one important parameter that
governs the grain growth rate:

[ =
4𝜌g𝑣th
3𝜒𝜌d,totZ

(35)

and two expressions to simplify notations:

𝑤gain/lost (𝑠𝑖 , 𝑞) ≡ |𝑠gain/lost
𝑗

− 𝑠𝑖 | (𝑠gain/lost𝑗
+ 𝑠𝑖)2𝑠−𝑞𝑖

(
𝑠
gain/lost
𝑗

)−𝑞
(36)
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and

𝑓 (𝑠𝑘 ; 𝑠𝑠 , 𝑠𝑙 , 𝑞) ≡
𝑠
−𝑞
𝑘

(𝑠4−𝑞
𝑙

− 𝑠4−𝑞𝑠 )/(4 − 𝑞)
1
2
∫
gain 𝑤gain (𝑠𝑖 , 𝑞)𝑑𝑠𝑖 −

∫
lost 𝑤lost (𝑠𝑖 , 𝑞)𝑑𝑠𝑖

(37)

where
∫
gain and

∫
lost are the integration bounds of the first and second

term in equation 33 respectively.
Using these definitions, equation 33 can be written as a time scale

𝑡depl ≡ − 𝑑𝑡

𝑑 ln 𝑛𝑘
= − 𝑛𝑘

𝑑𝑛𝑘
𝑑𝑡

= −[ 𝑓 (𝑠𝑘 ; 𝑠𝑠 , 𝑠𝑙 , 𝑞), (38)

Physically, 𝑡depl is the time scale to deplete small grains of a given
size (𝑘) due to growth to larger sizes. It is positive for 𝑑𝑛𝑘

𝑑𝑡
< 0. As

we show below, it is related to the time scale 𝑡size to increase the
grain size where the dust mass distribution peaks (see equation 43
below).
Since 𝑓 (𝑠𝑘 ; 𝑠𝑠 , 𝑠𝑙 , 𝑞) is a dimensionless quantity, the quantity [

has the unit of time, which can easily be confirmed from its definition
in equation (35). It will be referred to as “the characteristic timescale"
hereafter. Note that all physical properties of the disk, such as its gas
density 𝜌g, thermal speed (𝑣th (and thus temperature), grain acceler-
ation from gas drag Z , as well as the dust-gas drift speed enhancement
factor 𝜒, affect the grain growth only through the timescale [. If [ is
increased (or decreased), the timescale for the grains to evolve would
increase (or decrease) proportionally.
In the next subsection (§ 5.1) wewill use a one-zonemodel to show

numerically that there is a simple relationship between the timescale
for the grain size to increase by a factor of 𝑒 (the size 𝑒-folding time
𝑡size) and the characteristic timescale [. We will then validate this
relationship semi-analytically using equation (38) in the following
sub-section (§ 5.2).

5.1 One-Zone Model

To quantify the role of the characteristic timescale [ in grain growth,
we develop a so-called “one-zone model," where we keep the hydro
properties in a representative cell in the hydro simulation fixed and
evolve the grain size distribution in time through coagulation from
an initial distribution, keeping the dust-to-gas ratio to 0.01 (i.e., no
outflow from or inflow into the cell). The algorithm for grain growth
is identical to the one described in section § 2.3.3, but with two slight
modifications: the number of grain bins is increased to 1050, 10 times
the resolution used in the full model. This is to minimize possible
numerical effects in our model due to the discretization of grain sizes
(see e.g. Lombart & Laibe 2021). The integration time step is chosen
to be the smaller value between 1 year and the depletion time of a
grain species. This adaptive time step is implemented to speed up the
calculation with little loss of precision. For the rest of the discussion,
the hydro background is chosen to be the disk at 85,000 years, when
the disk size is between 200 and 250 au.
We first study the effects of the initial grain size power-law index

𝑞 in the Smoluchowski equation (equation 24, 21 and 22). We first
take the hydro background to be the one cell on the midplane at
26 au (referred to as the “fiducial cell” hereafter). We integrate the
Smoluchowski equation with different values of initial 𝑞 and plot the
resultant dust mass density per size decade in Fig. 11. To speed up
the calculations, we uses 𝜒 = 4 to conduct the one-zone models. The
value chosen is identical to the 𝜒 used in the increased grain growth
model (§ 4.2).

Figure 11. The distribution of grain mass density 𝜌d per log size decade as a
function of grain size at two times distinguished by line style: the solid line is
taken at 25,000 years and the dashed line at 64,000 years. Each color denotes
a different initial grain size power-law index 𝑞. The similarity of the curves
at different times and for different initial size distributions indicates that the
grain evolution is nearly self-similar in time and insensitive to the initial size
distribution. The time for the grains to grow by one order in this example is
about 19500 years (with 𝜒 = 4).

The solid lines in Fig. 11 are the solutions at 25,000 years after the
initiation of grain growth and the dashed lines are at 64,000 years.
Comparing models with different values of initial 𝑞, we find that
the solutions are self-similar in time and share almost exactly the
same shape (except in the 0.1 `m to 1 `m part, where all grains are
initialized) regardless of the initial distribution. Although in the 𝑞 = 6
case the distribution is lagging behind the other lines in moving to
the larger size end by about 4000 years, the rate at which it is moving
is the same as the other lines. These findings show that the solution to
the Smoluchowski equation in a closed environment is a self-similar,
attractive solution moving from small grain sizes to large grain sizes
as a function of time. Therefore, we define the “grain growth rate” to
be the rate that this self-similar and attractive solution moves to the
larger grain side.
In equation 38, the part of the expression that is independent of

the grain size 𝑠 and the size power-law index 𝑞 is the characteristic
timescale [, as defined in equation 35. The existence of a self-similar
and attractive solution means that the grain growth rate is solely
governed by the parameter [. For the purpose of later discussions,
we approximate the dust mass density per logarithmic size decade
𝜌𝑑,𝑖 as a function of 𝑠𝑖 as a power-law with index 𝑝𝑠 : 𝜌d,i ∝ 𝑠

𝑝𝑠
𝑖
.

From the one-zone models, we obtain 𝑝𝑠 ∼ 1.9.
Next, we seek to find a relationship between the characteris-

tic timescale [, defined in equation 35 and the rate at which the
self-similar distribution moves to the large grain side (the grain
size increase rate). To find this relationship we pick 20 cells, dis-
tributed inside the disk at radii 26, 41, 63, 97 and 150 au and angles
0, 0.01𝜋, 0.04𝜋 and 0.1𝜋 from the midplane. The cells are labeled in
the left panel of Fig. 12, where the spatial distribution of the char-
acteristic timescale [ (with the dust-to-gas ratio fixed at 0.01 and
𝜒 = 4) is plotted. The grain size distributions in the other 19 chosen
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cells are similar to that of the fiducial cell (located on the midplane
at 26 au) shown in Fig. 11, but the grain growth rates are different.
At each time, there is a grain size bin that has more mass than

any other bins. We term the grain size in this bin “the peak size" and
denote it by 𝑠peak. For example, 𝑠peak ∼ 10 `m in the fiducial cell at
25,000 years (see Fig. 11). In principle there are other ways to define
a representative grain size, such as the mass weighted average size
(Kobayashi et al. 2016). However, because the grainmass distribution
is self-similar over time, our conclusion regarding the grain growth
time scale is expected to be insensitive to how the representative grain
size is chosen, as we verified explicitly for the case of mass weighted
average size. We can fit the peak size as a function of time. Because
at the beginning of the simulation the peak size is determined by the
initial condition rather than grain growth, we only perform the fitting
using integration results when the peak size is between 10 `m and
1 mm. We fit the peak size as a function of time to

𝑠peak = exp
{
𝑡

𝑡size
+ 𝑐

}
(39)

where 𝑡size is the peak size growth timescale, which is to be fitted
together with the constant 𝑐, and 𝑡 is the time. The fitting yields a
pair of 𝑡size and 𝑐 in each cell. Because the Smoluchowski equation
is governed by the characteristic timescale [, we can fit 𝑡size and 𝑐
as functions of [. We use a simple linear regression for the fitting of
both. The best fit results are

𝑡size = 1.84 · [ (40)

and

𝑐 = −9.91. (41)

Fig. 12 shows that the peak size obtained from the fitted expression
(equation 39) agrees well with the numerical results from the one-
zone simulations. In what follows, we will validate the relationship
between 𝑡size and [ (equation 40) semi-analytically.

5.2 Semi-analytic Estimate of Grain Growth time

In the last subsection, we found that when the one-zone models
run long enough, the effects of initial conditions wear off, with all
solutions converging to 𝜌d,i ∝ 𝑠

𝑝𝑠
𝑖
, where 𝜌d,i is the mass density per

log size decade of the dust of size 𝑠𝑖 and 𝑝𝑠 ∼ 1.9 is the power-law
index of the converged self-similar solution. This self-similar and
attractive solution can also be described by a power law for the dust
number density per (linear) size bin 𝑛𝑖 ∝ 𝑠−𝑞𝑠𝑖

and note that 𝑝𝑠+𝑞𝑠 =
4 by definition.3 For a semi-analytic treatment in this subsection, we
will idealize the late-time dust mass density distribution shown in
Fig. 11 as a power-law with a sharp cut-off beyond the peak size
𝑠peak, as shown in Fig. 13.
To determine the (𝑒-folding) time 𝑡size for the peak grain size 𝑠peak

to increase by a factor of 𝑒 for the self-similar dust evolution sketched
in Fig. 13, we note that it is related to the (𝑒-folding) time 𝑡depl for
the small grains at a fixed size to deplete by a factor of 𝑒 through

𝑡size ≡
𝑑𝑡

𝑑 ln 𝑠peak
= 𝑝𝑠 𝑡depl. (42)

The depletion time 𝑡depl for grains of a given size 𝑠𝑘 is given by

𝑡depl ≡
𝑑𝑡

𝑑 ln 𝜌d,k
=

𝑑𝑡

𝑑 ln 𝑛𝑘
= −[ 𝑓 (𝑠𝑘 , 𝑠𝑠 , 𝑠𝑙 , 𝑞𝑠), (43)

3 𝜌d,i =
4
3 𝜋�̃�dm𝑠

3
𝑖
Δ𝑠𝑖𝑛𝑖 = 4

3 𝜋�̃�dm𝑠
3
𝑖
�̃�𝑠𝑖𝐴𝑠

−𝑞
𝑖

∝ 𝑠
4−𝑞𝑠
𝑖

∝ 𝑠
𝑝𝑠
𝑖
, where

Δ𝑠𝑖 = �̃�𝑠𝑖 , since our grain size bins are linear in log space. Thus 4−𝑞𝑠 = 𝑝𝑠 .

where equation 38 is used in the last equality, with the parameters 𝑠𝑠
and 𝑠𝑙 denoting, respectively, the lower and upper limit of the size
integral in the expression for the function 𝑓 (see equation 37).
We numerically integrate the function − 𝑓 (𝑠𝑘 ; 𝑠𝑠 , 𝑠𝑙 , 𝑞𝑠) for four

pairs of 𝑠𝑠 and 𝑠𝑙 , and three values of 𝑞𝑠 (including the approximate
value for the self-similar evolution, 2.1). The results are shown in
Fig. 14). For the purposes of comparison with the time scale for
the peak grain size increase obtained numerically in the one-zone
models (equation 40), the relevant values of the function 𝑓 are those
for relatively small grains (much smaller than the maximum grain
size, i.e., 𝑠𝑘 � 𝑠𝑙) because the deviation of the size distribution near
the maximum in the one-zone models is not captured by the strict
power-law with a sharp cut-off adopted here. In the relevant limit
𝑠𝑘 � 𝑠𝑙 , the value of − 𝑓 (𝑠𝑘 ; 𝑠𝑠 , 𝑠𝑙 , 𝑞𝑠) converges to 1 independent
of the choice of 𝑠𝑠 , 𝑠𝑙 and 𝑞𝑠 . Therefore, we have 𝑡depl ≈ [ from
equation (43) which, when plugged into equation (42), yields

𝑡size ≈ 𝑝𝑠 [ = 1.9 [ = 2.5
𝜌𝑔 𝑣th
𝜒 𝜌d,tot Z

, (44)

which is remarkably close to the value of 1.84 [ numerically ob-
tained from the one-zone models (see equation 40). We have used
the definition of [ (equation 35) in the last equality.
It is important to note that the time scale for the grain size increase

𝑡size depends only on the local gas quantities through the quantity [.
To give a feel for the physical value of [ (and thus 𝑡size), we scale the
disk quantities to their values in the fiducial cell (cell #1 in Fig. 12)

𝑡size ≈ 8680 year
( 0.01
𝑅d−g

) ( 𝑣th
105 cm s−1

)
( 2.5 · 10−5 cm s−2

Z

) ( 4
𝜒

)
,

(45)

where 𝑅d−g =
𝜌d,tot
𝜌g
is the local dust-to-gas ratio; 𝑣th is the gas

thermal speed, Z is the dust acceleration from gas drag defined in
equation 30. The time scale for the grain size to increase by one order
of magnitude, 𝑡size−10, would be ln(10) times longer, so that

𝑡size−10 ≈ 20000 year
( 0.01
𝑅d−g

) ( 𝑣th
105 cm s−1

)
( 2.5 · 10−5 cm s−2

Z

) ( 4
𝜒

)
.

(46)

This estimate holds as long as the grain-grain collision speed is given
by Δ𝑢𝑖 𝑗 = 𝜒Z |𝑡𝑠𝑖 − 𝑡𝑠 𝑗 |. The typical values of 𝑡size are estimated in
the discussion section (§ 6) below.

5.3 Physical Interpretation of [

As discussed above, the quantity [ defined in equation 35 is a crucial
parameter for grain growth: it is about half of the time-scale 𝑡size for
the maximum grain size to increase by a factor of 𝑒 (see equation 44).
The physical meaning of this parameter can be obtained from the
following consideration.
Since the grain mass distribution typically peaks around some size

𝑠peak (see Figs. 11 and 13), we can obtain a rough estimate of the
number density 𝑛peak of the grains with the peak size by assuming
all of the dust mass is contained in such grains:

𝑛peak ≈
3𝜌d,tot

4𝜋𝑠3peak �̃�dm
, (47)

where 𝜌d,tot is the total grain mass density and �̃�dm is the dust
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Figure 12. Left panel: the distribution of the characteristic timescale [ in units of 104 years assuming a dust-to-gas ratio of 0.01 everywhere and 𝜒 = 4 and
using the gas density 𝜌𝑔 , thermal speed 𝑣th, and the acceleration from aerodynamic drag Z at a representative time 𝑡 = 85000 years. Right panel: Fitting of the
peak grain size 𝑠peak as a function of time using equation 39. Each line corresponds to one location labeled in the left panel. The fitting agrees well the results
of the one-zone simulations, proving the validity of equation 39.

material density. This, combinedwith the cross-section 𝜋𝑠2peak, yields
the mean-free-path for a collision with grains of size 𝑠peak:

𝑙peak =
1

𝜋𝑠2peak𝑛peak
≈
4�̃�dm𝑠peak
3𝜌d,tot

. (48)

Since the grains of the peak size drift relative to gas at a terminal
speed of

𝑢d,peak = 𝜒Z
�̃�dm 𝑠peak
𝜌g 𝑢th

, (49)

we have from the definition of [ (equation 35) that

[ ≈
𝑙peak
𝑢d,peak

. (50)

In other words, the parameter [ is basically the time it takes a grain
near the peak size (where most of the dust mass resides) to collide
with another grain of comparable size, which sets the timescale for
grain growth. It is basically the same as the characteristic time of
grain-grain collision estimated by Nakagawa et al. (1981, see their
equation (9)).

6 DISCUSSION

6.1 Validity of the terminal velocity approximation

The grain velocities used in the Eulerian models are the “terminal
velocities” (equation 14) of the grains at their respective locations.
To test their validity, we compare them to those obtained from the
Lagrangian simulation, where the particle velocities are calculated
self-consistently, as described in § 2.4. Because the Lagrangian par-
ticles are usually not located at cell centers where the gas quantities
in the (Eulerian) hydro simulation are defined, we use the TSC inter-
polation algorithm (see section § 2.4) to obtain the gas quantities at

the grain locations. Fig. 15 shows the percentage difference between
the velocities in the Eulerian and Lagrangian models for mm-sized
grains (the left three panels), as well as the spatial distribution of such
grains in the 𝜒 = 4 Eulerian model (the rightmost panel). We see
that most mm-sized grains in the Eulerian model are concentrated
within the dashed-dotted line (where the gas density is greater than
4 · 10−14g cm−2), where the difference is < 1%. A larger difference
exists in the lower density regions (particularly beyond the dotted line
marking 4 · 10−15g cm−2) where mm-sized grains coming from the
envelope in one hemisphere can pass through the disk midplane to
the other hemisphere before settling back to the midplane (see, e.g.
Bate & Lorén-Aguilar 2016). Such a behavior cannot be captured by
the Eulerian model but there are very few mm-sized grains in the
envelope and the low-density part of the disk, so the difference is
inconsequential as far as grain growth is concerned. The situation
is similar for the cm-sized grains, which are concentrated in even
higher density regions. The terminal velocity approximation is even
better for the smaller grains, which are better coupled to the gas.

6.2 Slow Grain Growth in a Laminar Protostellar Disk

In a laminar disk without any turbulence, the main driver for grain
growth is the force that causes grains of different sizes to move at
different (terminal) speeds. In the vertical direction, this force is the
vertical component of the gravity acting on the grain that is balanced
by the aerodynamic drag. At a given cylindrical radius 𝑅, this force
points towards the disk midplane, and increases roughly linearly
with the distance from the midplane. Its characteristic value can be
estimated at one disk scale height ℎ = 𝑅 𝑐𝑠/𝑉𝐾 :

𝑔z,h ≈
𝐺𝑀∗
𝑅2

ℎ

𝑅
≈ Ω𝐾 𝑐𝑠 (51)
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Figure 13. Schematic of the self-similar evolution of the grain mass density
distribution as a function of size, showing the relation between the depletion
of small grains (on a time scale 𝑡depl) due to growth to larger grains and the
increase of grain size (on a timescale 𝑡size) also due to growth.

where 𝑐𝑠 =

√︃
𝑘𝑏𝑇
`𝑚𝐻

is the isothermal sound speed, 𝑉𝐾 the local
Keplerian speed, and Ω𝐾 = 𝑉𝐾 /𝑅 is the orbital frequency.
Using 𝑔z,h to approximate the dust acceleration to be balanced by

the aerodynamic drag, Z , we obtain an estimate for the grain size
𝑒-folding time at one scale height:

𝑡size,h ≈ 1.9 [ = 2.53
1

𝜒𝑅d−g

𝑣th
𝑔z,h

≈ 64
𝜒

(
0.01
𝑅d−g

)
𝑃𝐾

= 90, 000 (years)
(
1
𝜒

) (
0.01
𝑅d−g

) (
0.5𝑀�
𝑀∗

)1/2 (
𝑅

100 au

)3/2
,

(52)

where 𝑃𝐾 = 2𝜋/Ω𝐾 is the local orbital period. Note that this 𝑒-
folding time is similar to (but ∼ 2.5 times longer than) the estimate
of grain growth time given in Tanaka et al. (2005, their equation
(23)), which was taken from Nakagawa et al. (1981) but with a factor
of 4/3 removed (i.e., the value adopted in Tanaka et al. (2005) is only
75% of that of Nakagawa et al. (1981)).
We have checked the above estimate against the baseline model

without any enhancement (i.e., 𝜒 = 1) and found that the above
estimate is about 50% longer than that obtained numerically in the
model. The reason for the discrepancy is that the protostellar disk
formed in our simulation is relatively massive, with a significant
self-gravity in the vertical direction that is about half of that from
the central star at one scale height; the disk self-gravity increases the
dust settling (and thus grain-grain collision) speed somewhat, with
a corresponding reduction in the grain growth time. Nevertheless,

Figure 14. Values of − 𝑓 (𝑠𝑘 ; 𝑠𝑠 , 𝑠𝑙 , 𝑞𝑠) (equation 37). Each line is a differ-
ent choice of parameters 𝑠𝑠 , 𝑠𝑙 or 𝑞𝑠 . Each linestyle represents a different 𝑞𝑠 ,
with the dashed, solid and dotted lines have 𝑞𝑠 = 1.5, 2.1 and 2.7 respec-
tively. Note that the solid lines with 𝑞𝑠 = 2.1 fits the left half of self-similar
and attractive solution in Fig. 11 well. Each color denotes a different set
of choice of 𝑠𝑠 and 𝑠𝑙 , with values noted in the legend. The evalution of
𝑓 (𝑠𝑘 ; 𝑠𝑠 , 𝑠𝑙 , 𝑞𝑠) is only done between 𝑠𝑠 and 𝑠𝑙 . In all cases, if 𝑠𝑘 � 𝑠𝑙 ,
then − 𝑓 (𝑠𝑘 ; 𝑠𝑠 , 𝑠𝑙 , 𝑞𝑠) ≈ 1 (the horizontal dashed gray line).

the above equation provides a reasonable estimate for the grain size
𝑒-folding timescale.
Equation (52) highlights the fundamental difficulty with grain

growth from micron-sizes to mm-sizes in large (100 au-sized), lam-
inar protostellar disks revealed by our baseline model (see Fig. 5).
Increasing the grain size by a factor of 103 (from 1 `m to 1 mm)
requires 6.9 𝑒-folding times, which corresponds to ∼ 6.2× 105 years
for the fiducial stellar mass and radius adopted in equation (52). It is
significantly longer than the time scale for the Class 0 stage of star
formation of ∼ 1.6×105 years estimated by (Evans et al. 2009). If we
choose a smaller characteristic height than the pressure scale height
ℎ to evaluate the net dust acceleration to be balanced by the drag
acceleration (Z), as may be appropriate for large grains, the grain
size 𝑒−folding time would be even longer because of a smaller local
vertical gravity that would drive a slower grain-grain collision. The
longer size 𝑒−folding time would strengthen our conclusion, namely,
in order to produce a substantial amount of mm-sized grains in the
relatively short deeply embedded Class 0 phase of star formation,
the grain-grain collision speeds must be enhanced over those of the
baseline laminar case.

6.3 Enhanced Growth Through Higher Grain-Grain Collision
Speeds

To illustrate how a higher grain-grain collision speed enhances the
grain growth, we carried out a simulation with a factor of 𝜒 = 4
higher speed in § 4.2. We found that, by the time 𝑡 = 88, 750 years
(or 48,750 years after the formation of the disk and the grain growth
in it, when the disk radius reaches 250 au), about 140 𝑀⊕ of grains
have grown beyond 0.1 mm and about 15 𝑀⊕ beyond 1 mm (see
Fig. 5).
Part of the reason for the substantial grain growth in this case can

be understood from the size 𝑒-folding time 𝑡size,h at one scale height
(equation 52). For an enhancement factor of 𝜒 = 4, 𝑡size,h is reduced
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Figure 15. Left three panels: Percentage difference between the terminal velocities used in the Eulerian simulation and those calculated in the Lagrangian
simulation for mm-sized grains. The black lines are iso-density contours that are the same in each plot. Right: the spatial distribution of the mm-sized grains in
the Eulerian simulation with 𝜒 = 4, showing that such large grains are concentrated in the high density regions where the terminal velocity approximation is
good to the percent-level.

to about 22,500 years at 100 au, which is well within the timescale
for the disk to form and grow. This is reflected, for example, in Fig. 7,
which shows the progression of the grain size increase from the disk
upper surface towards the midplane at a representative cylindrical
radius 50 au, where 𝑡size,h is shorter still (about 8,000 years). The
grain size peaks around 40 `m at a height of ∼ 10 au. Most of
the grains grown at relatively large vertical heights are quickly ad-
vected towards the midplane (see Fig. 6 for an example of advection
timescale), where they grow further. Further growth near the mid-
plane may appear surprising at the first sight, because the vertical
component of the gravity 𝑔𝑧 , which drives the grain growth through
dust-gas drift at relatively large vertical heights, disappears on the
midplane.
However, near the midplane, the grains can drift radially inward

relative to the gas because of the gas pressure gradient. We can
estimate the acceleration due to this gradient as

𝑎𝑝 =

���� 1𝜌 𝑑 𝑃𝑑 𝑅 ���� ≈ 𝛼𝑝 𝑐2𝑠𝑅 ≈ 𝛼𝑝
𝑐𝑠

𝑉𝐾
𝑔z,h ≈ 𝛼𝑝

ℎ

𝑅
𝑔z,h, (53)

where 𝛼𝑝 is the exponent in the pressure distribution 𝑃 ∝ 𝑅−𝛼𝑝 ,
𝑅 the cylindrical radius, 𝑐𝑠 =

√︁
𝑃/𝜌 the isothermal sound, 𝑉𝐾 the

Keplerian speed, and 𝑔z,h ≈ Ω𝐾 𝑐𝑠 the vertical component of the
stellar gravity at one scale height (see equation 51). Using 𝑎𝑝 to ap-
proximate the dust acceleration from aerodynamic drag, Z , we obtain
an estimate for the grain size 𝑒-folding time on the disk midplane:

𝑡size,mid ≈ 1.9 [ = 2.53
1

𝜒𝑅d−g

𝑣th
𝑎𝑝

≈ 64
𝜒

(
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)
1
𝛼𝑝

1
ℎ/𝑅 𝑃𝐾

= 3 × 105 (yrs)
(
1
𝜒

) (
0.01
𝑅d−g

) (
3
𝛼𝑝

) (
0.1
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) (
0.5𝑀�
𝑀∗

)1/2 (
𝑅

102au

)3/2
.

(54)

Note that the force due to the radial pressure gradient on the
midplane is smaller than the vertical gravity at one scale height by
a factor of ∼ 𝛼𝑝 ℎ/𝑅 (or ∼ 0.3 for the adopted fiducial values of
𝛼𝑝 = 3 and ℎ/𝑅 = 0.1), which translates to a longer size 𝑒-folding
time on the midplane (by a factor of ∼ 10/3) compared to that at
one scale height, with everything else being equal. However, the
advection of dust grains towards the midplane makes the midplane
dust-to-gas ratio 𝑅d−g substantially higher than the initial value of
0.01 in the envelope, reaching 𝑅d−g ≈ 0.03 near the inner edge of the
disk and at a radius 𝑅 ≈ 50 au (see Fig. 10). The higher dust-to-gas
ratio leads to a shorter grain growth time scale.

For example, with 𝑅d−g ≈ 0.03 and 𝜒 = 4, the size 𝑒-folding
time at a radius around 50 au on the midplane becomes 𝑡size,mid ≈
8, 840 years if other parameters are held at their fiducial values. This
is significantly shorter than the disk formation and evolution time
during the Class 0 phase. The relatively short size 𝑒-folding timescale
is consistent with the fact that, at this midplane location, the majority
of the grains have already grown to a size of order 300 `m by the
time shown in Fig. 7 (46,250 years after the disk formation and the
start of grain growth; see the right-most curve).
A salient feature of the 𝜒 = 4model with an enhanced grain-grain

collision speed is that grain growth in the atmosphere of the disk at
relatively large heights can lead to a faster settling of the grown dust
to the midplane, which increases the local dust-to-gas ratio, which, in
turn, speeds up further growth there. Whether such an enhancement
of collision speed can be achieved in protostellar disks is unclear.
We believe that it is plausible during the Class 0 stage of star forma-
tion, when the protostar is expected to accrete most of its final mass.
Yen et al. (2017) estimated a mass accretion rate of order 10−6 –
10−5 M� yr−1, which is 2 to 3 orders of magnitude higher than the
typical value for classical T Tauri stars. What drives the fast accre-
tion in Class 0 disks is still unclear. If it is due to turbulent motions
(from, e.g., magneto-rotational instability; Balbus & Hawley 1991),
the required turbulent speed would be comparable to the sound speed
(i.e., with an effective 𝛼-parameter of order unity as opposed to the
typical value of 10−2 for classical T Tauri disks). It is well known
that turbulence can in principle promote grain growth by increasing
the grain-grain collision speed (Voelk et al. 1980; Markiewicz et al.
1991; Ormel & Cuzzi 2007). However, turbulence can also puff up
the vertical dust distribution, which can make the grain growth more
difficult by reducing the dust number density, particularly for rela-
tively large grains (Ohashi et al. 2021). The degree of enhancement
depends on the details of the turbulence in the Class 0 disks, which
are currently unknown. Our results highlight the pressing need to
tackle the problem of enhanced grain growth through disk turbu-
lence or other means during the earliest deeply embedded phase of
star formation.

7 CONCLUSION

Wehave studied the growth of dust grains during the formation of pro-
tostellar disks. We follow the disk formation out of the gravitational
collapse of a rotating molecular cloud core using 2D (axisymmetric)
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radiation hydrodynamic simulations, which form the basis for the
grain growth calculations that are performed as a post-processing
step. Our main conclusions are as follows:
1. We find that the so-called “terminal velocity approximation"

(equation 14) holds in most of the laminar protostellar disks, par-
ticularly the relatively dense regions that are of the most interest to
grain growth (see Fig. 15). The approximation greatly simplifies the
calculations of the dust drift speed relative to the gas and thus the
collision speeds between grains of different sizes, which control the
rate of grain growth in our simulations.
2. We find numerically that the grain-grain collision from dif-

ferential (size-dependent) terminal velocities alone is too slow to
convert a significant fraction of the grains into mm/cm sizes during
the deeply embedded Class 0 phase (§ 4.1). This difficulty is caused
by a rather long grain size 𝑒-folding time, which is estimated to be
nearly two orders of magnitude longer than the local orbital period
(or ∼ 105 years on the 100 au scale; see equation (52) and the need
for several 𝑒-folding times to grow from `m to mm sizes). Enhanced
grain-grain collision speeds are required to produce enough mm/cm
sized grains for, e.g., giant planet formation through core accretion
in the Class 0 phase.
3. We find substantial grain growth when the grain-grain collision

speed is enhanced by a factor of 4 (§ 4.2), with ∼ 15 𝑀⊕ of grains
larger than 1 mm and ∼ 140 𝑀⊕ larger than 0.1 mm when the disk
size reaches 250 au (see Fig. 5). As the grains grow bigger in the
atmosphere of the disk, they settle faster towards themidplane, which
increases the local dust-to-gas ratio, which, in turn, speeds up further
growth there. Most of the largest, mm/cm-sized grains are formed
near the midplane in the inner part of the disk (see Fig. 6).
4. If a substantial amount of mm/cm sized grains exist in Class 0

disks, as indicated by thermal dust emission at cm wavelengths and
required if planets are to form in this earliest phase of star formation,
the grain-grain collision speeds must be increased well beyond that
given by the differential (size-dependent) terminal velocities. How
this enhancement is achieved is unclear, although turbulence is a
strong possibility. Our study highlights the urgent need for quanti-
fying the level of turbulence in Class 0 disks and its effect on grain
growth.
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APPENDIX A: BROWNIAN MOTION

Brownian motion was shown to be important for the growth of small,
(sub)`m-sized grains (e.g., Suttner & Yorke 2001; Tanaka et al.
2005). In this Appendix, we consider the effects of the Brownian
motion on the grain growth in the two simulations shown in Fig. 5.
The relative speed induced by Brownian motion on two dust particles
of mass 𝑚1 and 𝑚2 is given by

Δ𝑣BM =

√︄
8𝑘𝑏𝑇
𝜋

𝑚1 + 𝑚2
𝑚1𝑚2

. (A1)

It is added to the relative speed induced by the dust-gas drift in grain
coagulation calculation. The results are shown in Fig. A1, where the
cumulative mass of the grain up to a certain grain size is plotted as
a function of the grain size for both the reference run without any
enhanced collision speed (𝜒 = 1) and with an enhancement factor of
𝜒 = 4 and with and without the Brownian motion. It is clear that the
Brownian motion increases the grain sizes at a given time somewhat,
but the increase is relatively modest. This is to be expected because
the later grain growth to larger sizes is relatively insensitive to the
size distribution of the smallest grains that are most affected by the
Brownian motion. We conclude that the inclusion of the Brownian
motion cannot explain the abundance of large mm/cm sized grains
that are inferred in young protostellar disks and additional pieces of
physics are needed.

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by the author.

Figure A1. Cumulative grain mass as a function of grain size similar to
Fig. 5 but with the Brownian motion included. The mass includes both the
grains in the active computational domain and those advected through the
inner boundary. The black and red lines are the baseline models for 𝜒 = 1
and 4 respectively without Brownian motion; the blue and green lines are the
corresponding models with Brownian motion included.
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