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ABSTRACT

We present self-similar solutions that describe the gatieihal collapse of rotating, isothermal, magnetic
molecular-cloud cores. These solutions make it possiblethk first time, to study the formation of rotationally
supported protostellar disks of the type detected arountyiyaung stellar objects in the context of a realistic sce-
nario of star formation in magnetically supported, weaklyized, molecular cloud cores. This work focuses on
the evolution after a point mass first forms at the center @mealizes previous results by Contopoulos, Ciolek,
& Konigl that did not include rotation. Our semianalytic sthe incorporates ambipolar diffusion and magnetic
braking and allows us to examine the full range of expectddbiers and their dependence on the physical pa-
rameters. We find that, for typical parameter values, thewnfirst passes through an ambipolar-diffusion shock
(at aradius,), where the magnetic flux decouples from the matter, andesptently through a centrifugal shock
(atre), inward of which a rotationally supported disk (of mads) is established. By the timey(10°yr) that
the central mashl. grows to~ 1My, ry > 10°AU, r. > 10?AU, andMg/M, < 0.1. The derived disk properties
are consistent with data on T Tauri systems, and our resufifyithat protostellar disks may well be Keplerian
also during earlier phases of their evolution. We demotesttaat the disk is likely to drive centrifugal outflows
that transport angular momentum and mass, and we show howadialy self-similar wind solution of Bland-
ford & Payne can be naturally incorporated into the disk nhodé further verify that gravitational torques and
magnetorotational instability-induced turbulence tgtlicdo not play an important role in the angular momentum
transport. For completeness, we also present solutiorthdédimiting cases of fast rotation (where the collapse
results in a massive disk with such a large outer radius thaaps the ambipolar-diffusion front) and strong
braking (where no disk is formed and the collapse resemb&tsof a nonrotating core at small radii), as well as
solutions describing the rotational collapse of ideal-M&tidl of nonmagnetic model cores.

Subject headings. accretion, accretion disks — diffusion — ISM: clouds — ISMagnetic fields — MHD —
shock waves — stars: formation

1. INTRODUCTION sink cell; this enabled them to model the collapse of notiraja
magnetic cloud cores through point-mass formation (PMHE) an
into the protostellar accretion phase. Concurrently, Gpot-
los, Ciolek, & Konigl (1998, hereafter CCK) obtained semi-
| analytic self-similar solutions that explicitly accoudtr the
effects of ambipolar diffusion and successfully reprodbite
main qualitative features of the numerical simulations Kf C
Our goal in this paper is to extend the previous work on

he post-PMF evolution of collapsing magnetic cloud cores
y including the effects of rotation. Molecular line ob-
servations (e.g., Goodman et al. 1993; Kane & Clemens
1997) have established that a majority of dengel(*cm—3)
cloud cores show evidence of rotation, with angular veiesit
~ 3x1071°-10"3s7! that tend to be uniform on scales of
~ 0.1pc, and with specific angular momenta in the range
~ 4x107%-3x 10%?cn? s~ 1. Although present, the rotation con-
tributes only a small fraction (typically no more than a fegrp
cent) to the dynamical support of these cores, and selfityiiav
mostly balanced by magnetic and thermal stresses. Durégig th
quasistatic contraction phase, the cores evidently loggi-an
lar momentum by means of magnetic braking — the magnetic
transfer of angular momentum to the ambient gas through tor-
sional Alfvén waves — and this process also tends to aligin the
angular velocity and large-scale magnetic field vectorg.(e.
Mouschovias & Ciolek 1999). Once dynamical collapse is ini-
tiated and a core goes into a near—free-fall state, the fgpeci
angular momentum is expected to be approximately consgerved

Low-mass star formation is believed to occur predominantly
in molecular cloud cores. The commonly accepted scenario is
that dense molecular clouds are supported against seffygra
by magnetic and thermal stresses. Since the gas is only yeak
ionized, the clouds are not in a strict steady state: thegteat
neutral molecules, pulled in by the force of gravity, grdtua
drift inward through the magnetic field (attached to the zexi
component and anchored in the cloud envelope) in a proces
known as ambipolar diffusion. When the mass-to-flux ratio
in the cloud core exceeds a critical value, the core undergoe
gravitational collapse to form a central protostar. Theeewo-
lution after the collapse is initiated can in general be aid
into two phases: a rapid initial dynamical contraction, ethi
proceeds nonhomologously and eventually results in the for
mation of a central point mass, followed by an accretion phas
during which the central mass gradually increases andats gr
itational field dominates a progressively larger regiornuarch
the origin. The evolution of star-forming molecular cloudss
been studied mostly through numerical simulations (seg, e.
Mouschovias & Ciolek 1999 for a review). Until recently, siee
calculations were terminated before the end of the dyndmica
collapse phase, basically at the point where radiativeptrap
near the center started to invalidate the isothermalityraps
tion adopted in these computations. However, Ciolek & Kénig
(1998, hereafter CK) circumvented this problem by treatirey
comparatively small region of radiative trapping as a antr

1 Also at the Enrico Fermi Institute, University of Chicago.
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resulting in a progressive increase in the centrifugalddhat
eventually halts the collapse and gives rise to a rotatignal
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momentum problem in star formation (analogous to the mag-
netic flux problem, except that the quantity under constitama

supported disk. These expectations are consistent with theis the specific angular momentum).

results of molecular-line interferometric observationgich
have probed contracting cloud cores on scales*—10° AU
(e.g., Myers, Evans, & Ohashi 2000; Mundy, Looney, & Welch
2000; Wilner & Lay 2000). These observations have revealed
that, on scalest 10°AU, the cores have a flattened, thick-disk
morphology and a velocity field that is dominated by infall-mo
tions (with only a modest rotational component). This maiph
ogy is consistent with numerical simulations of magnelycal
supported clouds, which have demonstrated that the gatlyapi
contracts along the field lines and maintains force equilibr
along the field even during the collapse phase (e.g., Fi&dler
Mouschovias 1993; Galli & Shu 1993; CK), including in cases
where the clouds are initially elongated in the field directi
(e.g., Nakamura, Hanawa, & Nakano 1995; Tomisaka 1996).
The observations have also established that angular mament
is by and large conserved in the infalling gas (e.g., Ohasdli e
1997) and leads to the formation of rotationally supporiskisl

on scales< 107 AU.

The pre-PMF collapse of rotating, magnetized, weakly
ionized cloud cores was previously studied by Basu &
Mouschovias (1994, 1995a,b). They found that little angula
momentum is lost during the dynamical-collapse phase latit th
the centrifugal force nevertheless does not become imptorta
prior to PMF. In the current work we focus on the post-PMF
phase of the collapse, which enables us to model the formatio
of circumstellar disks in the context of magnetic cloud sore
and to study their properties and their role in the buildup of
the central protostar. Circumstellar disks have been thdén

The emergence of a quasi-stationary, rotationally supplort
disk from a nearly freely falling, collapsing core inevitab
involves a strong deceleration of the inflowing matter, whic
almost invariably takes place in a shock. This “centrifligal
shock is distinct from the ambipolar-diffusion shock mengd
above: it is typically hydrodynamic, rather than hydromag-
netic, in nature, and it is generally located at a differest d
tance from the center. The appearance of a second shock in-
creases the complexity of the problem, and it might seem that
it could only be tackled through a multi-scale numericalisim
lation. However, we have found that it is possible to treét th
problem semianalytically by generalizing the self-simgalu-
tions presented in CCK to include the effects of rotation and
magnetic braking. Although this treatment is somewhat less
detailed than a numerical simulation, the semianalyticaagh
allows us to more readily explore the fairly extensive pagam
ter space. This approach is supported by the strong evidence
from numerical simulations that a multiscale core collapse
urally leads to a self-similar evolution. In particularigtbe-
havior has been found to describe the effectively magneie fl
and angular momentum-conserviomg-PMF collapse phase of
a rotating magnetic core seen in the aforementioned nuateric
simulations of Basu & Mouschovias (Basu 1997; Nakamura
et al. 1999; see also Narita, Hayashi, & Miyama 1984 and Li
& Shu 1997). As regards the post-PMF evolution, Saigo &
Hanawa (1998) obtained similarity solutions for flattenkedid
cores that approximate previous numerical simulationsef t
collapse of rotating clouds through the moment when a centra

~ 25-50% of pre—main-sequence stars in nearby dark cloudspoint mass could be expected to form. The good correspon-

(e.g., Beckwith & Sargent 1993), and it is likely that most of
the mass assembled in a typical low-mass young stellar bbjec
(YSO) is accreted through a disk (e.g., Calvet, Hartmann, &
Strom 2000). The study of protostellar disks is importasbal

dence between the CCK solutions and the nonrotating magneti
collapse simulations of CK further strengthens our configen
in the viability of this approach.

In relating this work to previously published results, wéeno

because they are the incubators of planetary systems, g0 the that neither the Saigo & Hanawa (1998) model nor the numeri-

properties are directly relevant to the process of planehée
tion (e.g., Wuchterl, Guillot, & Lissauer 2000). The rotatal
properties of the collapsing core are evidently also ofipaldr
relevance to the question of multiple-star formation (eBp-

cal simulations with which they compare their solutionsoinc
porate an angular momentum transport mechanism, and there-
fore they do not in practice give rise to a central point mass.
(Nevertheless, as we discuss in § 3.1, their post-PMF solsiti

denheimer et al. 2000). In the ensuing discussion we assumeorrespond to a limiting case of the more general model densi
that the collapsing core does not give rise to more than oneered in this paper.) It is also worth mentioning in this carne

stellar object; we nevertheless briefly address the issgeref
fragmentation in § 4.

The studies of CK and CCK demonstrated that ambipolar
diffusion, which is unimportant during the dynamical prighP
collapse phase, is “revitalized” after a point mass startgow
in the center and leads to a decoupling of the magnetic flux
from the inflowing gas. It was found that the “decoupling fif'on

tion that self-similar models of the gravitational colleps ro-
tating, disk-like mass distributions that incorporsiteeous an-

gular momentum transport have been constructed by Mineshig
& Umemura (1997) and Tsuribe (1999). However, the for-
mer model arbitrarily imposes an inner boundary conditiat t
does not allow mass to accumulate at the center, whereas the
latter model is restricted to the case in which the inflow sjgse

propagates outward in the form of a hydromagnetic shock (aseverywhere so low that no centrifugal shock forms. NeitHer o

originally suggested by Li & McKee 1996) and that this praces
can go a long way toward resolving the magnetic flux problem
in star formation (the several-orders-of-magnitude dipancy
between the empirical upper limit on the magnetic flux of a
protostar and the flux associated with the corresponding mas
in the pre-collapse core). By incorporating rotation irite pic-
ture, we can study how this issue is affected by the formatfon

these models therefore provides a realistic frameworkttatys
ing star formation in rotating molecular cloud cores.

The plan of this paper is as follows. In § 2 we formulate the
problem, discuss the adopted approximations, and degtibe
self-similar model. In § 3 we present illustrative solusonr-
dered by increasing level of complexity, which isolate eliént
aspects of the full problem. We use the flexibility afforded b

a disk. Furthermore, as our model includes angular momentumour semianalytic approach to examine the dependence of the

transport (by the large-scale magnetic field), which is iauc
for enabling mass to accumulate in the center and form a proto
star (see § 2.1), we are also in a position to address theangul

results on the efficiency of ambipolar diffusion and magneti
braking and to elucidate the interplay between these twe pro
cesses. We give a general discussion of these solutionsfand o
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their astrophysical implications in § 4, where we also cdesi  p; be proportional to the square root of the neutral mass densit
the production of centrifugally driven disk outflows. Oumeo  (which is essentially equal to the total gas dengity In this
clusions are summarized in 8§ 5. case, the ratig of the neutral-ion momentum-exchange time
scalery; to the nominal self-gravity free-fall timgnGp) /2

is independent of density and can be treated as a corfstdnis.
2.1. Formulation of the Problem behavior is found at comparatively low densities, when mole
ular ionization by cosmic rays (at a rate= 10~17¢_1757 1) is
balanced by rapid dissociative recombination of the mdécu
ions and the dominant positive charges are metal ions (forme
by a charge-exchange reaction between molecularions and ne
tral metal atoms and destroyed by recombination on grain sur

2. SELFSIMILAR MODEL

Our basic model setup is the same as in CCK. We con-
sider an isothermal, disklike core that contracts in thdalad
direction while maintaining a vertical hydrostatic egfilum
at all times. As noted in § 1, this behavior was found in nu-
merical simulations of isothermal cores that are initialyp- . ;
ported against gravitational collapse by a large-scakdered faces). For grains of ra(_juaas: O'l.“m' atemperaturé = 10 K,
magnetic field. Nonmagnetic simulations (e.g., Norman; Wil and t-r~ this scaling 9§P"es<r°“%h'yfg neutral _part|cle
son, & Barton 1980; Narita, Hayashi, & Miyama 1984; Mat- densities bet_vveerp 1Q4cm and 5 10°cm (e.g., Ciolek
sumoto, Hanawa, & Nakamura 1997) have established that ro-& Mouschovias 1998; Kamaya & Nishi ZQOO)' These v_al-
tation could further contribute to the tendency of a coredb fl ues of T z_ind h characterize the outer regions O.f collf'ipsmg
ten as it contracts so long as the specific angular momentumt®®s: ty_p1|</:2ally on scalez 16°AU (e.g., CK). In this regime,
is approximately conserved. In restricting gas motionsin o 7~ 0.2§_ 15"
model to the plane of the flattened core, we preclude thepossi  The numerical models of CK extended to scafe40AU,
bility that matter can reach the center from above (or betbe) ~ where densities> 10'°cm~2 were attained. In the case of a
disk, and this, in turn, implies that a point mass can fornhm t  rotationally supported disk, even higher densities areetqul
center only if there exists a mechanism for removing angular on these scales. At such high densities, grains are typittad!
momentum from the inflowing gas. There have also been mod-dominant carriers of both positive and negative charged, an
els in which the complementary view has been adopted, viz., their densities also scale a¥? (e.qg., Nishi, Nakano, & Ume-
new mass is added to the protostar and its circumstellar diskbayashi 1991). Assuming, for the sake of illustration, that
only from above and below the disk plane (e.g., Terebey, Shu,charged grain distribution is dominated by a populatiomadi
& Cassen 1984; Yorke, Bodenheimer, & Laughlin 1993). These (PAH-like) singly charged particles of radiagsee Neufeld &
models tend to produce rotationally supported disks whoseHollenbach 1994), we can deduce the charged-grain number
masses are comparable to that of the central star, even if andensityn,. from the ionization balance relation
gular momentum transport within the disk is taken into actou
(e.g., Cassen & Summers 1983; Lin & Pringle 1990). How- skT \ /2 &
ever, most observed protostellar disks in nearby dark sloud ¢n=r(2a)’n ( ) (1+ —> ; 1)

X > . TMyr 2akT
have masses (estimated from dust emission or, when passible
from a direct measurement of the disk velocity field) that are
significantly smaller £ 10%) than the protostellar mass (e.g.,
Beckwith & Sargent 1993). As we demonstrate in § 3, such
low-mass systems can form naturally when mass flows into the
central region primarily in the disk plane. Given that tt8s i
the expected situation for magnetically regulated cordresn

wheremy, = 2ra3ps/3 (with ps ~ 2.3gcnT3) is the reduced
grain mass. Taking as fiducial valuas= 10*n;,cm—2 and

T = 10°T»K at a distance ~ 10AU from the center of a ro-
tationally supported protostellar disk, we can neglecf#ator

1 in comparison with the second term in the last parentheses

: Lo ) X ; N on the right-hand side of equation (1) (which accounts fer th
tion and _that the.d'Sk“ke conﬂguraﬂons pr(_adlcted in tases electrostatic attraction between the recombining grainsg
are consistent with observations of collapsing cloud cores 1/471/4.1/2 1/2 3 .
consider this approximation to be adequate for capturieg th then getny ~ 15.8(a/5A)Y*T,”"¢7/Zny;" cm3. Assuming
essence of protostellar-disk and star formation. that the small grains are characterized by the same rate cpef

The isothermality assumption was justified in the work of ficient for momentum transfer through gelastlc fcatterlngwm

CK and CCK on the grounds that it generally applies so long Neutrals as metal iongdv) ., ~ 1.7x10" cm’s; see War-
as the density remains below10°cm~23, which for a typical dle & Ng 1999), we obtaim ~ o,o7§:i;z'r2—1/4(a/5A)fl/4 in
nonrotating collapse is the case on scalésAU. This assump-  this density regime. Ambipolar diffusion will dominate Olim
tion is less tenable in the present work because, when a-quasidiffusivity so long as the grain Hall parametgg. (the ratio
stationary, centrifugally supported disk forms, it has gns of the cyclotron frequency to the collision frequency witua
icantly higher column density at a given radius than a nearly trals) exceeds 1. Adopting a fiducial magnetic field strermgth
freely falling configuration, with the result that radiaitrap- r =10AU of B=0.3G, we find3+. ~ 0.7(B/0.3G) /ny, which
ping already occurs on scalgs10? AU (e.g., Wardle & Konigl we expect to climb securely above 1 as the density contirues t
1993). Irradiation by the central protostar tends to migghis decrease with increasimgWe thus infer that both the low- and
effect and establish vertical isothermality in the outgioes of the high-density regimes of our model collapsing coresezorr
the disk, but, in turn, it leads to a moderately strofigqr —*/2) spond to ambipolar diffusion that is amenable to self-@mil
variation of the disk temperature with radius (e.g., D'Aleset scaling. The intermediate density regime will depart frdms t
al. 1998). However, since thermal stresses turn out notatp pl scaling (e.g., Nishi et al. 1991), and it is also likely toohxe
a major role in the core-collapse dynamics, the assumpfion o significant contributions from the Hall current term in Olsm’
isothermality (which is required for self-similarity) itlikely law (e.g., Wardle & Konigl 1993; Wardle & Ng 1999). Nev-
to introduce significant inaccuracies into the results. ertheless, given that our bracketing values of the paramete

Another requirement for self-similarity is that the ion dénp vary by only one order of magnitude (assuming thatlies in

2 Our dimensionless ambipolar diffusion parameter ,; (4rGp)'/2 is smaller than the one used in CCK by a facté2.
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the range~ 1-10) across- 8 orders of magnitude in density,
we may expect our diffusivity parameterization to yield lijua
tatively meaningful results on all scales betweed0AU and
~ 10*AU.

Just as in CCK, we take the initial £ 0) state of our model
core to coincide with the endpoint of the pre-PMF collapse

phase, which is characterized by a radial scaling of the sur-

face density> and the vertical magnetic field componddjt

o r~! and by spatially constant radial inflow velochy(t =

0) = ueC (whereC is the isothermal speed of sound) and mass
accretion rateMg = —A(UC3/G). In the presence of rota-
tion, this state also exhibits a uniform azimuthal speedc&i
the latter is typically much smaller than the speed of sound
C ~ 0.19(T/10K)/?kms~1, we normalize our initial state as
in CCK based on the nonrotational collapse simulations of CK
(up = —1 andA ~ 3). We determine the initial value &f;/C
(which we denote byp) from the expression

AQL,C A Qb
N~ = 015( 2 ) (a0
Vo v/GBes (3) <2><10—14radsl) 8
C Bref -
2
% (0.19km91) <3OMG> @

(see Basu 1997), whef®, and By are, respectively, the uni-
form background angular velocity and magnetic field strengt
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is required for the construction of a self-similar model. In
order for the steady-state expression (3) to be applicaivde,
Alfvén travel time in the external medium over the initial ra
dius of the cloud should be less than the evolutionary time
scale~ r/|V;| (which, for a rotationally supported disk, is es-
sentially the local magnetic braking time). Our represeérda
rotationally supported disk models typically hajwg| < 0.1C
(with |V;| — 0 asr — 0), whereas, for a nominal temperature of
10K, Vaext/C = 5. These estimates indicate that the assump-
tion of rapid braking should not lead to gross errors even if i
is not everywhere strictly correct. In our models we use the p
rameterizatioVa ext = C/a, with a = 0.1 adopted as a typical
value.

We will be interested in evaluating the effects of magnetic
braking in regions where rotation already plays a dynaryical
significant role, so thaf); > Q,. We can therefore drof2y
in equation (3), which will make it possible to incorporatést
equation into a self-similar formulation. The anticipaied
crease irf); with decreasing (o< r —%2 when a Keplerian disk
is formed) will in general mak&, s the dominant field com-
ponent at the surface as the central point mass is approached
(This situation is not encountered in the pre-PMF phase; see
Basu & Mouschovias 1994.) We expect, however, that vari-
ous magnetohydrodynamic instabilities (in particulateinal
kinks) will intervene to prevent the azimuthal field compone

Based on the range of measured core angular velocities (segrom greatly exceeding the poloidal componeh®e therefore

§ 1),V could be a factor- 5 larger or smaller than the fiducial
value adopted in equation (2).

impose a cap on the azimuthal field in the foiBg s| < 6B;. In
our models we usually sét= 1 — this choice, in fact, also

We assume that magnetic braking, which regulates the corecorresponds to the typical value {8, ¢| /B, obtained in our

rotation prior to its collapse, remains the dominant angula-

model for a rotationally supported, diffusive disk when ¢as

mentum transport mechanism also during the subsequent evopected) the vertical angular momentum transport is dorehat

lution. [A centrifugally driven disk wind may, however, dem
inate the angular momentum transport in the rotationalfy su
ported disk. In § 3 we argue that this is, indeed, a likely pos-
sibility, and in Appendix C we show that this mechanism can
be incorporated into our model without significantly modifty

the basic formulation.] We adopt the approach articulated b
Basu & Mouschovias (1994) for the pre-PMF collapse phase.
The torque per unit mass on the slab-like core (of surfacesmas
densityX) can be approximated mB,B, s/27%, whereB; is

the vertical field component at the midplane @8yl is the az-
imuthal field component at the surfaze H (assumindd < r).

The latter can be estimated from the relation

PN T

where ¥(r) is the magnetic flux threading the core within a
radiusr, Vi 4 = rQ}; is the azimuthal speed of the core ions,
andVp ex: is the speed with which the torsional Alfvén waves

by a centrifugally driven wind (see § 4 and Appendix C).

2.2. Basic Equations

We represent the collapsing core as a thin disk surrounding a
point massVlc. We use cylindrical coordinatés ¢,z) centered
on the point mass, with the disk midplane givenzy 0. The
disk has a column densily, mass density, and half-thickness
H defined byX = 2Hp. The total mas$/(r) enclosed within
the radiug is then given byM(r) = M¢+ 27 for S(r’)r'dr’, and
we denote its time derivative by. The disk velocity field
V(r) has radial and azimuthal components, with the latter giv-
ing rise to a specific angular momenture= rV,. We assume
that the disk is threaded by an open magnetic field that is sym-
metric with respect to the midplane [i.&; =0 atz=0 and
Brs(H) = —B;s(—H) at the disk surfacez & +H), and simi-
larly for B,]. The magnetic flux enclosed within the radius
given by ¥ (r) = ¥+ 27rf0r B,(r")r'dr’, where¥. denotes the

that effect the magnetic braking propagate in the externalflyx trapped inside the central point mass.

medium. Equation (3) is the same as equation (26) in Basu &

Mouschovias (1994), whel e« iS also treated as a constant,
except that we substituted the ion speed for the bulk (nButra
speed to take account of the possibility that the ions (iriacty

In Appendix A we write down the basic disk equations, in-
tegrate them ovez while retaining all terms of orded /r, and
then go on to justify the omission of some of ##H /r) terms
in the interest of greater simplification. The result of thewa-

the magnetic field is frozen) are not well coupled to the neu- pjpuylations is the following set of equations,

tral core component (see Mouschovias & Paleologou 1986 and

Konigl 1987).

The assumption of a constauf e« iS consistent with the-
oretical models of magnetically supported clouds as well as
with empirical data, which indicate th& ex ~ 1kms™? in

molecular clouds over at least 4 orders of magnitude in den-

sity (~ 10°-10’cm~3; e.g., Crutcher 1999). This assumption

0¥ 10

EJr;g(rVrE):m 4)
N N C?9x B, oB,\ 2
& Ve TS S o T (Bf-S‘HW)ﬂ—s’ ®)
8 83 IBBys
Vo T o ©)

3 As we discuss in § 3.2.3, we also do not expect the radial ciffald component to greatly exceed the vertical fldinder realistic circumstances.



COLLAPSE OF ROTATING MAGNETIC CLOUD CORES

and
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r ~ 6 x 10%cm (= 400 AU) whent = 10%yr (the characteris-
tic age of a Class 0 YSO) and to a distarce 6 x 10%cm
(= 4000AU) whert = 10°yr (the characteristic age of a Class
1 YSO).

CCK demonstrated that ambipolar diffusion can be incorpo-
rated into a self-similar model when  p'/2. When rotation

which express mass, radial momentum, and angular momentums present, we find that magnetic braking can similarly be in-

conservation, and vertical hydrostatic equilibrium, exgjvely.

Under the assumption that the magnetic field evolution is
governed by ambipolar diffusion, one can regard the magneti
field lines as being frozen into the ions. The latter move with
velocity V; and drift with respect to the bulk (neutral) gas com-
ponent at the drift velocity/p = V; — V. By balancing the
Lorentz force on the ions with the ion—neutral collisionedgl
force, one can solve for the componentd/ef

TmBZ 8BZ
Vo, = B H 8
Dr = 22<‘S ar> ®)
1 B,B
Vo = "o (9)
We then have
8\11
=27V B, = —27r (Vr +Vp. r) B, . (10)

As in CCK, we adopt the monopole approximations @er
andB; s,

GM(r,t
g = MY (1)
U(r,t)
Bo= D2 (12)

which considerably simplify the calculations and are not ex
pected to introduce any significant errors (see also Li & Shu
1997, Saigo & Hanawa 1998, CK, and Tsuribe 1999).

For the azimuthal magnetic field component, we use equa-
tion (3) in the limitV; , /r > Qy, together with equation (9), and
impose the bounding condition 0B s| discussed at the end of

§ 2.1. We then obtain
—-1
(1+ > ;5821 . (13)

2.3. Saf-Smilar Equationsin Nondimensional Form

WB i

: V,
Bys=—min|—
¢ 27225V p ext

7"'rZVA,ext

We introduce a similarity variabbe and a set of nondimen-
sional flow quantities that depend only xn

x=r/Ct, (14)

H(r,t) =Cth(x), ©(r,t)=(C/2xGt)o(x),  (15)

Vi (r,t) =Cu(x), Vy(r,t) =Cv(x), (16)

gr(r,t) = (C/H)g(x), I(rt) =C?j(x), 17)

M(r,t) = (C3/G)m(x), M(r,t)=(C}/G)m(x),  (18)
B(r,t) = (C/GY?t)b(x),¥(r,t) = (2nC3%/GY?)y)(x) . (19)

These definitions extend the set used in CCK to the rotational
case (which involves the dimensionless azimuthal spesst
specific angular momentui) — note, however, that the vari-
ablesh, u, o, andy = o/b; in the present paper were denoted
by h, v, a, and ), respectively, in CCK. To help relate our re-
sults to real protostellar systems, we observe that, fofidur

cial value ofC (= 0.19kms™1), x= 1 corresponds to a distance

cluded ifVa ext = const. The nondimensional model parameters
that control the strength of these two effects arand«, re-
spectively (see § 2.1). [A self-similar formulation is alsos-
sible if angular momentum transport is due to anviscosity,”

v = assCH (Shakura & Sunyaev 1973), wh€and the param-
eterass (< 1) are constant. This was noted by Tsuribe (1999)
in the special case whek¢ has the value appropriate to a Ke-
plerian disk, and by Mineshige & Umemura (1997) in the case
whenH has the value appropriate to a self-gravitating disk (al-
though the latter authors requiredsH /r, rather thamss, to

be a constant).] With the above expressions for the similar-
ity variables, and defining als@ = x — u for convenience, the
structure equations can be rewritten in the following nomet-
sional, self-similar form:

du lde 1
&”(3& ;>, (20)
1ds _ b db,\ j2 wA
(1—\/\/2);&_ <brs hdx)+ﬁ -~ @D
21.1/2_—3/2 db,

W — xwhy,+ nxb2h 20 bis—hp? ) =0, (22)

dj 1
W (j —xbbys/o) , (23)

. -1
.| 20)] 2amh 24, )

by s = —mln{ v (1+ RN ;obz o, (24)
m= xwo, (25)
M= —Xuo, (26)

dm
& Xo, (27)

d
S (28)
g=—nyx (29)
and

br.s == ZZJ/XZ . (30)

The disk half-thicknesk can be found from the vertical hy-
drostatic equilibrium condition, which yields

ome
X3
The solution of this quadratic equation is

8 >1/2

brsdb)hz (bZs+ b5 s+0*)h—20=0. (31)

&x3
2rn,
whereriy = m. — by s(db,/dx) /o andé = o + (b2 + b2 ) /0.

Equation (32) implies thah — 2/0, (2/m.)¥?x%?, and
20/[br2_5+ bj,’s] in the limits where self-gravity, central-mass

h= 1+ (1+ : (32)
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gravity, and magnetic stresses, respectively, dominateetti- Our “standard” solutions, corresponding to the fiducial pa-

cal squeezing of the disk. rameter values, are presented in § 3.2.1 for the IMHD case and
As discussed in § 2.1, the initial £ 0) conditions [which in § 3.3.1 for the AD case. We also present solutions in the

in the self-similar model also represent the outer asyrigptot limit when the initial rotation is very fast and magnetic kireg

(r — o) values] correspond to a collapsing core just before is either nonexistent (§ 3.1) or comparatively inefficiéB(2.2

PMF. Thus we require and 8§ 3.3.2 for the IMHD and AD cases, respectively). Under
A - these conditions the rotationally supported disk becomiely f
oc— —,b,— —, u—uUy, V= Vy asx— oo, (33) extended and its mass greatly exceeds that of the centeaitobj
X Ho Another “extreme” type of a solution is obtained in the oppo-

whereA, 110, Up, andvp are constants. As discussed in § 2.1, site limit, when the initial rotation is braked so efficignthat
our fiducial values foA (= 3) andup (= —1) are the same as | is effectively reduced to zero at a finite valug)(of x. In this
those used by CCK; they are based on the results of numericalimit, too, we present solutions for both the IMHD (8 3.2.8)la
simulations of nonrotating cores and are compatible with ob AD (8§ 3.3.3) cases. These configurations are effectivelymon
servations. We similarly adopt the CCK choijgg=2.9. Our  tating (and thus resemble the CCK solutions) Xot. x;, and
reference values for the uniform initial rotatiggare based on  they do not feature either a centrifugal radius or a Kepieaie:
the range of measured core angular velocities and typicaticl ~ cretion disk; instead, matter accretes directly onto thereé
parameters that enter into the estimate (2). object at a supersonic speed.

3. RESULTS 3.1. Nonmagnetic Rotational Collapse

We have studied three distinct cases of rotational core col- This problem was already treated in detail by Saigo &
lapse, which we present in this section in order of increpsin  Hanawa (1998); it is included here for reference and compari
complexity. They are: (1) A purely hydrodynamical collapse son, and to serve as a starting point.
with no mechanism for angular momentum transport (§ 3.1);  In the absence of magnetic fields or of any other means
(2) An ideal-MHD (IMHD) collapse, which incorporates mag- of angular momentum transport, the self-similar collapse i
netic braking but does not include any magnetic field diffitgi characterized byj/m = @, where ® is a constant fixed by
that could prevent the buildup of a central magnetic monepol the initial conditions ¢ = vo/A). The inner asymptotic so-

(8 3.2); (3) an MHD collapse that includes ambipolar diftusi ~ lution (x — 0) is given byo = E/x andm = Ex, with E =
(AD; § 3.3). The latter model is able to reproduce the basic ob [1 + (1 — 492)1/2]/(2#2). Numerically, we proceed by ap-
servational features of rotationally supported protdestelisks plying the initial conditions akmax = 10? and integrating the

and their central YSOs. differential equations toward smaller valuesxofintil the ex-
Our models have many features in common, arising from the pected location of; (see eq. [36] below) is reached. There we
basic interplay between the centrifugal force and grauity- impose the isothermal shock jump condition described in Ap-

tially and at large distances from the center (i.e., fordarglues pendix B.1, and continue the integration until the asyniptot
of X), gravity is stronger than the centrifugal force and matter solution is approximately fulfilled. The exact valuexgfis ob-

falls in at a high, supersonic speed. In this regime> m, tained iteratively by enforcing the matching to this asyotigt
and self-gravity dominates over attraction by the centtal o  solution to a high precision.
ject. A very different behavior characterizes small valogs. Figures 1 and 2 show profiles of mass, column density, and

Typically, the innermost region constitutes a Kepleriaorae radial speed for two kinds of initial rotation: a typicah& 0.1)

tion disk, where gravity approximately balances the cértri  and a rapid\{p = 1) one. In both cases the centrifugal shock is
gal force and where the infall speed is low and subsonic. The very abrupt, producing a large increase in column densityaan
transition between the supersonic and subsonic inflow regim sudden decrease in inflow speed. In the case with fastealiniti
is achieved through a shock, which is located at the poit (  rotation, the effect of the centrifugal barrier is so strahat it
where the infalling matter encounters a centrifugal bartfie forces the radial velocity to change sign below, to u > 0
ward of this shock the column density increases signifigantl (indicating a backflow), as shown in Figure 2. The centrifu-
forming a dense accretion disk. The location of the centrifu gal shock thus separates regions of infall and backflowaitsst
gal shock roughly coincides with theentrifugal radius, which stationary in self-similar coordinates, implying that iowes

is the largest radius where the gravitationahf/x?) and cen- outward in physical space. This phenomenon was already dis-
trifugal (j2/x3) accelerations are in approximate balance (e.g., cussed in Saigo & Hanawa (1998). By trying a few other values
Basu 1998). In fact, we find that the point where the equal- of vy (but keeping the other parameter values unchanged), we
ity j2(x)/m(x) = x is first satisfied as the matter flows in yields have found thaty = 0.5 is too small to produce a backflow but
a value that is only a slight{ 4%) overestimate of the actual thatvy = 0.8 is already large enough.

shock location in both the IMHD and AD cases when (as isthe  An interesting behavior exhibited by these solutions (and
case in our typical modelsi(x.) =~ m.. The value of the cen-  standing out particularly in Fig. 1) is the development ofasm
trifugal radius is sometimes estimated from the 0 expres- “plateau” when the infall speed starts to increase abowaiitsr
sions for the surface density and angular momentum profiles.asymptotic X > 1) value. This behavior is generic to all ex-
This estimate could be rather inaccurate since it does rot ac cept our fast-rotation solutions (8§ 3.2.2 and § 3.3.2) amdbea
count for the mass accumulation at the center or for the Ibss o understood as follows. According to equations (25) and,(26)
angular momentum that the infalling matter experiences eve m= ox(x— u) andm= —oxu. These equations are consistent
before it reaches the centrifugal radius. We discuss mang-ac ~ with the outer asymptotic solutian= Ax = ox? andu = ug < 0

rate estimates of. in the following subsections. (eq. [33]) only so long a% > |u| (in which casem>> m). This

4 CCK employed an expression similar to equation (31), extiegitthey omitted the magnetic terms. Their solutionHahus has the same form as equation (32),
but with e andé replaced byme ando, respectively.
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FiG. 1.— Self-similar solution for a nonmagnetic rotationallapse. The
variations of the normalized radial infall speed, surface density, and total
massamare plotted as functions of the similarity variableThe initial (or outer
asymptotic boundary) conditions correspond to the pamanvetues, = 0.1,
A =3, andug = —1. The centrifugal shock is locatedxat= 7.5x103. No
central mass forms in this case on account of the assumedflaciy angular-
momentum transport mechanism.
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FIG. 2.— Same as Fig. 1, except that the azimuthal-velocityrpatervy is
increased from 0.1 to 1. Note the change in the sigmaxross the centrifugal
shock in this case and the comparatively large value ¢£0.63).

inequality breaks down whexbecomes small enough that it
drops belowju|. This point marks the approximate outer edge
of the mass plateau, and we labekit. Its value can be esti-
mated by setting

Xpl ~ |U0| ) (34)

although typically|u| is already somewhat larger thaum| at
that point. The plateau mass can then be approximated by

M1 2 (A/Xp1)Xpl (Xp1 — Uo) & 2|UgA. (35)
For x < xpi, |u| > x, and hencen~ m and (using eq. [27])
dm/dx = ox < m/x. The latter inequality accounts for the ap-
pearance of the plateau in the logarithmic plotsroés. x. If
X/ %pl is sufficiently small, then, in the plateau reginhe|, ap-
proaches the free-fall value correspondingrte: m,. Hence,
once|u| comes to exceed, their ratio increases rapidly with
decreasing, and the mass plateau is quickly established. The
derivation of equations (34) and (35) is independent of #e d
gree of magnetization of the flow, and the expression (3%gthe
fore also provides an excellent first guessrgfin our fiducial
magnetic solutions that involve point-mass formation. Séhe
results do not, however, apply to the fast-rotation cases co
sidered in § 3.2.2 and § 3.3.2, where a plateau does not form
because the centrifugal shock is established befdrecomes
< |u|, and where the central mass is typically smaller than that
of the disk.
Setting j/m = ® and m ~ my in the expressionx; ~
(j/m)?m, we infer
Xe ~ 2|Uo]VB/A. (36)

We have used this expression to obtain the initial guessiin ou
numerical calculation. For the parameters of Figure 1 giviss

Xe ~ 7 x 1073, which is seen to be an excellent approximation
to the actual value. This estimate is only applicabbe i X,

i.e., forvo < (A/2)Y2. This condition is still marginally satis-
fied in the solution presented in Figure 2.

The inner asymptotic solution of this model precludes the
formation of a point mass. As the azimuthal speednnot di-
verge ax — 0, j = vx must vanish at the origin. To form a cen-
tral object withm. # 0, a braking mechanism that alloyygsm
to decrease as— 0 is required. The absence of such a mech-
anism explains the linear decline of with x at small values
of x (which for the parameters used in Figs. 1 and 2 effectively
starts already ax;). It may also be expected that a braking
mechanism will lead to a more gradual radial deceleratien, r
ducing or even altogether preventing the backflow exhildited
the rapid-rotation solution shown in Figure 2. In the follogy
subsections we examine to what extent these expectatiens ar
met in the presence of magnetic braking.

3.2. Ideal-MHD Rotational Collapse

In this section we present an IMHD model for magnetic brak-
ing based on the formalism described by equations (20)--(31)
in which we set) = 0.

The existence of a braking mechanism leads to a qualitative
change in the character of the solutions. In contrast to ¢time n
magnetic solution presented in § 3j¥m s not a constant in
this case, and magnetic braking allows a central mass to form
despite the initial presence of rotation.

Flux freezing under the ideal-MHD assumption implies that
b, = o/p andy = m/ u, wherep, the nondimensional mass-to-
flux ratio, is a constant (equal to its initial valug). It is also
convenientto introduce the auxiliary constant (1— p~2)1/4,
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which is useful for describing the effect of the magnetidudi
tion” of the gravitational field (Shu & Li 1997).

There are two qualitatively different sets of asymptotie re
lations for the inner regionx(— 0) of this model. The first
set, presented in equations (37)—(42) below, applies todghe

KRASNOPOLSKY AND KONIGL

lection of the point;, which is achieved iteratively. (Incorrect
choices ofx; produce numerical solutions with a spontaneous
singularity at some point & x < X, similar to those found in

Li 1998.) As the value of the central mass is not known before
the numerical integrations start, we adopt~ my (eq. [35])

figurations described in 8 3.2.1 and § 3.2.2. The second setas an initial guess that is refined iteratively until conesrce is

presented in § 3.2.3, applies only in the strong-braking.cas
Both of these sets describe the formation of a dynamicaly-do
inant central mass and a split-monopole field. However, tRe fi
set represents a rotationally supported disk, whereagtiond
one depicts a nonrotating, supersonic inflow.

The disk-like inner asymptotic solution is

m=m=m, (37)

= e/ 2x 2, (38)

U=w~=— (25)1/2@/%—1@—1)(1/4’ (39)

—bys/6 =, =0/ = pmg/*(20) /x4, (40)
brs= P/XE =me/(ux?), (41)

h= 20 /b2, = pulmg ¥/4(2/8)/2x14. (42)

These equations represent an essentially Keplerian digari
ticular, the expression for differs from that of a purely Kep-
lerian system only by the magnetic-dilution facfo [which,
however, remains close to 2:(0.94) for our fiducial value of
1o]. The j profile corresponding to such a disk implies that
j/m decreases with decreasing The magnetic braking re-
quired to account for this change from the initial distribuat
fixes the strength and radial power-law index of the magnetic
field component$, andb, s. The flux-freezing condition then
determines the value af, and the mass conservation relation,
in turn, yields the expression for

The behavior of the IMHD solutions is determined primar-
ily by the magnitude of the initial rotation and the strength
the magnetic braking. We consider three qualitativelyedéht
cases: a typical collapse in which both effects are relevest

most scales (8 3.2.1); a limiting case corresponding to weak

braking and fast rotation (8 3.2.2); and another limitingecan
which very strong braking is capable of eliminating rotatad-

together by the time the flow reaches a finite distance from the

origin, resulting in the formation of an inner nonrotatimgtow
zone (8 3.2.3).

The method used to solve the differential equations is essen
tially the same as that used in § 3.1. For the initial guess of
the value ofx; we again use the estimate (36). Although mag-
netic braking does operate in this case, the deviatiof/of
from its x> 1 asymptotic value remains relatively small in the
rangex > X, and the approximation obtained for the nonmag-
netic case remains fairly good (as evidenced by the facthieat
value ofx. in the solution presented in Fig. 3 differs by a fac-
tor of less than 2 from its value in Fig. 1). The discontirasti
in the variablesr, b,, andu across the shock are estimated us-
ing the appropriate shock jump conditions. For the typieakc
(8 3.2.1) the shock occurs in a region whire 20 /b?, and the
“magnetically squeezed shock” jump conditions descrived i
Appendix B.3 are applicable. In the fast-rotation case 2823.
the shock is located sufficiently far away from the originttha
a generalized (to include magnetic effects) isothermatisho
(Appendix B.2) provides a better approximation. (The isstie
shock jump conditions is not relevant to the strong-braking
flow considered in § 3.2.3, since no centrifugal shock fonms i
that case.) Asin § 3.1, a successful convergence of the@olut
atXx < X to its asymptotic X — 0) form requires a correct se-

attained.

3.2.1. Fiducial Solution

The results for this case are presented in Figure 3. For the
fiducial parametersy = 0.1, « = 0.1, andj = 1, rotation and
braking are both moderate. Magnetic braking is strong ehoug
to prevent shock formation in the region where self-gravity
dominates (as in § 3.2.2), but it is not so strong as to prevent
the shock from forming altogether (as in § 3.2.3). The céntri
gal shock thus occurs well inside the region where the centra
mass dominates the gravitational field, witlix;) ~ m.. The
disk that forms foix < x. is thus essentially Keplerian and has
an angular momentum profijex x1/2. The large inclination of
the magnetic field lines to the disk surface indicated by the i
ner asymptotic solutiorb{s/b, oc x~3/% asx — 0; see egs. [40]
and [41]) suggests that the disk would likely drive a centrif
gal wind from its surfaces, which would redute. We neglect
this effect in the present discussion, but we consider it th §
and Appendix C in relation to the ambipolar-diffusion fideici
solution.

The evolution of the inflow can be characterized by dividing
the range ok into four regions, which are, in order of decreas-
ing distance from the center:

Self-gravity—dominated region. For the largest values of
the initial value of the ratigj/m (= 0.033) is still conserved,
andm, which is still much larger than its central value, is pro-
portional tox.

Free-fall region. After a transition region, wher¢/m de-
creases slightly from its initial value on account of magnet
braking, bothmand | enter a plateau (at~ xp; see eq. [34]).
They become independent &f with valuesm, = 6.2 and
jp = 0.18 (corresponding tg/m = 0.028). These computed
values can be substituted into the expression jp|2/mp| to
provide a refinement of the estimate (36) for the location of
the centrifugal shock. As can be seen from a comparison of
this value with the computed result (listed in the captioRitp
3), the approximation is excellent (as is the corresponelere
tween the value ofi, and that ofm:). Near the inner edge of
this region, the centrifugal force starts to exceed gravity

The centrifugal shock. The outer edge of this region is
where the variables, u, andb, undergo the discontinuities
prescribed by the shock jump conditions of Appendix B.3.
Just inside the discontinuity the column density becomeg ve
large, but it then rapidly decreases toward its asymptaarn
Keplerian value. The infall speed decreases rapidly, btisoo
strongly as to produce any backflow (i.e.remains< 0 for
all x). Itis in this postshock transition zone that the angular
momentum makes the final adjustment to its asymptotic, mag-
netically diluted, Keplerian value: this sudden bout ofking
is triggered by the spike ih, that results from the shock com-
pression. The column density spike that occurs in this regio
is associated with a small (but finite) magen = 0.02, which
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F1G. 3.— Fiducial solution for an ideal-MHD rotational collapsThe vari-
ations of the normalized radial infall speee, surface density, total mass
m, mass accretion rat@, specific angular momenturp andz component of
the magnetic field; are plotted as functions of the similarity varialXeThe
initial (or outer asymptotic boundary) conditions corresg to the parameter
valuesvp = 0.1, A= 3,uUp = —1, andup = 2.9, whereas the magnetic-braking
model parameters are = 0.1 andd = 1. The centrifugal shock is located at
Xec = 4.9x10~3, and the horizontal scale in its vicinity has been expanded t
show details of the postshock transition zone. The centesistem: = 6.0.
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could be pictured as a massive ring located at the edge of the

Keplerian disk. After undergoing fast variations as it gis

through this region, the flow merges seamlessly into the, next

smoothly varying zone.

Magnetically diluted Keplerian disk. In this region, the
asymptotic equations (37)—(42) are satisfied. The rotalipn
supported disk has a masg =~ 3.2% of m. and is in an al-
most perfect dynamical equilibrium, as the inflow speedys lo
(£0.2C).

3.2.2. Fast Rotation

If the initial azimuthal speed is high and the braking pa-
rametersy ando are moderate or small, then the valug @ian

become quite high, which can lead to a large value of the cen-

trifugal radiusx.. In an extreme case, the centrifugal shock may
occur so far away from the center that it is located within the
self-gravity—dominated region, wheme> m..

Figures 4 and 5 show two solutions, corresponding to a fast

initial rotation (/p = 1.5) and two different values of the braking
parametery (0.01 and 0.1, respectively;= 1 in both cases).
The centrifugal shock in these solutions is so strong theatdh
dial speedu changes sign across the shock. This is similar to
the backflow observed for large values join the absence of
braking (see Fig. 2) and is consistent with the expectatiah t
the braking must be strong enough to qualitatively change th
behavior of a rapidly rotating inflow. The backflow region in
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FIG. 4.— Fast-rotation solution for an ideal-MHD rotationallapse. The
variations of the normalized radial infall speed), surface densityr, total
massm, and specific angular momentupare plotted as functions of the sim-
ilarity variable x. The model parameter values are the same as in the fidu-
cial case (Fig. 3), except that the azimuthal-velocity peegeryy is increased
from 0.1 to 1.5. In this case the centrifugal-shock radiomparatively large
(% = 1.48) and the central mass is rather smail} & 0.57). A backflow layer
(u> 0) is present just inside the centrifugal shock: within thiger, the veloc-
ity curve depictst-u instead of—u.
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Fic. 5.— Same as Fig. 4, except that the braking parametés de-
creased from 0.1 to 0.01. This results in a wider backflowrlaye a smaller
Keplerian-rotation region. The centrifugal shock locatis not much changed
(xc = 1.53), but the central mass is strongly reduced £ 0.05).
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this case is clearly seen to occupy only a finite range &md le3¢

not to reach all the way to the origin: it represents an arsjulu
interior to which the infall resumes. 1e2
The large values of; result in extended, and hence fairly
massive, disks. On the other hand, the comparatively weak 141
braking inhibits mass accumulation at the center: the aéntr
masses obtained in these solutions (listed in the captions t

Figs. 4 and 5) are much smaller than the mass derived for the 1e0

fiducial parameters in § 3.2.1 (which, in turn, is comparable

m. in the nonrotating collapse model of CCK). The outer re- le-1¢

gions of the disks are therefore manifestly non-Keplerfahe PPt e
specific angular momentum approaches to withire0% of le-2¢ .-~

the asymptotic, diluted-Keplerian value given by eq. [38lyo

whenx decreases below 0.11x; for the solution in Fig. 4 and le-3f

below~ 0.04x for the solution in Fig. 5.) As can be seen from

a comparison of Figures 4 and 5, a larger value of the braking 1e-4}

parameter leads to a reduction ifj and results in the value
of X; becoming smaller and that of; larger. Correspondingly,
the width of the backflow region is reduced and the Keplerian
regime extends further out. These trends continue as theteff
of rotation is diminished: by the time the parameters attaéir
fiducial values, the backflow region has completely disapgrkba
and the inner asymptotic solution starts very closg.to

In summary, the collapse of fast-rotating cores that lack an
exceptionally strong braking mechanism results in fairlgsm
sive disks and in comparatively low-mass central objecte T
disks are rotationally supported and largely self-grawita
with only their innermost regions exhibiting Keplerian b&h
ior.

3.2.3. Strong Braking

If braking is very efficient then the innermost region of the
inflow can have effectively zero angular momentum even if the
collapsing core starts out rotating. This situation issitated
in Figure 6, which depicts a solution with a fairly resped¢ab
initial rotation (/o = 1) but with extreme values of the braking
parametersq = § = 10), which give rise to a strong surface az-
imuthal field (see eq. [24]). In this case the angular momantu
is reduced effectively to zero af ~ 0.2, before a centrifugal
shock could occur, and thus no rotationally supported disk i
formed. Folx < Xj, j = by s =0, and ax — 0, the inflow tends
to the asymptotic form of the nonrotating magnetic solutien
rived by CCK (see their §3.3). In this limit the flow becomes a
supersonic, magnetically diluted free fall onto the cdmirass:

Mm=m=m, (43)
—u=[2my(1—p %) /x"?, (44)

o = phb, = [me/2(1— =)}, (45)
brs= ZD/XZ = mC/(HXZ) ) (46)
h=20/b2s = p?[2/mg(1—p 2)]Y2x72. (47)

The numerical solution converges to these asymptotic galue
already quite close t®; (atx ~ 0.1).
Equation (47) for the disk scale height shows the strongeffe
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FIG. 6.— Strong-braking solution for an ideal-MHD rotationalllapse.
The variations of the normalized radial infall speed, surface density, to-
tal massm, and specific angular momentujrare plotted as functions of the
similarity variablex. Moderately fast initial rotationvy = 1) and large brak-
ing parametersq{ = § = 10) are assumed; the other parameter values are the
same as in the fiducial solution of Fig. 3. In this cgsdecreases to a very
small value at a finite distance from the origi) & 0.2), and no centrifugal
shock is established. The central massijs= 6.06.

the central mass quoted by CCkn(= 6.1) is very close to
the value that we derivar¢ = 6.06). We note, however, that
the extremely rapid decreasetoWith radius that is implied by
this solution is unlikely to be sustained in reality. For exae,
when the disk becomes sufficiently thin, the radial field comp
nents on opposite sides of the disk might reconnect, regpitti

an upper bound oh;s. Furthermore, the decreasetlimwill be
arrested once the column density grows to a value for whieh th
disk becomes opaque and the isothermal approximation reak
down. We do not consider these caveats in more detail since
(as we point out at the beginning of § 3.3) we expexiial

field diffusion to intervene (possibly even before the abefre
fects come into play) and prevent the IMHD configuration from
being set up near the center.

3.3. Ambipolar Diffusion-Dominated Rotational Collapse

Using thex — 0 asymptotic relations for the IMHD solu-
tion given by equations (37)—(42), it can be readily verifieak
the nondiffusive terms in the induction equation (22) arg°
whereas the diffusive term (associated with the magnetic te
sion force) isx x~1/4, so that the latter will become dominant

of magnetic squeezing by the radial magnetic field componentnear the origin. It follows that the IMHD solution cannot &pp

in the asymptotic solution. (Since the radial surface mégne
field scales ag—2, it dominates the magnetic terms in both the
vertical and the radial force-balance equations.) The nlepe
dence ofh on x (x x’/2) is much stronger than in the solution
presented by CCKh(x x¥/?), in which the effect of magnetic
pinching was neglected. However, apart from this diffeegsnc
these two solutions are very similar; in particular, theueabf

in the vicinity of the center in cases in which an accreticskdi
is predicted to form. Ambipolar diffusion must thereforeibe
corporated into the model, and in this subsection we describ
how the nature of the solutions changes when this is done.

In the case of the asymptotic solution for a strongly braked
rotational infall or a nonrotational collapse (eqgs. [43[A), the
nondiffusive terms in equation (22) are stil xX°, but the dif-
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fusive term scales ag/2 and remains subdominant &as- 0.
The asymptotic IMHD solution is thus self-consistent insthi
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(8 3.3.3). In the fiducial case the braking is strong enough to
place the centrifugal shock well within the AD shoek & xa).

case, as we verified by checking that, in the model presentedThe centrifugal shock again disappears in the strong-bgaki

in Figure 6, the diffusive term is everywhere smaller thaft10
of the flux-advection term (assuming< 1). This conclusion
differs from that of CCK, a discrepancy that can be traced to
their neglect of the magnetic squeezing term in the equé#ion

h. However, as we noted in § 3.2.3, real disks are unlikely to
become as extremely thin as the IMHD solution that incorpo-
rates this term would imply. Furthermore, the accumulatibn
magnetic flux at the center, which is indicated by the IMHD
split-monopole solution, would lead to a severe magnetic flu
problem (see § 1) if allowed to proceed and is likely prevénte
from occurring by the action ddhmic diffusivity in the disk or
the YSO (see Li & McKee 1996).

The ascendancy of the ambipolar diffusion term at low values
of x means that ions and neutrals behave differently in that re-
gion. In contrast, the initia(>> 1) conditions involve no field
diffusivity and correspond to negligible drift betweenskdwo
particle species. The study of these two regimes can be facil
itated by observing that, in most cases, the strong ineguali
br s > h(db,/dx) is satisfied for almost all values &f the gra-
dient ofb; is never very large (exceptin shocks), and the disk is
usually very thin. Under these conditions, one can treafitixe
conservation relation (eq. [22]) as a quadratic equatioibfo

npxtht26=3/2p2 _ x(x—u)b,+1 =0, (48)

where we regard the variablégs h, o, andu as given. Equa-
tion (48) has two real rootd jow andb, hign, and we have found
that in most of the solutions that we constructed they aré wel
separatedifow < Bzhigh). This property makes it possible to
obtain simple expressions fdx, in the IMHD (largex) and
AD (small x) regimes. Specifically, the lower root, which is
applicable in the IMHD regime, can be evaluated by disregard
ing the quadratic term in equation (48):

bz,low%'l/)/XW:U’l/)/m. (49)

The vertical field component in the AD regime corresponds to
the larger root and can be approximated by omitting the con-
stant term in equation (48):

bzA,high ~ nflx(a/h)l/z(m/w) . (50)
The transition between the IMHD and AD regimes can take

place either gradually or abruptly. The latter case occumsnw
the flow is super—fast-magnetosonic and the flow variables ar

changed by passing through a shock. The occurrence of such an

ambipolar diffusion-mediated shock was originally sugegeés
by Li & McKee (1996) and subsequently verified in the nonro-
tating collapse calculations of CK and CCK, which succeeded
in resolving the shock structure. We generalize these tegul
the rotating-collapse case in § 3.3.1. The most strikingufea
of this shock is the abrupt jump ib, between the two roots
(49) and (50) (the other flow variables are also affected, but
less strongly). The jump represents a large local gradieiny i
which implies that the terrh(db,/dx) in equation (22) can no
longer be disregarded. In fact, it is this term that medigtes
transition between the two roots of equation (48) and allows
the shock structure to be resolved. The transition, howeger
mains very sharp, and equation (48) remains applicablédauts
a narrow neighborhood of the shock positign

As in the IMHD solution presented in § 3.2, we find it con-
venient to distinguish between the fiducial case (8 3.3.4) an
the limiting cases of fast rotation (8§ 3.3.2) and strong brgk

case, but an AD shock is still present, as in the nonrotatiifig,
fusive solution obtained by CCK. However, in the fast-riatat
case the centrifugal shock is established when the flowlligsti
the IMHD regime, and hence far< x; the inflow speed is low.
In this case the transition between the IMHD and AD regimes
occurs smoothly instead of in a shock (with the two roots of eq
[48] remaining close to each other), althoughiit is still ria¢ed
by theh(db,/dx) term in the induction equation.

To solve the self-similar equations as a boundary-valubpro
lem, it is necessary to know the asymptotic behaviowfer 0.
For a flow that continues to rotate all the way down to the ori-
gin (as in the fiducial and fast-rotation solutions), thedédr
in this limit is given by

m=m=mg, (51)
j=my/Ax2, (52)
—u=w=(mg/o1)x?, (53)

_ (2n/38)(2mc)Y/2 x—3/2

[1+(2n/36)~2]*/2

=ox %2 (54)
by = —by.s/0 = [m¥/*/(26)2]x %/, (55)
br,s = 7/)/)(2 = (4/3)bz ) (56)
h={2/[1+ (29/36)2Ime}/5¢% . (57)

This solution represents a Keplerian disk in which all thédfie
components have comparable magnitudes. In contrast with
the corresponding IMHD solution with its split-monopolddie
configuration (see eqs. [37]-[42]), in this case the fieldtena
decoupling brought about by the ambipolar diffusion resit
a field that is not strong enough to either dilute the Kepferia
rotation or to dominate the vertical compression. [Theigalt
squeezing of the disk in the asymptotic AD solution is dom-
inated by the tidal and self-gravity forces, which conttéou
in the proportion 1 :(2n/36)2] The asymptotic solution in
the strong-braking limit, which (as in the correspondingi®
case) involves a flow that is nonrotating near the originiNem
in § 3.3.3.

The solutions presented in this subsection have been ebtain
by using the following numerical procedure:

1. Solve a simplified system of equations by disregarding
thedb,/dx terms in equations (21), (22), and (31) to ob-
tain approximate values for the five variabtesu, v, |,
andb; at a selected matching poirt. We have found
that, to assure numerical stability, it is best to choos thi
matching point in the region where the effects of am-
bipolar diffusion are just starting to become dominant.

Integrate the full system of equations both outward and
inward from the matching point. In the outward direc-
tion, the solution reaches out to the poiay = 107,
where it must match the prescribed initial conditions of
the flow (given by the parameter§ ug, o, andvp).

In the inward direction, the flow must match tke+ O
asymptotic solution (given by egs. [51]-[57] in the fidu-
cial and fast-rotation cases, and by egs. [66]-[71] in the
strong-braking case), which also determines the value of
m.. Except in the strong-braking limit, the flow must
also incorporate a centrifugal shock (which is located
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inside the matching point for the fiducial solution and
outside it in the fast-rotation case). The discontinuities
that some of the flow variables experienceaare han-
dled using the appropriate shock jump conditions (Ap-
pendix B).

. Iterate on the values of the five flow variables at the
matching poink,, as well as on those of the central mass
(mc) and (if applicable) of the centrifugal-shock position
(Xc) until convergence is reached.

3.3.1. Fiducial Solution

Our “standard” solution, corresponding#c= 1, vo = 0.73,
a = 0.08, andé = 1, is presented in Figure 7. In this case
the initial rotation is not very fast and the braking is maer
(see § 3.2.1), so the ambipolar-diffusion shock is locateithér
away from the center than the centrifugal shoxk/%: ~ 30).
To more clearly separate the different flow regimes, we also
show a solution wherg; is reduced to 0.18 (Fig. 8a), which
has the effect of reducing by a factor~ 10, and another one
(Fig. 8b) where, in addition; is reduced to 0.7, which has the
effect of further increasing, /% (to ~ 1 x 10%). We now sum-
marize the distinguishing properties of these flow regimes.

Outer region (X > Xg): ideal-MHD infall.  This region ex-
tends fromxmax = 10%, where the initial conditions are ap-
plied, tox = X, the location of the resolved ambipolar diffu-
sion shock. This region does not differ substantially frdva t
IMHD case, with the effects of ambipolar diffusion remaigin
minimal. The approximatiob, = b, oy (€q. [49]) is excellent,
and it is also quite accurate to get= o/b, ~ const. The outer
asymptotic solution remains roughly applicablexar, 10. Al-
though the centrifugal force is still dynamically unimpeant,
there is some magnetic braking, especially{gr 1, and so the
ratio j/mis not exactly constant. Over most of this region the
infall speed is governed by self-gravityn(> mc), but closer
to the inner edgex(~ 2), infall starts to be dominated by the
central mass.

The ambipolar diffusion shock (x = X;). This shock marks
the end of the IMHD regime. It can be resolved as a continu-
ous transition, although it may contain a viscous subshtisk.
most notable feature is the rapid increasdjinwhich grows
from essentiallyb, o at the outer edge of the shock transition
to bzhigh (€0. [50]) at the inner edge. Although the inequal-
ity h < x continues to hold, theb,/dx terms in the structure
equations are important in this range. [It is worth noting in
this connection that the sharp spike exhibited by the di¢k ha
thickness curve at the location of the shock is a consequence
the largeb,-gradient term in eq. (31). The extreme narrowness
of the spike Ax < |u|h) indicates, however, that the assump-
tion of vertical hydrostatic equilibrium is not justified ttat
location. In reality, the enhanced magnetic squeezing et th
shock will reduce the disk thickness to only a fraction of the
amount indicated by the equilibrium curve over the fluid tran
sit time through the shock. This apparent overshoot is, how-
ever, a highly localized phenomenon: the solution obtalmed
omitting thedb,/dx term in eq. (31) has a very similar global
structure.] Immediately behind the shock the inward aceele
tion is temporarily reversed, resulting in a thin overshager
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a nonrotational flow: for our fiducial parameters, rotati®not
yet dynamically significant at this location.

To obtain an estimate of the valuexgf (which can be used
as an initial guess in the numerical solution), we make use of
the fact that, in the infall region that is located just dotweam
from X, brs = b, = bynigh. These approximate equalities im-
ply x3 =~ (ny?/m)(h/o)*?. We evaluate this expressionat
by using the fact that, fox > x,, ideal MHD is approximately
valid and hencen/+ is not very different from its initial value
1o, and that at this locatiom is already close tan. so that
¥ ~ mg/up = const. For the solutions shown in Figures 7 and
8, the vertical squeezing & is controlled by magnetic pinch-
ing, soh ~ 2x%s /12 (see eq. [32]). These approximations yield
an estimate of the shock location,

Xa ~ V2n/ju0,

which depends only on prespecified flow parameters. Analo-
gous (albeit less simple) algebraic expressions can béewrit
down for the cases in which the vertical squeezing is dorathat
by the central tidal force or by self-gravity.

Since the magnetic flux contained withigis essentially the
same as the flux that initially threaded the enclosed mass, it
also nearly equals the flux trapped in the central split mofep
of the IMHD solution. Ambipolar diffusion does not destroy
the accumulated flux but rather redistributes it betweernthe
gin and the shock location. As the valuexafgenerally in-
creases with the diffusivity parametey the approximate flux
conservation withirx, implies that the vertical field component
(= bzhign) behind the ambipolar-diffusion shock decreases with
increasing; (in particular, it scales ag—2 whenx, is given by
eq. [58]).

A comparison of Figures 8a and 8b reveals that the decel-
eration of the flow in the AD shock is stronger the lower the
value ofyn. This can be attributed to the inferred dependence of
b, high onn, which results in higher magnetic tension and pres-
sure forces downstream of the shock whgeis reduced. Ify
becomes smaller than 0.2 (with the other parameters remain-
ing unchanged), then the localized decrease of the infabdp
inward ofx, becomes large enough to redwees x — u below
1. Butw = 1is the singular line of the AD system of equations,
corresponding to the critical (sonic) speed (see AppenilixAB
crossing of this curve signals a discontinuity in the flowgmar
eters, which in this case implies the presence of an unregolv
viscous subshock at the downstream end of the resolved MHD
shock transition (see Li 1998).

(58)

AD-dominated infall (X < X < X3). Over most of the region
between the two shocks the centrifugal force remains dynami
cally unimportant, so matter moves almost in free fall, viita
gravitational force dominated by the central mass. Theaonk
field are only weakly coupled to the neutrals, with the ioriahd
speed being effectively zero (except in the vicinityxgf. The
vertical field component continues to be given iy~ bz nign

to a very good approximation. In many respects this zone re-
sembles the innermost region of the nonrotating flow stuldyed
CCK, especially when it is fairly extender, (> x.), as itis in

the two solutions presented in Figure 8. In particutarx x 1,

1 &~ x2b,, and (over a somewhat narrower rangey woc x— /2,

If this region is wide enough, magnetic braking can redutze

where the flow undergoes a weak outward acceleration. Thean essentially constant values jo. The mass is also well ap-

shock structure is basically the same as that found in CCK for

proximated by its plateau value (see eq. [38)x My ~ M.
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FIG. 7.— Fiducial solution for an ambipolar-diffusion rotati collapse.
The variations of the normalized radial infall speed, surface density, to-
tal massm, mass accretion ratd, specific angular momentuin and the disk
half-thicknessh as functions of the similarity variabbeare plotted in Fig. 7a,
and the corresponding variations of theomponentl;) and the surface ra-
dial (br.s = v /x%) and azimuthal I{,s) components of the magnetic field, as
well as of the normalized radial component of the ion—néuwrdt velocity
(up =Vp,r/C), are shown in Fig. 7b. The diffusivity parametemis= 1. The
other parameter values arg= 0.73,A=3,up = —1, uop = 2.9, « = 0.08, and
6 = 1. The ambipolar-diffusion and centrifugal shocks aretiedatxy = 0.41
andx. = 1.3 x 1072, respectively. The central massrig = 4.7, and the
plateau values in the AD-dominated infall region agg ~ 4.9 andjy ~ 0.26.
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As we point out in 8 4m; will be reduced below the value of

m upstream of the centrifugal shock if (as expected) the rota-

tionally supported disk drives a wind from its surfaces. fibe
merical value of the reduction factor depends, however,ain y
another model parameter (see eq. [C6]). Therefore, to gimpl
the discussion, we have chosen not to incorporate the effect
the wind mass loss into the solutions that we present.

KRASNOPOLSKY AND KONIGL

its presence inside an exponential function. Although ttee p
cise form of this expression may be expected to differ in gase
where some of the approximations we utilized do not appéy, th
sensitive dependencexfon is probably a general feature of
the model.

The centrifugal shock k=~ x.). The shock represents a dis-

The centrifugal for(_:e starts to b_ecome important near the continuity in the variables, o, andb, through which the flow
downstream end of this zone: after it comes to exceed the grav changes from the nearly undiluted free fall to subsoniceccr

itational force, it triggers the formation of the centribdghock
at the pointx; ~ jp|2/mc. In contrast to the IMHD solution pre-
sented in § 3.2.1, one cannot approximigtdy its initial value
in this case: the braking action induced by the magnetic field
amplification in the AD shock completely invalidates this ap
proximation. A comparison of Figures 8a and 8b illustralés t
point. Whenn is reduced from 1 (Fig. 8a) to 0.7 (Fig. 8b), the
location of the AD shock changes by a factor-eD.7 and the
value of the central mass remains essentially the sames thss
expected from equations (58) and (35), respectively. Hewev
the decrease in has a very pronounced effect on the location
of the centrifugal shock: asgis reduced by a factor of 1.4, x.
decreases by a factor 6f6.7. As we now demonstrate, this can
be traced to the sensitive dependence of the magnetic lgrakin
term onn, which leads to a strong reduction jrdownstream
from the AD shock for even a moderate decreasg in

We first estimatéd, s by substitutingb, from equation (50)
into equation (24) and using equation (25),

bys~ —2a1pjx 3(1+2aw) . (59)
Equation (23) then yields
di
d—)J( ~ —(x°/m)bzby s (60)
~ 2an7Yj(o/h)Y2 (14 2aw) 7. (61)

Using again the approximatiofigs ~ b, andh ~ Za/brz_,S that
were employed in deriving the above estimatexgfequation
(61) becomes

dj «
dx 1?2
Using the approximations ~ (2m/x)'/? andm~ m, and as-
suming that aw > 1, we get

(14 2aw) L.

m .
ol (62)

dj o1/
o~ (me/8)2y 232 (63)
This equation can be integrated to give
i = irexp{ (me/2)M 2 /2 (64)

wherej; is a constant. This resultis valid betwegrandx. and
can be used to estimate the latter. ko« X,, the value of]
atx. may be identified withj, and can be approximated ky.
Assuming also that no significant magnetic braking takesepla
for X > X, (consistent with our analysis of the IMHD solution
in § 3.2.1), we can writgp =~ (Vo/A)My ~ (Vo/A)mc. Using
equation (58) to evaluatg, we finally obtain

\2
Xo & A—gn’bexp{—(ZS/zn*gn’b/uo)l/z} ) (65)

We have verified that this estimate (which depends on the rati
Xa/Xc being>> 1) yields the value o%; to within 30% for both

tion. We approximate the shock as a discontinuity in the-vari
ablesu ando, which is governed by the isothermal-shock jump
conditions (Appendix B.1), followed by a very thin (but nume
ically resolvable) layer wherk, increases. In this picture, the
ions are decoupled from the neutrals inside the subshock, so
their radial speed in the frame of the shock, and hence (by mag
netic flux conservation, see eq. [A18), remain unchanged
across the subshock even|®g andX vary. However, the in-
crease in the drift spedup | across the subshock enhances the
collisional drag force immediately behind it and causescallo
recoupling of ions and neutrals; this, in turn, leads to érdp-
clinein|Vi,| and a consequent increaseBin Just inward of the
shock there is a narrow transition zone where the flow settles
down to its asymptotic Keplerian structure. Within thisday
the variablesl, o, andb, adjust rapidly (with some oscillations
and overshoots) to their asymptotic values. This impliepair-
ticular, that, just as in the case of the AD shock, the derxigat
termshdb,/dx in the constituent equations cannot be neglected
in this zone. The surface density in this region is signifilyan
larger thary in its immediate vicinity, so the layer represents
a massive ring lying just outside the main body of the disk (re
sembling the situation in the fiducial IMHD solution congiele

in § 3.2.1). In the solution shown in Figure 7, the width of the
ring is ~ 10% ofx; and it encompasses 8% of the total mass

of the disk withinx;; the relative size of the ring in the solutions
displayed in Figure 8 is, however, smaller. The varialjlesd

j do not change appreciably across this region.

The Keplerian disk (x < x:). Inward of the postshock tran-
sition layer, the flow approaches the form of a magnetized Ke-
plerian accretion disk as described by equations (51)—0f)

the solutions shown in Figures 7, 8a, and 8b, the total mass
of the rotationally supported disk (including the ringxa} is,
respectivelyy~ 5%, ~ 2%, and~ 0.4% of m..

3.3.2. Fast Rotation

As in the corresponding IMHD case, a high valuevpfind
comparatively low values ofi andé result in the centrifugal
shock being located within the self-gravity—dominatedaag
(wherem>> m.). The value ok is large enough for ideal MHD
to still be applicable (s@ ~ xwh,). Since the inflow speed is
strongly reduced in the dense disk that forms behind the cen-
trifugal shock, the ambipolar-diffusion time becomes $hor
than the accretion time and an AD transition front is essdiald
not far fromx.. In fact, as—u is small enough for the flow to
remain subsonicx(— u < 1) in this region, the IMHD-to-AD
transition is gradual rather than sharp as in the other cases
sidered in this subsection, where it takes the form of an AD
shock. Since the centrifugal shock occurs within the ideal-

of the solutions shown in Figure 8. The strong dependence of MHD region, we impose the same jump conditiongaas in
Xc on 7 that is exhibited by these solutions can be understood the corresponding IMHD case (see § B.2).

from the form of the expression (65): it indicates that the ef
fect of even a small variation in is magnified on account of

A representative solution is shown in Figure 9. It exhilits t
same general features (a non-Keplerian outer region, a smal
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FIG. 9.— Fast-rotation solution for an ambipolar-diffusiortational col-
lapse. The variations of the normalized radial infall speed surface density
o, total massm, specific angular momentui andz component of the mag-
netic fieldb; are plotted as functions of the similarity variabde The model
parameter values are the same as in the fiducial case (Figxc8pt that the
azimuthal-velocity parametey is increased from 0.73 to 1.5 and the braking
parameterx is increased from 0.08 to 0.1 (so they match the correspgndin
parameters in the ideal-MHD solution depicted in Fig. 4)e Herived values
of the centrifugal-shock radius{= 1.5) and of the central mase{ = 0.5)
are similar to those of the corresponding ideal-MHD solutio

central mass, a backflowing layer behind the centrifugatkho
as the fast-rotation IMHD solution (see Figs. 4 and 5). These
characteristics are basically a consequence of the faistl ird-
tation, and the strong similarity with the correspondingHbl

case shown in Figure 4 can be understood from the fact that the

centrifugal shock occurs outside the AD regime.

3.3.3. Strong Braking

In § 3.2.3 we have found that ideal-MHD flows with strong
braking can lose all their angular momentum at a finite distan
from the origin. Here we consider whether a similar situatio
can occur in the presence of ambipolar diffusion.

Whenj = 0 there are two inner asymptotic solutions that are
mathematically self-consistent and that can be matcheldeto t
outer asymptotic solution by integrating the system ofediff
ential equations. Correspondingly, two kinds of solutians
found: one that is almost IMHD in nature, and another that is
AD dominated.

The IMHD-like solution resembles the one obtained in
§ 3.2.3 in that, is everywhere well approximated by the root
b, 0w Of equation (48), there is no AD shock, and the inner
asymptotic solution is given by equations (43)—(47) (buhwi
1 possibly differing fromug on account of the small, but fi-
nite, ambipolar diffusion). Outside the poixt the azimuthal
field component can differ significantly from its IMHD value,
but once complete braking is accomplished and bathdb s
effectively vanish, this solution basically describes &HD
nonrotating inflow and, in particular, predicts the forratof
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FiGc. 10.— Strong-braking solution for an ambipolar-diffusiostational
collapse. The variations of the normalized radial infabeg—u, surface den-
sity o, total massm, specific angular momenturyy andz component of the
magnetic field are plotted as functions of the similarityialle x. The model
parameters arg= 0.5,vo = 1, o = 10, andy = 10, with the remainder having
the same values as in the fiducial case (Fig. 7). Note jtladtains a tiny, but
finite, plateau value in the innermost (free-fall) regigp & 2 x 107°). The
AD shock is located ata = 0.24, and the central massng = 5.9.
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a central split-monopole field. As we remarked at the begin-
ning of 8 3.3, such a configuration is unlikely to occur in real
systems, so we henceforth concentrate on the more plausible
alternative case.

In the diffusive solution, the flow passes through an AD
shock at a poink, (which can be estimated by eq. [58]) that
typically exceeds;. Inward of the ambipolar-diffusion shock,
the poloidal field components have the same form as in the fidu-
cial solutionspy s = b, ~ b, high. As in the corresponding IMHD
case, the inner asymptotic solution satisfiesby s ~ 0 and de-
scribes a free fall onto the central mass, which, howevehjsm
case isnot magnetically diluted but rather resembles the situa-
tion in the AD-dominated infall region of the fiducial soloris.

Itis given by

Mm=m=mg, (66)
—u= (2me/x)"?, (67)

o= (m/2x)Y/2, (68)

b, = 2—1/8mg/8n—1/zﬁ—1/4x—1 7 (69)
brs=1/x =Dy, (70)
h=hx%?2. (71)

The power-law scalings of the flow variables withare the

same as in the asymptotic solution obtained by CCK for the
nonrotating AD collapse. However, because of the magnetic
pinching effect included in the above solution, the expoess



16

for the coefficienh is more involved:

. [azm/ve-cr2- B’

h= 275 : (72)
D =NY4/p, (73)
N=2/m, (74)
G = (2F)Y/3 —8N(3/F)¥/3, (75)
F = 9D? +[3(27D* + 256N°%)]¥/2 | (76)

with the expression foin representing the real, positive solution
of the quartic equatioh? + Dh*/2— N = 0.

An example of a strongly braked solution is shown in Figure
10. A curious feature of the flow is the value pfasx — 0,

which assumes a nonzero (albeit rather small) plateau value.

(jpi ~ 1075). This puzzling behavior can be attributed to the
very small magnitude of in this limit, which causegh; | (eq.
[24]) and thereforedj/dx| (eq. [23]) to be small, more than
compensating for the increaselipbehind the AD shock. The
low value of the angular-momentum derivative in turn acdsun
for the asymptotic near-flatness of thecurve. (In contrast,
the large central value af associated with the split-monopole
field in the near-IMHD solution guarantees that, in this case
|bs.s| and|dj/dx| remain large enough neay to makej ac-
tually vanish there.) The value gf; is highly sensitive to the
magnitude of the parameter it decreases by 10 orders of
magnitude whem is decreased from 0.5 to 0.3. (The strong
sensitivity ofx; to the value of this parameter has already been
noted in connection with the fiducial solutions; see eq. [65]
However, for practical purposeg, can be regarded as being
effectively zero. In particular, the implied location oftleen-
trifugal radius x; = jp.z/mc, corresponds to such a small radius
for any meaningful value df that it would invariably lie well
inside the central protostar.

4. DISCUSSION
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of My are not as well determined (although they appear to be
similar to the disk masses in Class Il systems). It has ocnasi
ally been suggested in the literature that protostelldesdisay

not be Keplerian during the early (in particular, Class-0age

of their evolution, when the ratio of the central mass to tifat
the surrounding envelope is still small. Our results dertrates
that this need not be the case. In fact, in the self-similar-so
tions that we derive, if the mass of the rotationally suppart
disk is small in comparison with the central mass at any given
time, it will be so at all times.

The observed rotationally supported disks typically have
sizes< 10°AU (see § 1), which are reproduced by our typi-
cal solutions. For example, the derived disk size (givenhay t
value of the centrifugal radius) 10°yr after the start of the
collapse (which corresponds to the Class-I evolutionaasph
is ~ 52 AU for the fiducial solution presented in Figure 7 and
~ 130 AU for the other AD solution mentioned in the preceding
paragraph. There have been reports in the literature of Ti Tau
circumstellar disks that exhibit Keplerian rotation on savhat
larger scales [e.g., GM Aur, with, > 200AU (Dutrey et al.
1998), and DM Tau, witlr; > 600AU (Guilloteau & Dutrey
1998). It is quite possible that these disks have achieveid th
large sizes already during their early evolutionary stades
example, they may have possessed a comparatively high value
of the diffusivity parameter), to which the predicted magni-
tude ofr. is particularly sensitive (see eq. [65]). Alternatively,
they may have formed from collapsing cores with compara-
tively large initial rotations and relatively inefficientrdking
(see § 3.3.2). Itis worth noting, though, that in the setfikir
model, disks with larger values & tend to have higher disk-
to-star mass ratios and therefore exhibit progressivedatgr
departures from a Keplerian rotation law. It is, howevespal
conceivable that at least part of the cause for large obdeligk
sizes in these highly evolved (and no longer strongly acaygt
systems is post-formation viscous spreading of the digk,(e.
Lin & Pringle 1990; Hartmann et al. 1998). It is interestimg t
note in this connection that the radial scaling of the disk su

The model presented in this paper provides a physical frame-face density predicted by our self-similar solutidh d r—3/2

work for a detailed study of the development of star—disk sys
tems in the collapse of rotating, magnetic molecular-cloud

for smallr; see eq. [54]) is the same as that inferred for the
“minimum mass” solar nebula (Weidenschilling 1977; Hayash

cores. Perhaps the most noteworthy feature of the solutionsnakazawa, & Nakagawa 1985). Although this agreement is en-

presented in § 3 is that, for representative values of thalini
cloud rotation and magnetization and with plausible estisa
of the magnetic field diffusivity and of the strength of matine
braking, they predict the formation of circumstellar digksose
properties compare quite well with those of real protoatell
systems. In particular, the disks obtained for our chosan fid
cial parameters atgeplerian, having a mass that is only a small

couraging, it is not unique to this model: in particular, Haene
scaling is predicted for a self-simildeplerian disk with “«
viscosity” (Tsuribe 1999) and for a self-similsalf-gravitating
disk with a gravitational instability-induced effectivéseosity
(Lin & Pringle 1987).

Our model disks exhibit a surface-density enhancement near
their outer edges (see § 3.2.1 and § 3.3.1): for the fiducial AD

fraction (S 10%) of the central mass, as has been inferred for sp|ution shown in Figure 7, this ring has a mas$.1My and

most protostellar disks in nearby dark clouds (see § 2. IthHeo
representative AD solution shown in Figure 7 (correspogithn
n=1,vo=0.73,a = 0.08, and) = 1), the disk mashy is less
than 5% of the central masd.. For comparison, if the model
parameters are slightly changedfte- 1,vo =0.77,a = 0.11,
andé = 0.7), one finddVlq /M. = 9%. The most reliable proto-
stellar disk velocity curves have been obtained in ClassSIDg
(i.e., T Tauri stars, of typical ages 10°yr), which, in contrast
to younger protostars, are no longer strongly obscured btydu
envelopes (identified with the contracting cloud cores)esen

a width~ 0.13r.. We are not aware of any observational evi-
dence as yet for the existence of such rings in protostefar s
tems, but there have been several recent reports of welledifi
dust rings with similar radii{ 10 AU) and fractional widths
around older, Vega-like stars (e.g., Schneider et al. 1D@ay

et al. 2000; Koerner, Sargent, & Ostroff 2001). Although the
apparent confinement of the latter rings is usually attetub
the presence of solid “satellites” (e.g., planets), it igfiasting

to speculate that their origin could be traced to Yhenhance-
ments predicted by our solutions.

are also the systems with the most accurate determinatfons o An important implication of the result that typical rotagin
the disk mass (e.g., Mundy et al. 2000): the massive envelope jnflows tend to produce a central mass that is surrounded by

surrounding Class 0 YSOs prevent their disk masses frongbein

a Keplerian disk is that the angular momentum problem (see

pinned down, and even in the case of Class | sources the values
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§ 1) for the modeled YSO is basically resolved. In particular tion of magnetic braking as the dominant angular-momentum
angular momentum transport can be sufficiently efficienito a transport mechanism in the disk.

low most of the inflowing mass to end up (with effectively no As it turns out, our diffusive Keplerian disk models are by
angular momentum) at the center, with the central mass dom-and large magnetorotationalfyable. Physically, this is be-
inating the dynamics well beyond the outer edge of the disk cause the coupling between the matter and the field is gener-
even as the inflow is still in progress. Our solutions reveatt  ally too weak to allow the instability to grow. Specifically,

the AD shock, even thoughiit is usually located well outside t  necessary condition for this instability to operate in a kiga
region where the centrifugal force becomes important,dlp  ionized, Keplerian disk is, < lel, whereQ is the Keplerian
enhance the efficiency of angular momentum transport throug angular velocity (Blaes & Balbus 1994). Using our self-$ani
the magnetic field amplification that it induces. In practite variables, this criterion can be written as/mchn?)Y/2 > 1.
ultimate value of the prOtOSte”ar angular momentum woudd b Since the Kep|erian disk region in all of our typ|ca| solutso

determined by the braking mechanism that enables the YSOnearly coincides with the region where the inner asympsatic

to reduce its angular velocity below the centrifugal-eitpaiim lution (egs. [51]-[57]) is applicable, we can use the latter
value that characterizes the accreted disk matter (e.gteli@ evaluate the left-hand side of the above inequality; it isnid
Spruit 1987; Konigl 1991; Popham 1996). to equal 234. [The asymptotic solution satisfies the weak-field

The formation of Keplerian circumstellar disks in our “stan  conditionV2,/C2 < 1 postulated in the derivation of the insta-
dard” solutions is a consequence of efficient magnetic brak- pjlity criterion; indeed, the left-hand side of the latteeguality
ing, which allows the mass injected at large distances to (which equald2?h/c) vanishes & x*/?) asx — 0.] But the pa-
reach the center rather than pile up in the disk (as it does inyameters (defined in § 2.1) is expected to Bel, and therefore
the fast-rotation solutions discussed in § 3.2.2 and 8 B.3.2 he instability conditioniQx < 1 is not satisfied. Interestingly,
The disk in these cases therefore has litle influence on gy figucial IMHD solution is also magnetorotationally &b
the Jnass accretion rate onto the central Y8Q,= 1.59x In this case the strong magnetic squeezing prevents tha-unst
10-%(T /10K)¥?m; Mo yr—*, which Is determined on scales e perturbations from fitting inside the disk. Formallyeae-
much larger tham.. In fact, as we discuss in § 3.1, the eigen- qyjres the critical wavelength, ~ 3.6(Vaz/Sk ) to be less than
valuem is typically also insensitive to the magnetic structure he gisk thicknesst for the disk to be unstable. Using the in-
of the flow and is often well approximated by t_h_e_ “plateal_J” ner asymptotic solution given by equations (37)—(42), ik
value my (eq. [35]) that depends only on the initial condi-  help of which we first verify thaV/2,/C? again tends to zero
tions. (For our fiducial parametersy = 6, implying M¢ ~ asx — 0, this condition translates inta8(my/2u4x)%/2 < 1.
9.5x 10 ° Mg yr*) The likely production of a centrifugally  For our typical parameters this requise3 0.14, but this lower
driven wind that transports mass away from the disk surfacespound exceeds. (the approximate disk outer boundary) for this
(see discussion below) will, however, act to reduce theevafu solution.
mc: as we estimate in Appendix C, the reduction factor could  The above results support the choice of magnetic braking
be as large as' 3. _ as the main angular momentum transport mechanism in our

The presence of rotation also does not strongly affect the disk model. This mechanism remains effective even in the
‘revitalization” of ambipolar diffusion behind the AD shiac  presence of ambipolar diffusion because the neutral-ién co
which, as we noted in § 1, can go a long way toward resolv- |ision time 7,;, while being comparatively long, is shorter than
ing the magnetic flux problem. This conclusion applies eveni the magnetic braking time,,. In a Keplerian accretion disk
the fast-rotation case (see § 332) where _the AD _shock isre n, ~r/|V;| andV, is typically much smaller than the Keple-
placed by a more grad_ua_l transition occurring W|_th|n_ thégdls rian speed; therefors, /7, can be< 1 even ifm;Qx exceeds
The asymptoticx — 0 similarity solution for the disk implies 1. This conclusion continues to hold when the angular momen-
that, at any given time, the magnetic flux scales3$ (see tum transport in the disk (and hence the accretion tif¥ |)
eq. [56]), which represents a slower decrease witian in the is controlled by a centrifugally driven wind rather than et
nonrotating case (in whicl¥ o r; see eq. [70]). However, in  propagation of torsional Alfvén waves. As we show in Ap-
reality, the amount of magnetic flux that ends up threadieg th pendix C, the basic formalism of our model is unchanged in
protostar would depend on the detailed flux transport and de-this case, and the parametefwhich is now determined di-
struction mechanisms that operate in the inner disk andéine s rectly from the centrifugal wind solution) is again typigal
which may involve Ohmic resistivity (e.g., Li & McKee 1996), small enough for the linear stability criterianQx > 1 to be
ambipolar diffusion (e.g., Desch & Mouschovias 2001), asd r  satisfied over most of the disk column density. The argument
connection (e.g., Goodson & Winglee 1999). against instability is reinforced by indications from nuiel

The quasi-equilibrium disk configurations described by our simulations (e.g., Hawley & Stone 1998) that MRI-driven-tur
solutions make it possible to investigate the stabilitypemies bulence and the resulting angular-momentum transporigre s
of the modeled circumstellar disks. Although a full pursafit nificant only whenm,Q0x < 1. We note in this connection that
this topic is beyond the scope of this paper, we comment priefl even a disk in which the bulk of the material is weakly coupled

on the basic MHD and gravitational instabilities that mafgef is expected to possess well coupleg @« < 1) surface layers
the disks. The most relevant MHD instability is evidentlgth  from which the centrifugal wind is launched (see Appendix C)
magnetorotational one, which is expected to develop rafidl It is, however, likely that the critical wavelength for inkility

any differentially rotating disk that is threaded by a sath  exceeds the density scale height in the strongly couplédmsg
mal magnetic field (see Balbus & Hawley 1998 for a review). (see Wardle & Kénigl 1993 and Li 1996), so the surface layers
This instability has been shown to generate turbulencecéimat  should typically also be magnetorotationally stable.

remove angular momentum from the inflowing gas, so the de- The basic gravitational instability that we consider irves
termination of whether the disk is susceptible to this ibsits fragmentation induced by the disk self-gravity. The rele-
also has implications to the self-consistency of our idiati vant stability condition against axisymmetric perturbas is
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given by the Toomre criterioQroomre= Cr/mGX > 1 (Toomre
1964), wheres = [r—3(dJ?/dr)]*/? is the epicyclic frequency.
Although this criterion is modified somewhat by magnetic ef-
fects (Shu & Li 1997; R. Krasnopolsky & A. Kénigl, in prepa-
ration), the corrections remain small for nearly Kepleudésks,
especially in the AD regime, and we therefore neglect them
here. We have verified that the Toomre criterion is well satis
fied for most of our rotationally supported disk solutiortse t
only exceptions being the outermost (backflow) regions ef th
fast-rotation configurations (Figs. 4, 5, and 9), where ffece

of self-gravity is comparatively large. This result is sfggant

in that it suggests that in typical cases protostellar dislay
not fragment even during the early phases of their evolution
when the central mass is still small. In our model this bebravi
can be attributed to the fact that, for representative patars,
the central gravity already dominates at the location ottre
trifugal shock, so that the disks are nearly Keplerian friw t
start. Inasmuch as the inequal@toomre < 1 signals the on-
set of self-gravity—induced angular-momentum transpothé
disk (e.g., Lin & Pringle 1987), this result also serves ts-ju
tify the neglect of such a transport mechanism in our model.
We note, however, that the collapsing core could in priripl
be unstable to fragmentation before point-mass formatan,
following PMF, in the region outside the rotationally supjeal
disk (e.g., Boss 2000). It is also conceivable that fragaent
tion might be initiated even before a dynamically unstallec

is formed (possibly triggered by an AD-mediated instayilit

the magnetically supported parent cloud; see Zweibel 18€8 a
Indebetouw & Zweibel 2000).
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solution. We discuss the implementation of this scheme in Ap
pendix C. Inasmuch as the incorporation of a disk wind does
not qualitatively change our basic results, we have notiohed

its effects in the model described in § 2 so as not to unduly
complicate the presentation. It is nevertheless impottargc-
ognize that our solutions indicate that the collapse oftiraga
magnetic cloud cores naturally gives rise to disks with mag-
netic field configurations that are conducive to the laungloiin
centrifugally driven winds. This conclusion is supportedie
MHD core-collapse numerical simulations of Tomisaka (1,998
2000, 2002), in which disk outflows that transport angular mo
mentum through material and magnetic stresses are observed
to form. (The possibility that a disk formed in the collapse
of a magnetized rotating cloud core could give rise to a cen-
trifugally driven wind was recognized also by Contopoulos &
Sauty (2001). However, in contrast with our model, in théir p
ture the angular momentum transport in the disk is dominated
by turbulent viscosity and the outflow is concentrated nkar t
outer disk radius; furthermore, they infer that the masflaut
rate depends sensitively on the efficiency of magnetic bgaki

in the precollapse core.)

We have also presented solutions (§ 3.2.3 and § 3.3.3) in
which the magnetic braking is sufficiently efficient to prete
the formation of a rotationally supported disk from the apBe
of a rotating cloud core. Although we argued that the param-
eter combinations characterizing these solutions areypt t
cal, it is conceivable that such situations could be redliz&
possible indication that this may sometimes be the caseis pr
vided by the detection of slowly rotating YSOs that show no

Another potential angular-momentum transport mechanism evidence (from excess near- and mid-IR emission) for the-pre

that was notincluded in our model involves centrifugalliven
disk outflows. For a cold, thin, Keplerian disk that is thredd

ence of a circumstellar disk (Stassun et al. 1999, 2001)sd he
observations are puzzling if one considers disk accretidret

by open magnetic field lines, such an outflow could be launcheda ubiquitous feature of star formation and interprets stk s

if the angle between the meridional projection of the maignet
field and the rotation axis exceeds°3(Blandford & Payne
1982). This condition is satisfied by our asymptotic diskusol
tions — in particular, the AD inner asymptotic solution irigsl

a radially constant inclination angte 53° (see eq. [56])— so

our model disks can be expected to give rise to outflows of this

type. This result is encouraging in view of the fact that cen-
trifugally driven disk outflows are a leading candidate foe t
origin of the bipolar outflows that are frequently observed t
emanate from YSOs (see, e.g., Konigl & Pudritz 2000 for a
review). A centrifugally driven disk outflow can be incorpo-
rated into our model by taking account of the fact that thedwin

lar rotation as due to a star—disk interaction (e.g., Koh8f1;
Popham 1996). The properties of these YSOs are, however,
readily understood if they are the product of a strongly bdak
core collapse.

5. SUMMARY

We study the collapse of rotating, magnetic molecular-dlou
cores with the help of a self-similar model. This model gener
alizes the work of CCK on nonrotating cloud cores by incorpo-
rating the effects of rotation and magnetic braking (whlkoa
taking into account ambipolar diffusion and its dependemrce

would be quasi-steady on the accretion time scale and shouldhe magnetic tension force as in the original model). We fo-

thus be well approximated by a steady-state formulatiore Th
condition that the centrifugal outflow control the vertiealgu-

lar momentum transport from the disk is equivalent to the re-
quirement that the steady-state wind solution pass thréugh
Alfvén critical point. This requirement, in turn, servesfio

the value ofBy s (or, equivalently, of the parameté) in the

cus on the evolution after point-mass formation, noting the
pre-PMF collapse has already been studied by numerical sim-
ulations. Our approach is motivated by previous findings tha
simulation results for the pre-PMF collapse of rotatingesor
and for the pre- and post-PMF collapse of nonrotating cores
are well approximated by self-similar solutions. Our semaia

disk solution. Besides angular momentum, the wind also car-Iytic scheme allows us to examine the full range of expected

ries away mass, resulting in a progressive decline in thesmas
accretion rate with decreasing disk radius and leadingwefo
values ofm andm at the center. Interestingly, the radial scaling
of the disk magnetic fieldot r—%/4; see eq. [55]) implied by
the asymptotic AD disk solution for any given valueta$ the
same as in the Blandford & Payne (1982) radially self-simila
steady-state wind solution. This suggests that the lattatien

can be used in conjunction with our disk model to fix the val-
ues ofd and of them. reduction factor in the asymptotic disk

behaviors and their dependence on the physical parameters.
We present and analyze solutions for rotating but nonmagnet
collapsing cores, reproducing the results of Saigo & Hanawa
(1998), as well as for magnetic cores in the ideal-MHD and
ambipolar-diffusion limits. In these two regimes, we disti
guish between fiducial solutions, obtained for typical paeter
values that correspond to moderately fast initial cloudtion

rate and moderately strong magnetic braking, and limitaggs

of (1) fast rotation and (2) strong braking. Our results can b
summarized as follows:
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e For representative parameter values, we obtain solutions

that describe rotationally supported circumstellar disks
of masses and sizes that are consistent with observa-
tions of YSOs. Our model thus makes it possible, for
the first time, to study the formation of protostellar disks
in the context of a realistic scenario of star formation in
magnetically supported, weakly ionized molecular cloud
cores. The outer boundary of the nearly stationary ac-
cretion disk roughly coincides with the location of the
centrifugal shock, which typically occurs inward of the
ambipolar-diffusion shock where the magnetic field de-
couples from the matter.

Our solutions indicate that it is quite possible that T Tauri
(Class ll) protostellar systems, whose disk masses are
typically inferred to be< 10% of the central mass, have
had a similarly low disk-to-star mass ratio also during

e The inferred magnetic-field structures imply that the

disks could drive centrifugal outflows over much of their
radial extent. We show that the steady-state, radially
self-similar wind solution of Blandford & Payne (1982)
can be naturally incorporated into the asymptotic AD
disk solution, making it possible to study the effects
of wind angular-momentum and mass removal from the
disk and to better constrain the relevant parameters.

e The derived nearly-Keplerian disk configurations appear

to be immune to both the magnetorotational instability
and to self-gravity—induced fragmentation. Only in the
limiting case of rapid initial rotation (which yields com-
paratively massive and largely non-Keplerian disk solu-
tions) is the Toomr&) parametex: 1 anywhere in the
disk.

their earlier (Class-0 and Class-I) evolutionary phases.
Despite the various simplifications that needed to be em-
ployed to ensure self-similarity, our solutions likely ¢ae the

compassings 10% of the disk mass and radius for typ- main qualitative aspects of the collapse of rotating clomes,

ical parameters). We speculate that these features ma)ﬁ)nod fgrlsogfon,fﬂ\{ﬁge trgatrggsr %umgrg:tﬁldes(t)l;nart;%;ree”;ifgi n
be the precursors of the rings detected in some Vega'"keformation éould be a?:higved by means ofynumrt)erical MHD sim-
systems on scale§ 10° AU. y

ulations.

e Our models allow us to elucidate the interplay between
the ambipolar diffusion and magnetic braking processes.
In particular, the magnetic field enhancement behind the ~ We thank J. Everett, W. Herbst, Z.-Y. Li, and N. Vlahakis for
AD shock increases the efficiency of angular-momentum helpful conversations or correspondence. We also ackmigele
removal from the disk. In the limiting case of strong |. Contopoulos and G. Ciolek, whose insights on the nonro-
braking, essentially all the angular momentum is re- tating core-collapse problem (presented in CCK and CK) have
moved well before the inflowing gas reaches the center. guided us in the present work. This research was supported
Such systems may correspond to slowly rotating YSOs in part by NASA grant NAG 5-3687 and by DOE under grant
that show no evidence of a circumstellar disk. B341495.

e The disk configurations that we obtain exhibit surface-
density enhancements near their outer boundaries (en

APPENDIX
A. DISK EQUATIONS

Assuming axisymmetry and isothermality, we write downifgsiylindrical coordinates) the mass, radial momentum aamgghlar
momentum conservation relations as well as the verticaldstdtic equilibrium condition:

op 10 B
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whereg, andg; are, respectively, the radial and vertical componentsefjtiavitational field.

We now integrate these equations ozeWe assume that the disk is geometrically thin [half-thizésH (r) < r] and aim to get
expressions that are valid to ordet /r)2. On account of the disk thinness, we approximate the demaitjal velocity, azimuthal
velocity, and radial gravity as being constant with heidfié thus equate the column density= ffooo pdzto 2Hp and drop the last
term on the right-hand side in both equations (A2) and (A8judtion (A1) becomes

oY 10 1 OMy

o trar M=o

where the last term on the right-hand side represents the fisasin a disk outflow [of total outflow rat®l,(r) within a radiusr].
We neglect this term in the calculations presented in they lmbdhe paper, but we return in 8 C to consider the effect ofifav
My # O.

(AS)
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Using the solenoidal condition on the magnetic fieldB{/0z = —r~=1(9/dr)(rB;), which in a thin disk allows us to tred,
as being constant with height whenever it is not explicitifedentiated with respect tg] as well as the assumed field symmetry,
equation (A2) integrates to

8Vr aVr o 282 V(g BZBI'.S
ZE‘FEVr—ar =g —C _Br +E—r + o
o (B2 1 (%0 22 2
—2H5 (g) +W - & [I’ (BF _Bd’)] dz. (AG)

Taking account of the adopted vertical mass distributiom r@place the integral in the last term of equation (A6) by mimgegral
over a finite interval [ f,g'()r) dz:

1 H() 8 2 2 2 1 8 2 H() 2 2
. /_ oo (BB o= g /_ (BB
1 dH
- (B?s—Bs) (W) (A7)

(see Lovelace, Romanova, & Newman 1994). We asdBfrez) = B, 4(r) Lz/H(r)], and similarly forB,4. This choice is motivated
by the field configuration derived in the case of a rotatignsllpported thin disk in which the field is comparatively wadupled
to the matter (e.g., Wardle & Konigl 1993). Although the disibtained in our AD collapse solutions evidently corresptinthe
weak-coupling case (see § 4 and Appendix C), for which thgs@gmation is no longer adequate (e.g., Li 1996; Wardle7)9®e
nevertheless adopt the above scalings for the sake of @sfss. We emphasize, however, that none of the dominarg tertne
equations that we solve depends on the details of the vierticiation of these field components. We thus get

2 |, o (8 B8] 2= gy 0 P00 (B2~ 820 - - (B 82 ()
H 0 1 /dH
~ 1272 0r [rz(rZBES_ Bi’sﬂ 6r (W) (BES_ Bi.s) : (A8)

Approximatingg: by GM(r)/r? [with M(r) ~ M. if the central mass dominates] and substitutihg rV,,, the integrated radial
momentum equation becomes

M oM GM C?0%Y J? B,Bs HB,0B,

oM T T Yo et ey 2o
H 9 om0 202 1 (dHY >
T o ar (r*Brs—"Bg,) - 67y \ dr (Bfs—Bgs) - (A9)

When integrating the angular momentum equation (A3), wéewri
4t 9z  Anr Or (rBy) = Ar 82( Bo) + Ar Or (rBy) + 47r Or (rB) . (A10)
and use the same ansatz as abov@fr,z) andB,(r,z). We then obtain
a\] 8\] . rBzB¢7S H a 2 rBr7sB¢7S dH
o Vo T o T emsar (r*BrsBy.s) 3ry \dr /)~ (A1)

In integrating the vertical hydrostatic-balance equatiea take the pressure at the disk surfaces to vanish. Thdanielpressure
P ~ (X /2H)C? is then given by

7 GM.SH B2%+B2. HB,<0B
— —GEZ c s ¢,S _ rs Ubz
Pe=o05 5 T4, 8 or

where the first two terms on the right-hand side constituteapproximation tay, and represent, respectively, the local disk self-
gravity and the tidal squeezing by the central point mass.
The ion equation of motion is approximated by

(A12)

Pve— L (vxB)xB, (A13)
Thi 47

whereVp = Vi —Vy; we assume that the disk is sufficiently weakly ionized thatteutral velocity/,, is practically indistinguishable
from the bulk velocityv. The radial component of this equation is

47TpVD.r _B, (8Br (?BZ> By 0

= o) o (Bs) (A14)

r or

Thi
which yields, upon integration over

. Thi aBZ Thi H aBr_’S 8B¢‘S 2 2 dH
Vor = 55 B <Bf=3‘ HW) =5 [? <BW ~Bosy, > + (Bos— B \ar (AL5)




COLLAPSE OF ROTATING MAGNETIC CLOUD CORES 21

(see eq. [A9]). Similarly, the azimuthal component of eguratA13),

4rp 0By B9
V B —— (rB Al16
- Do =Bz + 6r( ¢) ; ( )
gives, when integrated over
™iH 0 T dH
Vig =Vo+ 5 EBZB¢5+ 6”'Er o (r’BrsBys) — 3”'EBrSB¢,5r ( dr) (A17)

(see eq. [A11]).
The flux conservation equation is obtained from Faradayis(2B/0t = —cV x E) and Ohm'’s law in the ambipolar diffusion-
dominated regimecE = —V; x B) together with equation (A13). The result is

0B
at—Vx(VxB)—l—Vx{Aﬂw[(VxB)xB]XB} (A18)
Thez component of this equation is
B, 10 (0v
ot 2xror \ ot
1 3 Thi 8Br 3BZ B¢ 8
T ror ( Bt 2 p{ B. [BZ<5_ ar ) roor (rB¢)]
0By 0B, 0By
which implies
2p (00 > g2 (9B 0B\ BB 0 (o oo OB
e, (at +27rrV,Bz) =—(B;+By) ( 97 or )+ a1 (rBg) — BBy 57 (A20)

Integrating this over and rearranging, gives
by B 1
% —27rV( B, + I’;m {— (Br.s—H—a Z> (B§+—Bﬁs)

or 3
1 d dinH
+ §B§,5 {—B,,SJFHBZ (aln(rsqﬁ,s) ST )}
1 d dinH

In formulating the self-similar model in § 2.2 we use a padedvn version of the above equations. This is motivated byinding
that our basic results can be deriwgithout including anyO(H /r) terms. The only instance in which a term of this order playale r
in our solutions is in allowing us to refine the structure & #mbipolar-diffusion shock by employing the radial gradliaf B, in the
radial momentum equation. We therefore retain the comioings, s — H (0B/dr)] (which is proportional to the vertically integrated
azimuthal component of the current density) in equation) (& neglect the other tw®(H /r) terms in that equation, since they
typically do not exceed the 0B,/0r term. [The last two terms in equation (A9) can become mudelathan thex 0B,/dr term in
the limitr /t — O of the IMHD solution, wheiB, s/B, formally diverges. However, as we argue in § 3, this divecgga not expected
to occur in a real disk. Furthermore, the neglect of theseses justified even in our formal solution sinklex 1/B2, in this limit,
so the radial derivative terms remain negligible in comgamiwith the magnetic tension (BB s) term.] Since the same integrated
current density component appears also in equations (Al a21) forVp, ando¥ /dt, respectively, we keep the combination
[Brs—H(9B,/0r)] in these equations too for self-consistency, but we agaui all the other®(H /r) terms. For the same reason we
keep thex H(9B,/dr) term also in the vertical force balance equation (A12), Wwhieans that we end up retaining all théH /r)
terms in this “master equation” fot.

We similarly neglect thé(H /r) terms in the angular momentum equation (A11) and, corredipgly, in equation (A17) fok 4.
The latter equation can then be substituted into equatipto {@eld a purely algebraic expression B s.

B. SINGULAR LINES AND SHOCK JUMP CONDITIONS

The singular lines of the flows considered in this paper canliained by rewriting the radial momentum equation (21)ia t
form

do db
1-wA)—— = —bh——2+[..]. B1
( )dX z dX +[ ] ( )
In the AD limit, in which the field is effectively decoupleddim the bulk of the matter, we immediately infer that the siagline

corresponds to the sonic speed:
(x—u)?=1 (AD limit) (B2)

(see CCK for a discussion of the physical basis of this rgsult
In the ideal-MHD limit, flux freezing implie®,/o = 1/ 10 (see eq. [33]), and therefore the singular line is given by

(x—u?2=1+ho/u3 (IMHD limit) . (B3)
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In the region where self-gravity dominatéss 2/, and equation (B3) reduces to— u)2 = 1+ 2/u2, which is the result given by
equation (41) in CCR.In dimensional form, equation (B3) is

(r/t—=V;)?=C?+B2H/2r% = C*+ BZ/4mp , (B4)

where the last term on the right-hand side is equal to theéhlfspeed in the disk. The IMHD singular line thus correspaadise
fast-magnetosonic speed, which agrees with (and genesatize statement made in CCK on the basis of the self-graldtyinated
limit of equation (B3).

When the curve describing the flow crosses and falls belowsittgailar line in the x, u} plane, this generally signals the appearance
of an unresolved shock discontinuity. In the present wadik, it the situation invariably encountered in the vicimfyhe centrifugal
radius. To properly model this discontinuity, appropristteck jump conditions need to be applied. The conservafioress across
the shock yields

oWs = CcOnst (B5)

wherews = Xs — U (with xs denoting the shock location). When the ions and neutralallecoupled inside the shock, the magnetic-
flux conservation condition takes the form
b,ws = const (B6)

In the strong-coupling case, equations (B5) and (B6) implg o /b, = const across the shock: in what follows we get po,
which applies when the entire flow upstream of the shock olslsad MHD. Under the adopted isothermal approximation jiinep
conditions are fully specified once we integrate also thiedifitial terms in equation (B1) across the discontindfgrforming this
integral requires making some assumptions about the bahaii, b,, andh in the shock region. In the following subsections,
we consider four cases in which algebraic jump conditiomsloa derived. These results have enabled us to explicitlyeibe
centrifugal shock in all the core-collapse solutions pnése in this paper.

B.1. Isothermal Shock

If one can neglect variations in the magnetic field acrossltbeontinuity, as is the case when the centrifugal shockiscdeep
inside the AD regime (see 8 3.3.1), equations (B1) and (Bp)ym

o(W2 + 1) = const (B7)

Denoting the upstream and downstream sides of the shockebgutbscripts 1 and 2, respectively, one can use equations(ii7
(B5) to express the nontrivial; # Ws) solution in the formwgws, = 1. This is the simplest realization of the “isothermal” jump
conditions discussed by Shu & Li (1997).

B.2. Generalized | sothermal Shock

If the shock occurs in the self-gravitating regime, whiere 2/, thenb;h o b, /o is constant across the shock, and the integration
of equation (B1) leads to
o(w2 4 ©) = const (B8)

where© = 1+ 2/u3. This situation is encountered in the fast-rotation sohsipresented in § 3.2.2 and § 3.3.2. In this case the
upstream and downstream radial velocities (in the shoakd)aare related bygws = O, which constitutes another realization
of the “isothermal” jump conditions. remark. [Note that,\v&s — wg, one recovers the singular-line relation (eq. [B3]) for a
self-gravitating IMHD flow.]

B.3. Magnetically Squeezed Shock

If magnetic squeezing due to the radial field dominates gramithe vertical force-balance equation, ther: 2crbrjs2 (see eq.

[42]), and equation (B1) yields
3

20

Taking into account the relation (B5), we obtain a quarticaopn foro, (whose coefficients are combinations of the upstream flow
variables). We can eliminate the trivial solutiep= o, by dividing this equation byo, — o1), which reduces it to

Ug—i—alag—l— (UE—FQ) Uz—Ul(Ul—XS)ZQ: 0, (B10)
whereQ = 3u3b2,/2. Equation (B10) is a cubic of the fora3 + a;03 + a;02 + ap = 0, whose discriminant i® = (p/3)3 + (q/2)2,
with p = a; —a3/3 andq = ap — a18,/3 + 2a3/27. For this particular cubic, the discriminant is alwaysitiee, guaranteeing that
there is exactly one real root, given by
02 =—3/3+04+0-, (B11)

whereq. = (—q/2++/D)¥3. This solution provides a good approximation to the cemyal shock in the fiducial IMHD flow
(8§3.2.1).

5 Equation (41) in CCK is therefore only a special case of theengeneral expression, which is given by equation (B3).
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B.4. Constant-Thickness Shock

Another possibility is thah is constant across the shock, as would be the case if theateoint-mass gravity controlled the
squeezing in the vertical equilibrium equation (see edd.gbd [71]). In this case, integration of equation (B1) ttssin

o(W? + 1) +b2h/2 = const (B12)

In conjunction with the mass conservation equation (B%$,¢an be written as a cubic equation éor After factoring out the trivial
solution, one obtains a quadratic equation,

03+ (1.+ 2u0/h)2 — (M/%9)%(2410/ho1) =0, (B13)

which has exactly one positive real root. In order for thisuteto be applicable to a centrifugal shock in a collapsiragnetized
core, the shock must occur far enough from the center that MEID is still a good approximation (so that the magnetiotén eq.

[B1] continues to play a role). However, in the solutionslexgd in this paper, the requirements that the central ra@minate the
vertical squeezing and that the IMHD regime be applicaldenaver satisfied at the location of the centrifugal shockhétfiducial

and strong-gravity IMHD cases, magnetic squeezing exciedidal force in the central gravity-dominated regiongndas in the
fast-rotation IMHD and AD cases, self-gravity dominatethatlocation of the shock.

C. INCORPORATION OF A CENTRIFUGALLY DRIVEN WIND INTO THE DISK LUTION

As we note in § 4, the asymptotic ambipolar-diffusion diskuion satisfies the launching conditi@s/B, > 1/+/3 for a cold,
centrifugally driven wind, and, in fact, implies a radiabting of the magnetic field components (at any given instatihte) that
is identical to that of the time-independent, radially ssthilar wind solution of Blandford & Payne (1982, hereaf®). Once a
super-Alfvénic wind of this type is established, it congtits the dominant mechanism of removing angular momentom fine disk
(atleast in the vertical direction). Furthermore, if theéflmw is quasi steady on the accretion time scale, then thiadigeaself-similar
wind solution can be used to determine the valuBgf (or, equivalently, of the paramet&yin the asymptotic self-similar (in space
and time) disk solution. An explicit wind solution also makiepossible to evaluate the reduction in the mass accregi@nonto
the central star caused by the diversion of part of the infigwnass into a disk outflow. Motivated by these consideratiore now
show how the centrifugally driven wind solution can be irpmated into the asymptotic AD disk model. As demonstrategi3.3.1,
the numerical solution of the disk equations typically cenges rapidly behind the centrifugal shock to the asympfotim given by
equations (51)—(57). This indicates that, if the model pet@rs do not strongly differ from the fiducial values, thiea tesults that
we obtain for the asymptotic regime should be applicablaéédiulk of the rotationally supported disk that forms arothedcentral
object.

The mass loss in the BP model is constant for each decadekofatizis and can be related to the accretion Mget the inner
edge of the disk by

1 oMy eMe 1
2rr Or 2\ —32qr2’ (€1

wheree < 1 is the fraction of the disk binding energy at its inner edgéhat is carried off by the wind, and whepeis the total
(kinetic plus magnetic) specific angular momentum in thedwimormalized by the Keplerian disk valu¥k = (GM.r)Y/2. The
field-line constanh is one of the three parameters that define a solution in titk self-similar BP wind model, the other two being
& =Brs/B; andk = 4w pVVk / B? (the normalized mass-to-magnetic flux ratio evaluatedeatitsk surface). As we noted above, for
any given value of in the asymptotic AD disk solutior; s/B; is a spatial constant(4/3; see eq. [56]) that exceeds the launching
threshold ¥+/3. It is thus natural to sef) = 4/3. One can then evaluate the paramatdry equating 2V, with the expression
given by equation (C1) (where the factor of 2 accounts fortwbee disk surfaces). The result (in terms of the nondimeradifiow
guantities introduced in § 2.3) is

o 1/2
. emen
e )

Substituting fom, andb, from the asymptotic-solution equations (51) and (55), eetipely, this becomes

20¢
K=o 3" (C3)
We now substitute fod in the asymptotic disk solution the corresponding expoessi the BP wind model,
5:—%”@—1), (C4)
b,
which yields
3—2¢
= ) C5
A 2(1—¢) (C5)

Although we started by evaluating we ended up with an expression that giwes terms ofe. The latter parameter was treated by
BP as being distinct from, but we are now able to relate them by combining the disk amdlwolutions. By fixing the values of
&, and ), one can derive the value sffrom the solution of the self-similar wind equations (seg. 2 in BP), and thereby obtain
(using eqg. [C4]). In practice, this “recipe” for incorpareg the wind model does not alter our basic disk model sineféctively
amounts to replacing one somewhat arbitrary paramé&}day(another €). However, by combining the disk and wind solutions, it is
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possible to constrain the parameter values. In partichiarequiring that the flow be magnetically dominated in thanity of the
disk (which implies< < 1) and that it become super-Alfvénic at a finite height, orreinger a lower bound on.. Based on Figure 2
in BP, this lower limit is~ 3 for £, = 4/3 (which, by eq. [C5], implies thatmust be> 0.75), and as\ increases from- 3 to ~ 30
(corresponding te increasing from~ 0.75 to~ 0.98), 6 decreases from 2 to ~ 0.3.

In the absence of a disk outflow, the central mass eigenvalug given approximately by the produetkuo evaluated ax; (see
egs. [26] and [51]). When the mass loss between the outerafdbe disk (ot = rc) and its inner edgerf, =~ R,, the protostellar
radius) is taken into account in the mass conservation equae value ofn. is reduced to

~ |14 InA
Al Ty

-1
] (—Xuo)y, s (C6)

whereA = rqy/rin (See egs. [A5], [C1], and [C5]). To the extent that deuterbwmming causes the radius of the accreting protostar
to increase roughly linearly with its mass (e.g., StahleB8)9A can be approximated as a constant. Estimatirfgpm our fiducial

AD solution (see eqg. [65]) anB. from the mass—radius relation given by Stahler (1988), wainbnA ~ 8. Equation (C6) then
implies that mass outflow from the disk surfaces could rediieeaccretion rate onto the central object by a factor aglasg- 3
(using the minimum value of, which corresponds te = 1). More strongly magnetized outflows have lowssreduction factors:

for example, whem decreases tg 0.1 (corresponding ta = 10 andd < 1), this factor declines tg 1.5. Although the cumulative
effect of the mass loss from the wind surfaces (embodiedeérfdabtor InA) can be significant, its impact at any given radius is
comparatively small because of the large range of radiilime (rout/rin =~ 3 x 10 in the fiducial case). The incorporation of a
disk wind modifies the integrated self-similar disk equasi@nly through logarithmic terms ¥ so to lowest order the power-law

scalings of the asymptotic disk solution remain unchanged.

Explicit models of AD-dominated, wind-driving accretioiskis were previously constructed by Wardle & Konigl (199634 i
(1996). Two general types of solutions were obtained, déipgron the value of the neutral—ion coupling paramefigd. = 1/ i)k
Strongly coupled disks havgyk. = 1 at all heights and are characterized by the thermal pressirbeing much larger than the
magnetic pressure at= 0, by B, starting to increase already near the midplane and gepenateedingBy| at the disk surface
(which leads to a strong magnetic squeezing of the disk),bgnithe inflow speed typically being C (Wardle & Kénigl 1993).
In contrast, in weakly coupled disks (characterized)fay < 1 over the bulk of the vertical column) the thermal pressuane loe
much larger than the magnetic pressure at0, B; only starts to grow well above the midplane (at a height wihleeecoupling
parameter finally rises above 1) and usually does not ex@gat the surface (which results in the magnetic squeezingirgnga
relatively unimportant), and the mass-averaged inflow dpe¢ypically well belowC (Li 1996). As we point out in 8§ 4pwkL is
equal to 234 in the asymptotic AD disk solution. This result is compagillith the just-described behavior Bfs and|B, s|: since
Brs/B; = 4/3 in the asymptotic solution antk= |By s|/B;, the expression fofwk. impliesB;s/|B,s| = 2nwkL [consistent with eq.
(4.5) in Wardle & Konigl (1993) and eq. (39) in Li (1996)]. Thelues of§ derived from the BP wind solution indicate that our AD
disks are likely to be weakly coupled. This conclusion isgistent with the low magnetic-to-thermal pressure ratiplied by the
asymptotic disk solution (it is< r'/2 asr — 0 at any given instant of time; see egs. [54]-[57]), whichresponds to the situation
in weakly coupled disks. The association with the weaklypted class of solutions is further indicated by the unimaoce of
magnetic squeezing in the asymptotic expression for tHeldiff-thickness (eq. [57]) and by the subsonic inflow spederied in
the asymptotic regimeV/C  r*/2 asr — 0 andt is held fixed; see eq. [53]). The inner regions of real prettestdisks (on radial
scales~ 0.1-10AU) are, in fact, expected to be so weakly ionized ovestrobtheir interiors that the requisite field-line bending
for launching a centrifugal wind can only occur in compaseity thin surface layers (e.g., Wardle 1997). As was, howeieeady
emphasized by Li (1996), the properties of such disks andeif associated outflows depend sensitively on the detgitecspatial
profile of nwkL . Further progress in developing these models will thusiregugood understanding of the ionization structure in the

inner regions of protostellar disks.
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