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ABSTRACT
Planet formation in the discs around young stars involves the coagulation of sub-micron sized dust grains into much larger grains
that may be mixed by turbulence and migrate through the disc. In this paper, we describe how we have combined a method for
modelling the coagulation of a population of dust grains with the MULTIGRAIN algorithm for modelling the dynamical evolution
of a population of dust grains that are subject to strong gas drag. We solve the dynamical evolution of the dust grains due to gas
drag using a recently-developed implicit integration method, and we introduce a new implicit method to model the diffusion
of the dust due to unresolved hydrodynamic turbulence. The resulting smoothed particle hydrodynamics (SPH) code allows us,
for the first time, to model the growth, mixing and migration of dust grain populations during the early stages of star formation
and the formation, growth and evolution of a young protoplanetary disc using three-dimensional hydrodynamical simulations.
In doing so, we find that including turbulent dust diffusion within the disc provides a substantial enhancement of the rate of dust
grain growth due to the fact that the turbulent diffusion provides a source of small and intermediate dust grains to the regions in
which the largest dust grains are growing.

Key words: (ISM:) dust, extinction – hydrodynamics – methods: numerical – protoplanetary discs – stars: formation.

1 INTRODUCTION

Dust plays crucial roles in both star formation and planet formation.
In present-day star formation, dust provides the dominant source of
opacity and the cooling of dense molecular gas (hydrogen number
densities nH ∼> 104 cm−3) is dominated by the thermal emission of
dust grains (e.g., Goldsmith 2001). Dust grains also play an impor-
tant role in setting the degree of ionisation in dense molecular clouds
and protoplanetary discs by absorbing electrons and ions, with small
grains being more effective (e.g., Wardle 2007; Bai 2011; Guillet
et al. 2020; Tsukamoto & Okuzumi 2022; Lebreuilly et al. 2023).
Thus, variation of the dust grain population may alter the coupling
between the magnetic field and the gas, thereby affecting the dy-
namics of molecular cloud collapse and the evolution of magnetised
discs. For planet formation, dust coagulation into pebbles is believed
to be necessary both to form planetesimals (e.g., via the streaming
instability; Youdin & Goodman 2005; Li & Youdin 2021, although
note that a broad dust size distribution can hinder its effectiveness;
Paardekooper et al. 2021; McNally et al. 2021) and also to allow
the efficient growth of planetary cores (i.e., via pebble accretion;
Johansen & Lacerda 2010; Ormel & Klahr 2010; Johansen & Lam-
brechts 2017).

Despite the importance of dust, until recently little attention has
been paid to its evolution in studies of star formation. To deter-
mine the dust opacity and/or degree of ionisation, star formation
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calculations usually assume a constant interstellar grain size distri-
bution (e.g., a MRN size distribution with a maximum grain size,
s ∼ 0.1 µm; Mathis, Rumpl & Nordsieck 1977), with an abun-
dance that is either appropriate for solar metallicity (Z⊙), or that
is scaled by a constant factor (e.g., Myers et al. 2011; Bate 2014,
2019). This is reasonable for the early, low-density phases of star
formation since, for example, Ormel et al. (2009) found that large
grains could not grow within molecular clouds unless they were both
dense and long-lived. However, as soon as protoplanetary discs are
formed, their much higher densities allow rapid grain growth (e.g.,
Weidenschilling & Cuzzi 1993).

Dust grain growth at the centre of a collapsing molecular cloud
core has been studied by Hirashita & Omukai (2009), for varying
initial metallicities. Beginning with typical MRN size distributions,
they showed that there was little dust coagulation during the early
phase of the collapse (densities nH ≲ 107 cm−3) in any of their
calculations, but as the density continued to increase, small grains
became depleted for metallicities above ∼ 10−4 Z⊙. Nevertheless,
because of the relatively short timescales, both high densities (nH ≳
1011 cm−3, found within the first hydrostatic core; Larson 1969)
and high metallicities were required for the peak grain size (in terms
of dust mass) to increase beyond its initial value of 0.25 µm, and the
peak remained at sub-micron sizes.

Bate (2022) was the first to model the coagulation of a dust grain
population in three-dimensional hydrodynamical simulations of star
formation, by adapting the method of Hirashita & Omukai (2009)
to follow the evolution of the grain population associated with each
fluid element. In this way, he was able to investigate both the tempo-
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ral and spatial distributions of dust particle sizes during molecular
cloud collapse and the formation and evolution of first hydrostatic
cores (Larson 1969) or pre-stellar discs (rapidly-rotating first hydro-
static cores that have a disc-like morphology and may have radii
of several tens of au; Bate 1998, 2011; Saigo & Tomisaka 2006;
Saigo, Tomisaka & Matsumoto 2008; Machida, Inutsuka & Mat-
sumoto 2010; Machida & Matsumoto 2011). In agreement with pre-
vious solar metallicity results (Hirashita & Omukai 2009; Wong, Hi-
rashita & Li 2016), Bate found that the maximum grain size did not
increase substantially within the collapsing envelope. However, once
the first hydrostatic core formed, he found that rapid dust growth to
sizes in excess of 100 µm occurred within the core, even before stel-
lar core formation. Due to the strong dependence of the grain growth
rate on density, he found that progressively larger grains were pro-
duced at smaller distances from the centre of the first hydrostatic
core. Moreover, in pre-stellar discs that rotate so quickly that they
become bar unstable (Durisen et al. 1986; Bate 1998) and form
spiral arms, larger grains were preferentially produced in the spi-
ral arms due to the higher densities. Thus, Bate (2022) found that
the grain size distribution can vary substantially in the very earli-
est stages of star formation. Subsequent studies using other codes
have obtained similar results (e.g., Marchand et al. 2023, who also
included magnetic fields and the effects of grain growth on the level
of ionisation). The general results are also in agreement with earlier
three-dimensional calculations of star formation that did not model
the full grain size distribution, but modelled grain growth using a
single-size approximation (Tsukamoto, Machida & Inutsuka 2021).
More recently, (Navarro-Almaida et al. 2024) have shown that grain
growth within the first hydrostatic core can affect its chemical evo-
lution.

A fundamental limitation of the method of Bate (2022) was that
the dust could not move relative to the gas. The dust population asso-
ciated with each fluid element was evolved independently and dust
could not move between fluid elements. This approximation was
valid as far as the calculations were evolved (up until stellar core
formation) due to the fact that the dust was well coupled to the gas
— the low-density regions never produced large grains, and large
grains were only produced at high (gas) densities. However, to fol-
low the evolution of the dust on longer timescales, the dynamical
evolution of the dust needs to be taken into account.

In this paper, we present a new combination of methods that allow
a dust grain population to be evolved due to coagulation, dynamical
dust-gas drag and turbulent mixing, in three-dimensional hydrody-
namical simulations that follow the collapse of a molecular cloud
core to form a protostar and the formation, growth and dynamical
evolution of its disc. Such calculations are timely because they will
allow the wealth of millimetre (e.g., ALMA), scattered-light (e.g.
VLT-SPHERE, GPI), and recent infrared (2-21 µm: JWST) obser-
vations of the dust component of young discs that have been, and
continue to be, collected to be compared with simulations. For ex-
ample, observations of edge-on discs allow the processes of dust
settling and turbulent stirring within protoplanetary discs to be con-
strained (e.g., Villenave et al. 2020; Duchêne et al. 2024).

This paper is arranged as follows. In Section 2 we describe each
of the individual methods for modelling the dynamics and size evo-
lution of the dust, and how these methods are combined together and
implemented the SPHNG code. In Section 3, we present a number of
tests of the code related to dust growth, settling and turbulent stirring
within a protoplanetary disc. In Section 4, we present results from
several star formation calculations that include dust coagulation, tur-
bulent mixing and settling/migration, demonstrating the potential of

the new code for studying dust evolution during star and disc forma-
tion. Finally, in Section 5 we present our conclusions.

2 METHOD

This paper brings together several existing methods, and introduces
a new method, to model various aspects of dust evolution in discs
around young stars. We combine the dust coagulation of (Bate
2022), the MULTIGRAIN algorithm for modelling the dynamics of
a population of dust grains subject to strong gas drag (Hutchison,
Price & Laibe 2018), and the implicit integration method developed
by Elsender & Bate (2024) to solve for the evolution of the dust
subject to gas drag. In addition, we present a new method for mod-
elling turbulent diffusion of dust. We therefore begin with overviews
of each of the existing methods, followed by descriptions of how
they are combined. We then describe the new turbulent diffusion
method, and finish with a brief summary of the main elements of the
smoothed particle hydrodynamics (SPH) code, SPHNG, in which the
methods are implemented.

2.1 The grain growth model

The growth of a local distribution of dust grains can be described
by the deterministic mean-field Smoluchowski equation assuming
binary collisions (Smoluchowski 1916). Bate (2022) described a
method to model the coagulation of a discretised population of dust
grains within an SPH code. The grain growth method closely fol-
lowed the method developed by Hirashita & Yan (2009), which was
used by Hirashita & Omukai (2009) to study dust coagulation at the
centre of collapsing molecular clouds. The original method mod-
elled grain growth in a single zone using N discrete bins to rep-
resent a range of grain sizes. Bate (2022) implemented an almost
identical method, but with each individual SPH gas particle acting
as a separate ‘zone’ containing a population of dust grains. Thus, the
grain growth in the fluid element represented by each SPH particle
(or ‘zone’) occurred independently of neighbouring SPH particles.
This approximation is good as long as the physical flux of grains
between ‘zones’ is negligible (or neighbouring zones have similar
populations of grains). This assumption limited the calculations of
Bate (2022) to the early stages of star formation, covering only the
evolution of the first hydrostatic core phase (Larson 1969) up to the
formation of the stellar core.

We note that this discretised method uses a pair-wise or point-
based approximation for modelling the dust coagulation. Alterna-
tive methods for modelling grain growth can be based around finite
element or finite volume methods. A recent example is the finite-
volume coagulation scheme of Lombart & Laibe (2021), which can
achieve comparable accuracy with fewer dust species compared to
some other schemes – an appealing feature for computationally de-
manding 3D simulations. However, this method represents the dust
size distribution differently from hydrodynamic solvers: the finite-
volume scheme uses a high-order reconstruction of each mass or
size bin, whereas hydrodynamic models typically evolve only bin-
averaged quantities. Converting between these representations at ev-
ery time step is non-trivial.

Here we give a brief summary of the main elements of the grain
growth method that we use for this paper. Further details may be
found in Bate (2022), and in the original papers by Hirashita & Yan
(2009) and Hirashita & Omukai (2009). In addition, in Appendix
A we compare the performance of our chosen grain growth method
with analytic solutions to the Smoluchowski equation. We note that
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the method of Hirashita & Yan (2009) can be used to study both
coagulation and fragmentation of dust grains. In this paper we have
chosen only to consider coagulation, and we have chosen a coag-
ulation threshold (see below) that tends not to produce very large
grains in our simulations of protoplanetary disc formation (Section
4). Such growth tends to produce monodisperse grain populations in
the long term. The use of different coagulation thresholds that result
in the production of larger grains that are less well-coupled to the gas
may also mean that grain fragmentation becomes important. Thus,
care should be taken when attempting to draw general conclusions
from the results presented in this paper.

For simplicity, we assume spherical grains with a material density
ρgr that is constant, such that the mass of a dust grain of radius, a, is
given by

m(a) =
4π

3
a3ρgr. (1)

We consider a single grain material density of ρgr = 3.0 g cm−3.
For each SPH particle, we create N discrete bins that are loga-

rithmically spaced in grain radius from amin to amax, so that radii of
grains in the ith bin lies between a(b)i−1 and a(b)i where a(b)i = δa

(b)
i−1

and log(δ) = log(amax/amin)/N (the super-script (b) denotes the
grain radius boundaries of the bin). The number density of grains
with radii between a and a+da is given by n(a) da. The method of
Hirashita & Yan (2009) considers the distribution function of grain
mass rather than grain size to ensure conservation of the total grain
mass. Thus, they denote the number density of grains with masses
between m and m+dm as ñ(m) dm, and for the two distributions
n(a) da = ñ(m) dm. The quantities n(a) da or ñ(m) dm give the
number density of grains in some size or mass interval, respectively.

Hirashita & Yan (2009) defined the grain radius and the mass
in the ith bin as ai ≡ (a

(b)
i−1 + a

(b)
i )/2 and mi ≡ m(ai), re-

spectively, and the upper boundary of the mass bin is defined as
m

(b)
i ≡ m(a

(b)
i ). Bate (2022) also tried defining the grain radius

using a geometric mean rather than an arithmetic mean and found
no significant differences in the results for numbers of bins of 10 per
decade in radius or greater. It is interesting to note, however, that if
the number of bins is small enough, the algorithm completely fails
to grow the grain population and this limit depends on which form
of averaging is used. This is because for dust grains to populate bins
with larger sizes the sum of the masses must lie within the mass
range of the higher-mass bin. When using the geometric mean to
define the average grain size in the ith bin, this results in a condi-
tion that 2(ai)3 > (ai

√
δ)3 in order for the sum of the masses of

two grains in the ith bin to exceed the lower mass boundary of the
(i + 1)th bin. This requires δ < 22/3 ≈ 1.587 (or at least 5 bins
per decade in radius). When using the arithmetic mean, this condi-
tion becomes 2[(a

(b)
i /δ + a

(b)
i )/2]3 > (a

(b)
i )3, which reduces to

δ < 1/(22/3 − 1) ≈ 1.702 (or at least ≈ 4.3 bins per decade in
radius). So using the arithmetic mean, somewhat fewer bins can be
used before the algorithm fails completely. In practice, we always
use at least 10 bins per decade in radius for science calculations,
and the testing performed by Bate (2022) demonstrated that at these
dust resolutions the type of mean does not significantly affect the
grain growth (as long as the above limits on δ are satisfied). We note,
however, that because Hutchison et al. (2018) defined the grain size
associated with their bins using the geometric mean, when we use
their 10-bin dust settling test in Section 3 we also use the geometric
mean. For all our other calculations we use the arithmetic mean.

The mass density of grains in the ith bin, ρ̃i, is defined as

ρ̃i ≡ miñ(mi)
[
m

(b)
i −m

(b)
i−1

]
, (2)

and the time evolution of ρ̃i can be expressed as

dρ̃i
dt

= −miρ̃i

N∑
k=1

αkiρ̃k +
1

2

N∑
j=1

N∑
k=1

αkj ρ̃kρ̃jm
kj
coag(i), (3)

where we only consider coagulation. Shattering can also be included
(see Hirashita & Yan 2009), but for the present we are only con-
cerned with early grain growth during which the relatively small
grains are reasonably well coupled to the gas and high relative
speeds do not occur. In the above equation

αkj =


βσkjvkj
mjmk

if vkj < vkjcoag,

0 otherwise,

(4)

and Bate (2022) usemkj
coag(i) = mk +mj if the mass of the coagu-

lated particlemk+mj is within the mass range of the ith bin, other-
wise mkj

coag(i) = 0. Coagulation only occurs if the relative velocity,
vkj = |vk−vj |, is less than the coagulation threshold velocity vkjcoag
(equation 4). The coagulation cross section is σkj = π(ak + aj)

2

and β is the sticking probability which we set to unity (Blum 2000,
show that the sticking probability is of order unity below the coagu-
lation threshold velocity). Typically, we use the coagulation thresh-
old velocity (Chokshi, Tielens & Hollenbach 1993; Dominik & Tie-
lens 1997; Yan, Lazarian & Draine 2004; Hirashita & Omukai 2009)

vkjcoag = 21.4

[
a3k + a3j

(ak + aj)3

]1/2
γ
5/6
SE

E1/3R
5/6
kj ρ

1/2
gr

, (5)

where γSE is the surface energy per unit area, Rkj ≡ akaj/(ak +
aj) is the reduced radius of the grains, and E is related to Pois-
son’s ratios (νk and νj) and Young’s modulus (Ek and Ej) by
1/E ≡ (1 − νk)

2/Ek + (1 − νj)
2/Ej . For our calculations

we use the same values for these parameters as Hirashita & Yan
(2009), appropriate for graphite grains: γSE = 12 erg cm−2, E =
3.4 × 1010 dyn cm−2. For two identical particles, these parameters
result in viicoag ≈ 228 (ai/0.1 µm)−5/6 cm s−1.

As discussed by Bate (2022), in the SPH code, rather than evolv-
ing ρ̃i directly, we set ρ̃i = ϱiρ, where ρ is the total SPH density (gas
and dust) of the particle, and we evolve ϱi (i.e., the mass density of
grains in the ith bin is evolved as a fraction of the total mass density).
This naturally allows for changes in the size of a Lagrangian ‘zone’
(i.e., changes in the effective size of an SPH particle), for example
during collapse of a cloud in which the density of grains increases
simply due to the compression of the ‘zone’. In the MULTIGRAIN

method described by Hutchison et al. (2018) (see the next section),
they use the symbol εi ≡ ϱi. So from this point on, we use εi to
denote the fractional mass density of the grains in the ith bin rather
than ϱi. Then the total dust mass fraction of any SPH particle is
ε =

∑
i εi.

A typical interstellar grain size distribution is often specified as a
power-law distribution for sizes smaller than some maximum, cut-
off size (e.g., n(a) ∝ a−3.5 for a < acutoff ). Therefore, in some of
our calculations we initially set εi such that

εi =
ε

χ

∫ a
(b)
i

a
(b)
i−1

a3n(a) da, (6)

with the normalisation factor

χ =

∫ acutoff

amin

a3n(a) da, (7)

see Bate (2022) for more details.
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2.2 The MULTIGRAIN method

The MULTIGRAIN method for evolving the dynamical evolution of
a population of dust grains that are strongly coupled to gas within
the SPH method was developed by Hutchison et al. (2018). We refer
the interested reader to that paper for a full derivation of the method.
Here we simply discuss the main points of the method and present
the main equations.

Laibe & Price (2014) derived the continuum fluid equations for a
mixture of gas and N coupled dust species moving in a barycentric
frame of reference. They went on to show that in regimes in which
the dust species are strongly coupled to the gas (commonly referred
to as the terminal velocity approximation, e.g., Youdin & Goodman
2005; Chiang 2008; Barranco 2009; Jacquet, Balbus & Latter 2011),
the fluid equations can be written as

dρ

dt
= −ρ(∇ · v), (8)

dv

dt
= (1− ε)fg +

∑
j

εjfdj + f , (9)

dεj
dt

= −1

ρ
∇ · [ρεj(∆vj − ε∆v)] , (10)

du

dt
= − P

ρg
∇ · v + ε∆v · ∇u, (11)

∆vj =

[
∆f j −

∑
k

εk∆fdk

]
εjtj , (12)

where d/dt is the convective derivative using the barycentric veloc-
ity

v ≡

ρgvg +
∑
j

ρdjvdj

ρ
=
ρgvg + ρdvd

ρ
, (13)

and the subscripts g and d denote gas and dust properties, respec-
tively, such that

ρ ≡ ρg + ρd = ρg +
∑
j

ρdj , (14)

and εj = ρdj/ρ. This also means that in Section 2.1, ρ̃j ≡ ρdj .
The quantity ∆v is the weighted sum of the differential velocities
∆vj ≡ vdj − vg, so that

∆v ≡ 1

ε

∑
j

εj∆vj . (15)

The specific internal thermal energy of the gas is represented by u,
and P is the gas pressure. Accelerations acting on both gas and dust
components are represented by f , while fg and fdj represent the
accelerations acting on the gas and dust components, respectively.
Thus, ∆f j ≡ fdj − fg is the differential acceleration between the
gas and each dust component.

For the case of hydrodynamics and gravity, the only acceleration
acting on the gas and not the dust is

fg = −∇P
ρg

(16)

and fdj = 0, so that

∆f j =
∇P
ρg

, (17)

and

∆vj =
εjtj∇P

ρ
=
Tsj∇P
ρg

, (18)

where Hutchison et al. (2018) define (there is an erroneous factor of
two in their equations 14 and 15) the quantities

Tsj = εj(1− ε)tj , (19)

and

T̃sj = εjtj −
∑
k

ε2ktk, (20)

where the tj = ρ/Kj is related to the stopping time and Kj is
the drag coefficient for each dust species. For the Epstein regime
(suitable for strongly-coupled dust grains with low Mach numbers
Epstein 1924)

Kj =
ρgρd
ρgraj

cs

√
8

πγ
, (21)

where γ is the adiabatic constant of the gas and cs is the sound speed.
For a single dust species, the stopping time Tsj = T̃sj = εj(1−ε)tj
with j = 1.

In this case, equations 8 to 11 can be expressed as

dρ

dt
= −ρ(∇ · v), (22)

dv

dt
= −∇P

ρ
+ f , (23)

dεj
dt

= −1

ρ
∇ ·
(
εj T̃sj∇P

)
, (24)

du

dt
= − P

ρg
∇ · v +

εTs

ρg
∇P · ∇u, , (25)

where

Ts ≡
1

ε

∑
j

εjTsj , (26)

acts like an effective stopping time for the mixture. Equation 25 can
also be written as

dũ

dt
= −P

ρ
∇ · v, (27)

where ũ ≡ (1− ε)u. In the limit of a single dust species, equations
22 – 25 reduce to equations 10 – 13 in Price & Laibe (2015). The
adiabatic equation of state is

P = (γ − 1)(1− ε)ρu = (γ − 1)ρũ. (28)

The derivation of the MULTIGRAIN method given by Hutchison
et al. (2018) includes sections including subtleties regarding the def-
inition of drag time-scales when there are multiple dust components,
explicit time-stepping considerations, and energy conservation. We
note that because we evolve the dust fractions using an implicit
method (see Section 2.4), we do not need to concern ourselves with
the explicit dust time-step constraints, although the SPHNG code
includes both explicit and implicit methods for evolving the dust
fractions and in some cases we compare the results of our implicit
calculations with explicit versions.

MNRAS 000, 000–000 (0000)
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2.3 SPH forms of the dust-as-mixture equations

In the above barycentric dust-as-mixture formulation, the equations
that express mass and momentum conservation (22 and 23) are iden-
tical to those in standard SPH (only the equation for P changes due
to the dust fraction), so the conservation of mass and momentum are
retained. Therefore, the standard SPHNG implementation is used, in
which

ρa =
∑
b

mbWab(ha), (29)

dva

dt
=−

∑
b

mb

[
Pa

Ωaρ2a
∇aWab(ha) +

Pb

Ωbρ2b
∇aWab(hb)

]
+ fa +ΠAV,

(30)

where we have used the subscripts a,b to denote SPH particles, Wab

is the SPH kernel (for which we use the M6 quintic spline kernel), h
is the smoothing length, and Ω is the term that accounts for the gra-
dients of smoothing lengths (see Price & Monaghan 2004, 2007).
The ΠAV term is the artificial viscosity; we use a form of the Mor-
ris & Monaghan (1997) artificial viscosity in which the parameter
controlling the linear term, αAV

a ∈ [0.1, 1], but the parameter con-
trolling the quadratic term is kept constant at βAV = 2. See Elsender
& Bate (2024) for the full details.

SPH dust-as-mixture methods do not usually evolve the dust frac-
tions directly. Rather, the dust fractions tend to be evolved using
quantities that guarantee that the dust fraction remains positive. Sev-
eral different dust variables that have been used in the literature. For
a single dust species, Price & Laibe (2015) evolved the dust frac-
tions using a variable, s, for which ε ≡ s2/ρ. Ballabio et al. (2018)
proposed using

ε ≡ s2/(1 + s2), (31)

which has the benefits that it enforces ε ∈ [0, 1] (for a single dust
species) and it does not require the density to be evaluated in or-
der to evaluate s initially, or to obtain ε from s. Hutchison et al.
(2022) proposed ε ≡ sin2(s), which also enforces ε ∈ [0, 1] and
was found to produce more accurate solutions in their tests, but it is
more computationally expensive due to the need to evaluate trigono-
metric functions. Following Elsender & Bate (2024), whose implicit
method we used to evolve the dust fractions, we choose a formula-
tion based on Ballabio et al. (2018).

2.3.1 The dust equations for a single dust species

Following Ballabio et al. (2018) or Elsender & Bate (2024) for a
single dust species, we have that

s =

√
ε

1− ε
, (32)

so the time evolution of the dust variable can be written as

ds

dt
=

1

2s(1− ε)2
dε

dt
. (33)

After substituting in the single dust species equivalent of equation
24 (in which εj → ε and T̃sj → ts for a single dust species), this
can be manipulated into the form

ds

dt
= − 1

2ρ(1− ε)2
[∇ · [s(1− ε)ts∇P ] + (1− ε)ts∇P · ∇s] ,

(34)

by writing ε in terms of s using equation 31, noting that 1/(1+s2) =
(1− ε), and using the vector identity ∇· [ψA] = ψ∇·A+A ·∇ψ
in which ψ ≡ s and A ≡ s(1− ε)ts∇P .

Using an SPH form of a direct second derivative (e.g., Price &
Laibe 2015; Ballabio et al. 2018), the SPH discretisation of equation
34 can be written

dsa
dt

= − 1

2ρa(1− εa)2

∑
b

mbsb
ρb

(Da +Db)(Pa −Pb)
F̄ab

rab
, (35)

where Da = ts,a(1 − εa), F̄ab = [Fab(ha) + Fab(hb)] /2, rab =
|rab|, and r̂abFab(ha) = ∇aWab(ha). Elsender & Bate (2024) also
derive the SPH energy equation for a single dust species, which can
be written as

dua

dt
=

Pa

(1− εa)Ωaρ2a

∑
b

mb(va − vb) · ∇aWab(ha)

+

(
dua

dt

)AV

−

1

2(1− εa)

∑
b

mb
sasb
ρaρb

(Da +Db)(Pa − Pb)(ua − ub)
F̄ab

rab
.

(36)

The first term in this equation is the standard work (PdV ) term (ad-
justed due to the dust fraction), the second term is the contribution
from the artificial viscosity (again, see Elsender & Bate 2024 for full
details). The third term gives the contribution from dust drag.

2.3.2 The dust equations for a multiple dust species

When considering multiple dust species, denoted by the subscript, i,
we have

εi ≡ s2i /(1 + s2i ), (37)

and, equivalently,

si =

√
εi

1− εi
. (38)

Following the same steps as above, the evolution equation for the
dust variables then becomes

dsi,a
dt

= − 1

2ρa(1− εi,a)2

∑
b

mbsi,b
ρb

(Di,a+Di,b)(Pa−Pb)
F̄ab

rab
,

(39)

which is identical to the single dust species equation 35, except that
each dust species has its own rate of change, and Di,a = T̃si,a(1 −
εi,a). Essentially, a vector of dust variable values is evolved for each
SPH particle, rather than just a single value.

For the energy evolution, the first two terms in equation 36 are un-
changed, except to note that εa =

∑
i εi,a. The third term becomes

dua

dt

∣∣∣∣
dust

= −
∑
i

[
1

2(1− εi,a)
×

∑
b

mb
si,asi,b
ρaρb

(Di,a +Di,b)(Pa − Pb)(ua − ub)
F̄ab

rab

]
.

(40)
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2.4 Time integration of the equations

In the SPHNG code, two explicit integration methods are available
to evolve the hydrodynamical equations in time: a second-order
Runge–Kutta–Fehlberg integrator (Fehlberg 1969), and a second-
order leap-frog integrator (as used in the PHANTOM SPH code; Price
et al. 2018). Both integration methods use individual particle time-
steps (see Bate et al. 1995, for further details). In the calculations
presented in this paper we use the former integrator.

In most previous papers, dust-as-mixture SPH calculations have
evolved the dust variable, s, explicitly using the same integrator as
for the hydrodynamics. Recently, however, Elsender & Bate (2024)
developed an implicit method to evolve the dust variable. This has
two main advantages over explicit integration. First, the explicit
time-step criterion gives shorter time-steps for longer stopping times
(i.e., larger grains, or low gas densities); using an implicit method
can be much quicker for evolving dust with comparatively long stop-
ping times (although the dust must still be well coupled for the termi-
nal velocity approximation to be appropriate). Second, using a dust
variable such as equation 32 avoids the possibility of negative dust
fractions, but it is still possible for the dust variable itself to become
negative. This typically occurs in low-density regions when there
are strong dust density gradients, and it can result in the dust frac-
tion becoming finite in regions where it should be vanishingly small.
Ballabio et al. (2018) proposed using a stopping time limiter to pre-
vent dust conservation issues in low-density regions. However, this
can result in unphysical behaviour; for example, grains with compar-
atively long stopping times may be artificially given shorter stopping
times and, therefore, act like smaller grains. Since the stopping time
limiter is automatically applied during a calculation, it is essentially
impossible to know whether the dust dynamics are realistic for their
actual size or not. Using the implicit integration method means that
it is not necessary to use a stopping time limiter (see Elsender & Bate
2024, for further details). Thus, although we use the dust variable of
Ballabio et al. (2018), we do not use the stopping time limiter in any
of our calculations.

Elsender & Bate (2024) use a backwards Euler method with
Gauss-Seidel iterations to solve the dust diffusion (equation 35) im-
plicitly. The basic method was originally used in SPH by White-
house, Bate & Monaghan (2005) to solve the the diffusion equation
for radiative transfer in the flux-limited diffusion approximation.
Following Elsender & Bate (2024), the backwards Euler method
to advance a time dependent variable, A, associated with particle
a from time t = n to t = n+ 1 can be stated as

A(n+1)
a = A(n)

a + dt

(
dAa

dt

)(n+1)

. (41)

For interactions between particles a and b, A(n+1)
a can be solved for

using Gauss-Seidel iterations by rearranging the above equation into
the form

A(n+1)
a =

A(n)
a − dt

∑
b

σab

(
A

(n+1)
b

)
1− dt

∑
b

σab

, (42)

where σab contains quantities other than the variable A. At the be-
ginning of each series of iterations, A(n+1)

b = A
(n)
b and is updated

toA(n+1)
b as soon as this value becomes available, and the iterations

continue until a specified convergence criterion is met.
In the implicit solution of the MULTIGRAIN dust variable equation

39 then becomes

s
(n+1)
i,a =s

(n)
i,a − dt

1 +
(
s
(n+1)
i,a

)2
2ρa

T̃si,a

∑
b

s
(n+1)
i,b Lab+

(1 +
(
s
(n+1)
i,a

)2
)2

2ρa

∑
b

T̃si,b

1 +
(
s
(n+1)
i,b

)2 s(n+1)
i,b Lab

 ,
(43)

for the ith dust species of SPH particle, a, where

Lab ≡
mb

ρb
(Pa − Pb)

F̄ab

rab
. (44)

Again, this is essentially identical to the single dust diffusion equa-
tion given by Elsender & Bate (2024), except that a vector of dust
variables (one component for each dust species) is evolved. Equa-
tion 43 can be rearranged into a quartic equation for s(n+1)

i,a . For the
details how we solve the quartic equation and the convergence crite-
rion for the Gauss-Seidel iterations, see Elsender & Bate (2024).

2.5 Dust grain relative velocities

Dust grains move relative to the gas, and they collide and stick to-
gether due to relative motions of the dust grains (vkj in equation 4).
In Bate (2022), the diffusion of dust between fluid elements (SPH
particles) was neglected, meaning that the distance moved by dust
particles over the duration of the simulation had to be smaller than
the spatial resolution of the simulations. This limited the duration of
the simulations (dust growth was only studied to the end of the first
hydrostatic core phase of star formation). Furthermore, because the
relative motions of dust and gas, and of different dust grains was not
explicitly solved for, analytic prescriptions were used to determine
the relative velocities between grains.

Bate (2022) considered Brownian motion, terminal velocities in
the envelopes of collapsing molecular cloud cores, turbulence, and
the effects of pressure gradients in protostellar discs that lead to ra-
dial and azimuthal velocity differences and vertical settling of the
dust towards the mid-plane. These effects all vary with the sizes
of the dust particles, and thereby produce differential velocities be-
tween dust particles. The relative dust velocities from each of these
terms were then added in quadrature to estimate vkj (see Bate 2022
for details).

In this paper, we perform some calculations using the same pre-
scriptions for the relative dust velocities as Bate (2022), but because
the MULTIGRAIN dust-as-mixture method allows the bulk velocities
of different dust sizes relative to the gas to be computed directly
(equation 17) we usually perform calculations that use these veloci-
ties to replace the bulk relative grain velocities (i.e., those that Bate
2022 referred to as terminal velocities in the envelopes, and radial,
azimuthal and vertical settling velocities in discs). Thus, using equa-
tion 17 we have

[vkj ]bulk = |∆vk −∆vj |. (45)

In addition to these bulk relative grain velocities, we retain the
same formulations as those used by Bate (2022) to account for
Brownian motion, and turbulence. For Brownian motions we use

[vkj ]Brownian =

√
8kBT

πµkj
. (46)
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where µki is the reduced mass of the two grains (e.g., Birnstiel, Fang
& Johansen 2016).

For the relative grain velocities due to the grains being coupled to
gas turbulence via drag (Ossenkopf 1993; Weidenschilling & Ruz-
maikina 1994; Ormel et al. 2009), we use the parameterisation of
Ormel & Cuzzi (2007). For protoplanetary discs the Stokes num-
ber, St = tsΩ, where Ω is the orbital angular frequency. Ormel &
Cuzzi consider both class I (slow) eddies and class II (fast) eddies.
Since we are only concerned with relatively small dust particles that
are relatively well coupled to the gas, we implement equations 26
and 28 from Ormel & Cuzzi (2007) which cover the ‘tightly cou-
pled’ (class I eddies) and the ‘fully intermediate’ (class II eddies)
regimes. For the former:

[v12]
2
turb,I = V 2

g
St1 − St2
St1 + St2

(
St21

St1 +Re−1/2
− St22

St2 +Re−1/2

)
(47)

where the two dust grains are ordered such that St1 ⩾ St2, and Re
is the Reynolds number. For the latter:

[v12]
2
turb,II = V 2

g St1

[
2ya − (1 + ε) +

2

1 + ε

(
1

1 + ya
+

ε3

ya + ε

)]
,

(48)

where ε = St2/St1 ⩽ 1 and we take ya = 1.6. This latter contri-
bution from class II eddies is only applied when St1 > Re−1/2/ya.
We limit St2 to be no greater than 0.9 St1 so that two similarly-
sized dust particles have some relative motion (otherwise equation
47 gives zero relative velocity for two identical dust grains). This is
justified by the fact that, in reality, two equal-mass dust grains will
not have identical shapes (see also Okuzumi et al. 2012; Krijt et al.
2016; Sato, Okuzumi & Ida 2016).

For turbulence in a disc, we assume an αSS-disc model (Shakura
& Sunyaev 1973), for which the normalisation can be expressed
as Vg = α

1/2
SS cs (e.g., Nakagawa, Sekiya & Hayashi 1986; Cuzzi

& Weidenschilling 2006), and the Reynolds number as Re =
αSScsH/ν = αSSc

2
s/(νΩ) where cs is the isothermal gas sound

speed, and H is the gas disc scale height. For the calculations re-
ported in this paper, we set αSS = 10−3. Bate (2022) took a con-
stant value (108) for the Reynolds number in their calculations, but
here we compute it locally using

Re = 6.2× 107
( nH

105 cm−3

)1/2( Tg

10 K

)1/2

, (49)

as in Ormel et al. (2009) and Lebreuilly et al. (2023).
Bate (2022) set the turbulence in the envelope of a collapsing

molecular cloud core using Vg = (3/2)1/2cs (e.g., Ormel et al.
2009; Guillet et al. 2020), and defining the Stokes number in the
envelope as St = tscs/λJeans = 2ts

√
GρG/π (e.g., Guillet et al.

2020), where the Jeans length λJeans has been defined by relating
the sound crossing time to the free-fall time. We retain the same tur-
bulence model for the envelope in the star formation calculations
presented here. As shown by Bate (2022), there is negligible grain
growth in the envelope so this is of little importance.

For the star formation calculations, as in Bate (2022) we define
an SPH particle to lie in a disc if the magnitude of its radial velocity
is less than half the magnitude of its tangential velocity, computing
these velocities relative to the direction of the gravitational accel-
eration experienced by the SPH particle (i.e., the radial velocity is
vrad = v · âgrav and v2tan = v2 − v2rad). Bate (2022) found that this
prescription was sufficient to identify first hydrostatic cores as being
part of a ‘disc’ even though they are more pressure supported than

rotationally supported; see Bate (2022) for further discussion. Note
that this prescription assumes that the centre of mass of the star/disc
system is stationary, otherwise the centre of mass velocity must be
subtracted first. When using the relative grain velocity prescriptions
of Bate (2022), whether a particle lies in a disc or envelope affects
which bulk relative velocity prescriptions are included and the def-
inition of Vg for the turbulent contributions (see Bate 2022 for fur-
ther details). When using the bulk relative velocities provided by the
MULTIGRAIN method, whether a particle is determined to be in the
disc or envelope only determines the contribution of the turbulence
to the relative grain velocities (i.e., the magnitude of Vg and the def-
inition of the Stokes number).

Finally, the above sources of relative dust velocity are combined
in quadrature to give the overall relative grain velocity that appears
in equation 4, i.e.,

v2kj = [vkj ]
2
Brownian + [vkj ]

2
turb,I + [vkj ]

2
turb,II + [vkj ]

2
bulk (50)

2.6 Turbulent stirring of dust

As discussed in the previous section, grain growth depends on dust
grains having relative motions so that they can collide. For the small-
est grains, the dominant source is Brownian motion, but for other
small grains turbulence is likely to provide the dominant source.
However, the dust dynamical equations of Sections 2.2 to 2.3 only
describe bulk motions of grains, e.g., due to pressure gradients. For
discs, in particular, this leads to an inconsistency – we are assum-
ing some αSS type turbulence is responsible for providing relative
grain velocities that allow grain growth, but we are not including the
effects of such turbulent stirring on the bulk dynamics of the dust
grains. For example, as it stands, the dust dynamical equations given
above will allow weakly-coupled dust grains to settle towards the
mid-plane of a laminar protoplanetary disc and the dust layer will
continually get thinner and thinner with time. In reality, however, if
the disc is turbulent the dust grains should be stirred up and a dust
layer should maintain a finite thickness in which settling is balanced
by turbulent stirring (with more strongly-coupled grains being con-
fined to thicker layers).

The bulk effects of turbulent stirring can be described using a con-
ventional diffusion equation for the dust fraction

dεi
dt

=
1

ρ
∇ · (Diρ∇εi) , (51)

where Di is the diffusion constant for dust species, i. This has a
similar form to a heat conduction equation or a radiative transfer
equation in the diffusion limit, both of which have been modelled in
the past using SPH and a direct second derivative (Cleary & Mon-
aghan 1999; Whitehouse & Bate 2004; Whitehouse et al. 2005). Us-
ing the SPH form of a direct second derivative (similar to equation
35 above), equation 51 can be written

dεi,a
dt

=
∑
b

mb

ρaρb
(Di,a+Di,b)

(ρa + ρb
2

)
(εi,a−εi,b)

F̄ab

rab
, (52)

which, due to the symmetry of SPH particles a, b, inherently con-
serves the dust mass (at least for global time steps). Using equation
33 this can be written as
dsa
dt

=
1

2sa(1− εa)2

∑
b

mb

ρaρb
(Di,a +Di,b)

(ρa + ρb
2

)
×

(εi,a − εi,b)
F̄ab

rab
,

(53)

for the evolution of the Ballabio et al. (2018) dust variable, s. This
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equation can be used to evolve the dust variable explicitly and, when
combined with equation 39, the resulting equations allow the dust
distributions to evolve both due to bulk motions and turbulent dif-
fusion. Again, as with the addition of the dust drag equations, the
equations that express mass and momentum conservation are un-
changed so the conservation of mass and momentum are retained,
but an additional term needs to be added to the energy if energy is to
be conserved. This has a similar form to equation 40

dua

dt

∣∣∣∣
diffusion

=
∑
i

[
1

2(1− εi,a)
×

∑
b

mb

ρaρb
(Di,a +Di,b)

(ρa + ρb
2

)
(εi,a − εi,b)(ua − ub)

F̄ab

rab

]
.

(54)

The physical interpretation is that if some dust is diffused from par-
ticle a to particle b, some gas (which has its own specific internal
energy) is moved in the opposite direction to maintain the total mass
of the SPH particle.

A model is, of course, required to specify the magnitude of the
turbulent diffusion,Di. Here we again assume an αSS-type fluid dy-
namical disc turbulence for which we can writeDi = αSScsH . This
is appropriate for grains that are strongly coupled to the gas, but not
for grains that are weakly coupled (e.g., larger grains). Following
Youdin & Lithwick (2007) we therefore divide this diffusion param-
eter by the Schmidt number (the ratio of gas to particle diffusivity)
which we express as Sc = 1 + (Ωts)

2, and writing H = cs/Ω, we
have that the diffusion parameter for dust species, i, of SPH particle,
a, is given by

Di,a =
αSSc

2
s,a

Ωa(1 + (Ωatsi,a)2)
, (55)

where Ωa is the orbital frequency experienced by SPH particle, a.
If explicit integration is used, an additional time-step constraint

is required, based on the usual time-step constraint for a diffusion
equation, i.e., δt < h2/D. This can potentially become restrictive
at high resolution. To avoid such time-step constraints we can again
develop an implicit scheme using a similar Gauss-Seidel method to
that described above. In equation 35, we can replace 1/(1 − εa)

2

with (1+ s2a), and εi, a = s2i,a/(1+ s2i,a) and a similar substitution
for εi, b. This allows an implicit equation to be expressed, similar to
equation 43. However, the presence of the quantity sa in the denom-
inator of the first term in equation 35 means that we cannot obtain
a pure quartic equation as we did for equation 43. We have imple-
mented and tested an iterative Gauss-Seidel implicit method based
on the solution of a quartic in which we simply replace the offend-
ing 1/sa with the value of sa from the previous iteration. This does
work when the dust variable (equivalently, the dust fraction) is sub-
stantial. However, if the dust fraction tends towards zero we have
found that the iterations can struggle to converge (i.e., the iterative
solution becomes very slow and/or requires sub-cycling with smaller
time-steps). This makes such a method essentially unusable (in that
it can become much slower than an explicit method).

An alternative is to treat the evolution of the dust fraction, εi,a,
using an implicit Gauss-Seidel method based on equation 52 rather
than using the dust variable, si,a. This avoids the offending 1/sa
term, and has the added benefit that the backwards Euler form of
equation 52 is a simple linear equation (i.e., there is no need to solve
a quartic equation). Thus, we solve

ε
(n+1)
i,a =

(
ε
(n)
i,a − dt

∑
b

Mab ε
(n+1)
i,b

)
/

(
1− dt

∑
b

Mab

)
,

(56)

for the ith dust species of SPH particle, a, where

Mab ≡
mb

ρaρb
(Di,a +Di,b)

(ρa + ρb
2

) F̄ab

rab
. (57)

Thus, we use an ‘operator splitting’ approach to evolving the dust
variable / dust fraction, first computing the effect of the bulk dust dy-
namics using Gauss-Seidel iteration of equation 43, and then solving
for the effect of the dust turbulent diffusion using separate Gauss-
Seidel iteration of equation 56. Computationally, it is a little incon-
venient to evolve both the dust variable, s, and the dust fraction,
ε, but this combination does result in a purely implicit scheme to
evolve the dust fractions that converges well.

2.7 The SPH code

The smoothed particle hydrodynamics method was original devised
by Lucy (1977) and Gingold & Monaghan (1977). The SPHNG code
used here originated from that of Benz (1990; Benz et al. 1990),
but has been substantially modified as described in Bate, Bonnell
& Price (1995), Price & Bate (2007), and parallelised using both
OpenMP and MPI.

A particle’s nearest neighbours and the gravitational forces be-
tween particles are calculated using a binary tree. The smoothing
lengths of particles are variable in space and time, set iteratively
such that the smoothing length of each particle h = 1.2(m/ρ)1/3

where m and ρ are the SPH particle’s mass and density, respec-
tively (Price & Monaghan 2007). In the calculations presented here
the Morris & Monaghan (1997) artificial viscosity is used with αv

varying between 0.1 and 1 and with βv = 2 (see also Price &
Monaghan 2005). The SPH equations are integrated using a second-
order Runge-Kutta-Fehlberg integrator (Fehlberg 1969) with indi-
vidual particle time steps (see Bate et al. 1995 for further details).
Following Bate (2022), in addition to the usual SPH time-step cri-
teria (e.g., the Courant condition), we add a time-step constraint for
the dust fractions such that the change in εi for any dust bin i should
not exceed 0.3 of the value of εi.

For the calculations of star formation that are reported towards
the end of this paper, we use the combined radiative transfer and dif-
fuse ISM model that was developed by Bate & Keto (2015) to model
the thermal evolution of the gas. For the details of this method, the
reader is directed to that paper, or the brief summary provided by
Bate (2019). We assume solar metallicity, and we note that the dust
opacities for the radiative transfer and diffuse ISM model are con-
stant (i.e., grain growth and migration are not taken into account for
the radiative transfer). Linking the radiative transfer to the dust evo-
lution is an obvious next step, but is beyond the scope of the current
paper.

Finally, we use sink particles (Bate et al. 1995) to follow the calcu-
lations beyond the point of stellar core formation. Bate (2022) only
followed the collapse of the molecular cloud cores up to the onset of
the second collapse phase due to the dissociation of molecular hy-
drogen that results in the formation of the stellar core (Larson 1969).
This end point was chosen since up until this point any drift of the
dust relative to the gas is negligible when beginning with a pop-
ulation of strongly-coupled grains. In this paper, because we treat
both the growth and dynamical evolution of the dust, we are able to
continue the calculations much further. But to allow us evolve the
calculations over tens of thousands of years beyond stellar core for-
mation, we need to use sink particles to avoid the high densities and
temperatures, and thus short time steps, in the vicinity of the stellar
core.
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3 TEST CALCULATIONS

As in Hutchison et al. (2018), basic tests of the MULTIGRAIN imple-
mentation into the SPHNG code were performed using the DUSTY-
WAVE and DUSTYDIFFUSE test cases to confirm that using N iden-
tical dust bins with dust fractions εi = ε/N gave the same result
as using a single dust phase. Similarly, some of the calculations of
dust growth from Bate (2022) were repeated with the new version
of the code, without allowing dust diffusion, to confirm that the re-
sults were unchanged. In the following subsections we describe the
outcome of tests that combine the dust growth and the dust diffusion.

3.1 The dust settling test

The first substantial test performed by Hutchison et al. (2018), was
a version of the dust settling test from Price & Laibe (2015) that
mimics the settling of strongly-coupled dust grains in protoplanetary
discs. We use the same basic set up as that described by Hutchison
et al. (2018). The test case consists of a Cartesian column of dusty
gas in vertical hydrostatic equilibrium that is subject to an external
acceleration

aext = − GMz

(r2 + z2)3/2
ẑ, (58)

where G is the gravitational constant and z is the vertical coordi-
nate. This acceleration mimics the vertical acceleration that would
be experienced by the gas in a disc orbiting a star of mass, M , at
a distance r from the star, except that r = 50 au is set to a con-
stant value (i.e., it does not vary with the x and y coordinates within
the column). There are no velocities in the x,y directions. The gas
density of the column is given by

ρG = ρg,0 exp

(
− z2

2H2

)
, (59)

where H/r = 0.05 (i.e., a disc scale height of 2.5 au). We use an
isothermal equation of state (γ = 1) with P = c2sρg, where cs ≡
HΩ and Ω ≡

√
GM/r3. This corresponds to an orbital period of

torb = 2π/Ω ≈ 353 yr. The code units are set to a distance unit of
10 au, mass in solar masses, and G = 1, giving an orbital time of
≈ 70.2 in code units.

We use essentially the same particle spatial resolution as that of
Hutchison et al. (2018), but we use a column with smaller x,y di-
mensions (using larger dimensions in the ‘plane’ of the disc simply
requires more particles). We first set up 25942 particles on a close-
packed lattice in the domain [x, y, z] = [±0.2,±0.15,±1] in code
units (Hutchison et al. used 670 800 particles in a column that had 5
times larger dimensions in the x−y plane). We then stretch the parti-
cle positions along the vertical direction using the method described
in Price (2004) to give the Gaussian vertical density profile (equation
59). To allow the column of gas to settle into and maintain a stable
hydrostatic equilibrium with small particle velocities during the dust
settling test we included velocity damping. An extra term was added
to the momentum equation of the form dva/dt = −va/τ , for each
SPH particle a (we used τ = 2). For each of the calculations dis-
cussed below, we evolved the SPH calculation for 5 orbital periods
with the dust growth and dust diffusion equations disabled (i.e., the
dust fractions remained constant) to achieve a hydrostatic gas dis-
tribution, after which the dust settling and/or dust growth were en-
abled. A total mass of 7.5 × 10−5 M⊙ gives ρg,0 ≈ 10−3 in code
units, corresponding to ≈ 6× 10−13 g cm−3 in physical units. This
gives a mass surface density of approximately 56 g cm−2 at 50 au
for the column of disc material, which is on the high side compared
to realistic discs (if the disc had an overall surface density profile

Σ ∝ r−1/2, this would give a total disc mass of 0.065 M⊙ within
50 au). We used periodic boundary conditions in all three directions,
but set the vertical boundaries at z = ±40H to avoid periodicity in
the vertical direction.

Following Hutchison et al. (2018), for the first tests we used 10
dust bins to model grain sizes ranging from 0.1 µm to 1 mm. The
total dust fraction was set to be ε = 1/101, corresponding to a dust-
to-gas ratio of 0.01, and the magnitudes of the dust fractions of each
bin were set according to a power-law distribution

dε = ε0a
3−pda, for amin ⩽ a ⩽ amax, (60)

where dε is the differential dust fraction with respect to grain size, p
is the power-law index for number density as a function of grain size
(e.g., Mathis et al. 1977), and ε0 is a normalisation factor. Taking
p = 3.5 and setting amin = 0.0599 µm and amax = 1.67 mm,
the initial dust fractions in each bin are set by integrating equation
60 across each grain-size bin and normalising the values. For the
dust settling tests with 10 bins we use geometric means describe the
mean dust grain size in a bin for consistency with Hutchison et al.
(2018). This gives mean dust sizes of 0.10, 0.28, 0.77, 2.2, 6.0, 17,
46 µm and 0.13, 0.36, 1.0 mm for the 10 dust bins.

3.2 A dust settling test, with and without grain growth

In Fig. 1, we show the vertical profiles of the dust fractions for
each grain size bin after 15 orbits of dust settling, without any dust
growth. The left panel shows the results using explicit integration
of the dust evolution equation formulated with the Ballabio et al.
(2018) dust variable (equation 31). The left panel is the equivalent
of Figure 4 in Hutchison et al. (2018), although they used the Price
& Laibe (2015) dust variable formulation. The results are very sim-
ilar to those obtained by Hutchison et al. (2018) except that there
is less noise in the dust fractions here. Hutchison et al. (2018) set-
tled a gas-only disc before adding the dust to it which likely in-
troduced small waves, whereas here we used velocity damping to
maintain an almost static gas distribution. The small dust remains
well mixed with the gas (i.e., the dust fraction remains almost con-
stant) while large dust grains settle towards the mid-plane as ex-
pected (Hutchison et al. 2018). The right panel of Fig. 1 shows the
results obtained using the implicit method (Elsender & Bate 2024)
generalised to the MULTIGRAIN formulation, as described in Sec-
tion 2.4. The results obtained by the explicit and implicit formula-
tions are almost identical. We note that to obtain this result using
explicit method requires that the dust variable is not allowed to go
negative, i.e., any explicit update of the dust variable is of the form
sj(t+δt) = MAX(0, sj(t)+(dsj/dt)δt). Without enforcing pos-
itivity of the dust variable the solution to the dust settling test is as
seen in Figure 2. In this case it is guaranteed that the dust fraction al-
ways lies between 0 and 1 due to the formulation of the dust variable
(equation 31), but when the dust variable goes negative this shows
up in the solution as spurious dust in regions that should be devoid of
dust. This was pointed out by Elsender & Bate (2024). The implicit
method does not suffer from this issue – the dust variable always
stays positive without any enforcement being necessary.

From this point on we only use the implicit method for modelling
the dust drag. Fig. 3 shows the results of the dust settling test when
we allow dust grain growth. We present results from three separate
calculations (top row to bottom row) and at two times (left: after 15
orbits and right: after 50 orbits). In the top row, the relative grain
velocities, vkj , that are important for grain growth only include the
contribution from Brownian motion. Apart from the smallest grains
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Figure 1. The vertical distributions of the dust fractions of the 10 dust size bins after 15 orbits of dust settling when calculated using the explicit (left) and
implicit (right) MULTIGRAIN methods. The results are almost identical. The different grain size bins are ordered from 1 mm to 0.1 µm from top to bottom at
z = 0 (the mid-plane). The largest grains quickly settle towards the mid-plane, while the smallest grains maintain a near uniform dust fraction distribution.
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Figure 2. The vertical distributions of the dust fractions of the 10 dust size
bins after 15 orbits of dust settling when calculated using the explicit MULTI-
GRAIN method without enforcing that the dust variable should never become
negative. Although the solution is correct in regions with a substantial dust
fraction, spurious dust appears above and below the dust layers where, in re-
ality, all the dust in that size bin should have settled out.

(0.1 µm; black points) the top left panel of Fig. 3 is almost identi-
cal to the panels in Fig. 1. Over this very short timescale (15 orbits,
≈ 1050 yrs), only the dust fractions of the smallest grains are sig-
nificantly affected by coagulation because Brownian motion is only
important for very small dust grains. Even then, significant coagula-
tion only occurs where the dust grain number density is the highest
(i.e., near the mid-plane). In the right panel, after 50 orbits, the large
dust grains have settled into thin layers near the mid-plane of the
disc. Without anything to stir the dust, this settling would continue
indefinitely.

In the second row of Fig. 3, the relative grain velocities in-
clude contributions from Brownian motion and turbulence, taking
αSS = 0.001 as described in Section 2.5. The turbulent contribu-
tions to the relative grain velocities are much more important than
Brownian motion for driving grain coagulation and the small grains

become highly depleted, particularly near the mid-plane. Neverthe-
less, the large grains (sizes ∼> 46 µm) do not undergo significant
coagulation, at least for this choice of parameters. The ‘steps’ in the
vertical distributions of the small and intermediate grains that are
visible in the second and third rows of Fig. 3 are due to the coarse
dust size discretisation. Only 10 bins are used to model grains rang-
ing in size from 0.1 µm to 1 mm (there is a factor of ≈ 2.78 increase
in grain size from one bin to the next). This results in large jumps in
both the Stokes numbers (used when computing the turbulent contri-
bution to the relative grain velocities) and vertical settling velocities
between different bins. The solutions become smoother if more bins
are used.

In the bottom row of Fig. 3, the relative grain velocities also in-
clude the bulk relative velocities provided by the MULTIGRAIN for-
mation, which in this case are the terminal velocities of the grains
settling towards the mid-plane. Comparing the second and third
rows, there are small additional effects visible from the settling ve-
locities, particularly for the small grains at 15 orbits. For example,
there is less depletion of the small grains right at the mid-plane
(z = 0) compared to ≈ 1 − 2 au away from the mid-plane. This
is because the vertical component of the gravity tends to zero at the
mid-plane and so the settling terminal velocities also tend to zero.
Nevertheless, it is clear that the dominant contribution to the relative
grain velocities that drives the coagulation of the small and interme-
diate sized dust grains comes from the turbulence, at least for this
choice of αSS. The small grains have relatively large settling veloc-
ities far from the mid-plane where the gas density is low, but the
rate of coagulation is low there due to the low grain number densi-
ties. The larger grains rapidly settle toward the mid-plane, but they
do not grow significantly. Presumably the settling velocities would
play a much greater role if much lower values of αSS were used.

3.3 Adding dust diffusion due to turbulence

As discussed in Section 2.6, the dust dynamics present in the tests
presented in Section 3.2 result in dust layers that become thinner and
thinner with time as the dust settles toward the disc mid-plane. This
is clear in Fig. 3. However, such evolution is inconsistent with our
assumption that gas turbulence provides a source of relative grain
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Figure 3. The vertical distributions of the dust fractions of the 10 dust size bins after 15 orbits (left column) or 50 orbits (right column; note the change of
vertical scale) of the dust settling test but also including grain growth. The different grain size bins are ordered from 1 mm to 0.1 µm from top to bottom at
z = 0 (the mid-plane). The top panels only include Brownian motions when calculating the relative grain velocities, vkj , that are required for grain growth. The
centre panels include both Brownian and turbulent motions (with αSS = 10−3). The lower panels include Brownian and turbulent motions, and the vertical
(settling) velocity differences between grains of different sizes, as computed by the MULTIGRAIN method (i.e., in the terminal velocity approximation). As is
the case without grain growth the largest grains quickly settle towards the mid-plane, but with grain growth the smallest grains are depleted. The steps in the
abundances of small grains in the centre and lower panels are due to the coarse discretisation with the small number of dust size bins. This means there are large
jumps in both the Stokes numbers and vertical velocities between different bins. Using more bins results in smoother distributions.
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velocities that aid in grain growth – such turbulence should also mix
the dust and prevent it from forming very thin dust layers.

In this section we present that results of tests that include the ef-
fects of dust diffusion due to gas turbulence (i.e., using the method
described in Section 2.6). Neglecting radial evolution and dust
growth, a vertical column of disc material in which the dust is sub-
ject both to dust settling due to gravity and dust diffusion due to
turbulence will eventually settle to a steady state vertical dust distri-
bution. The vertical evolution of single species of dust in such a ver-
tical column of disc can be expressed (Dubrulle, Morfill & Sterzik
1995; Schräpler & Henning 2004; Fromang & Nelson 2009) as

∂ρd
∂t

− ∂

∂z

(
zΩ2Tsρd

)
=

∂

∂z

[
Dρ

∂

∂z

(
ρd
ρ

)]
, (61)

where ρd = ερ is the dust particle density. For the steady state ver-
tical profile, the time derivative vanishes and the left and right sides
can be integrated to give

∂

∂z
(ln ε) = −Ω2Ts

D
z. (62)

To integrate further requires knowledge of how the stopping time,
Ts, and D depend on z. However, if we take the vertical gas density
profile to be a Gaussian (i.e., a vertically-isothermal disc), then Ts =
Ts,0 exp[z

2/(2H2)] where Ts,0 is the dust stopping time at the mid-
plane, since Ts ∝ 1/ρg in the Epstein regime (equation 21). Then,
taking D to be a constant, we can solve equation 62 analytically to
give

ε = ε0 exp

(
−Ω2H2Ts,0

D

[
exp

(
z2

2H2

)
− 1

])
, (63)

where ε0 is the dust fraction at the mid-plane. Noting that Ω = cs/H

and expressing D = D̃csH , this can be further simplified to

ε = ε0 exp

(
−ΩTs,0

D̃

[
exp

(
z2

2H2

)
− 1

])
. (64)

In taking D̃ to be a constant we ignore the dependence on the
Schmidt number (Section 2.6). We can further assume D̃ = αSS,
which we do in most of the tests that follow. However, we do allow
the quantities D̃ and αSS to differ in the code because it is not neces-
sarily the case that there is a one-to-one correspondence between the
turbulent diffusion of dust and other effects of hydrodynamic turbu-
lence. For example, Fromang & Nelson (2009) studied the turbulent
diffusion of dust particles in magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) turbu-
lent discs and obtained vertical dust distributions that were not well
modelled by a constant vertical diffusion coefficient (see the end of
Section 4.2.3).

This steady-state analytic solution provides an ideal test case for
the combination of dust settling and dust turbulent diffusion with
which to test the SPH code. Using the same initial conditions that
were specified in Section 3.1 (i.e., modelling a vertical column of an
isothermal disc) we run several calculations until they reach steady-
state vertical dust profiles. For this set of initial conditions

ΩTs,0

D̃
≈ 8.294× 10−2

αSS

( a

1 cm

)
(65)

where the dust grain size is specified in cgs units. In what follows,
we compare the steady-state vertical dust fraction profiles with the
analytic solution given by equation 64. The unknown quantity ε0 in
equation 64 can be determined by noting that the total dust mass in
the column (with x, y dimensions of ∆x and ∆y, respectively) is
given by

Md,col = ε̄Mcol = ∆x∆y

∫ ∞

−∞
ρε dz, (66)
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Figure 4. The vertical distribution of the dust fraction of 1 mm dust grains
from calculations with both dust settling and turbulent stirring after the
equilibrium distribution has been attained. The solid black line gives the
analytic solution (equations 64 and 67). The red points are from an im-
plicit SPH calculation at our standard particle resolution (25942 particles
in [x, y] = [±0.2,±0.15]; after 50 orbits). The green points are from an
equivalent calculation with 10 times the linear spatial resolution (68080 SPH
particles in [x, y] = [±0.01,±0.0075]; after 50 orbits). Both simulations
match the analytic solution well at high dust fractions near the mid-plane,
but the rate at which the dust fraction drops off at large distances from the
mid-plane is under-estimated at lower resolution.

where the initial dust fraction, ε̄, and the total mass in the col-
umn, Mcol, are set by the initial conditions of the SPH simula-
tion. Making the approximation that ρ ≈ ρg/(1 − ε̄) where we
again assume that the vertical gas density profile is Gaussian, ρg =
ρg,0 exp(−z2/(2H2)) (which are good approximations for suffi-
ciently low dust fractions), this allows us to set ε0 by numerically
integrating

1

ε0
≈ ∆x∆y

Md,col

∫ ∞

−∞
ρ0 exp

(
−ΩTs,0

D̃

[
exp

(
z2

2H2

)
− 1

]
− z2

2H2

)
dz,

(67)

where ρ0 = ρg,0/(1− ε̄) is the total mass density at the mid-plane.

3.3.1 Testing the SPH equilibrium settling/diffusion solution

To test that the SPH code correctly recovers the equilibrium dust
settling / turbulent diffusion solution, we perform calculations with
a single dust species and a uniform dust-to-gas ratio of 1/100. We
run the SPH calculations until the vertical dust density profile stops
evolving with time. The time this takes depends on the dust particle
size (i.e., the stopping time) and the strength of the turbulence (i.e.,
the value of αSS).

In Fig. 4 we present the results from two SPH calculations per-
formed with D̃ = αSS = 10−2 with a grain size a = 1mm. For
these conditions the SPH solution reaches an equilibrium in less than
20 orbits and we show the solution at 50 orbits. The two calculations
are identical except for the linear spatial resolution which is 10 times
higher in one simulation than the other (this is achieved by altering
the cross section of the fluid column (i.e., the x, y dimensions) as
well as increasing the number of SPH particles; see the figure cap-
tion for details). The vertical distribution of the dust fractions are
shown using red (low resolution) and green (high resolution) points.
The analytic solution (equations 64 and 67) is overplotted with the
solid black line. The SPH solutions match the analytic solution very
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Figure 5. The vertical distribution of the dust fraction from SPH calculations
(standard resolution) with both dust settling and turbulent stirring after the
equilibrium distribution has been attained. Four calculations are performed,
using 1 mm or 100 µm grains each with αSS = 0.001 or 0.01 (see the
legend). The solutions for the 1 mm grains with αSS = 0.01 and 100 µm
grains with αSS = 0.001 lie on top of each other, as they should since
they have the same value of the dimensionless quantity in equation 65. The
white lines give the analytic solutions (equations 64 and 67). Each of the
simulations match the analytic solutions well. Cases with larger dust grains
and/or less turbulence produce thinner dust layers.

well near the mid-plane (where the dust fraction is significant; note
that the vertical scale plots log10 ε). A long way from the mid-plane,
where the turbulent stirring is ineffective at maintaining a significant
dust fraction due to the low gas density and the resulting low dust/gas
drag (z ∼> 5 au ≈ 2H) the SPH solutions tend to over-estimate the
dust fraction, but the SPH solutions converge toward the analytic so-
lution as the resolution is increased (compare the green points and
the black line). Note also that, even with the lower resolution, sig-
nificant divergence only occurs at dust fractions less than ε < 10−5.

In Fig. 5 we present the results from four SPH calculations per-
formed with D̃ = αSS = 10−2 or 10−3, each with grain sizes of
a = 1mm or 100 µm. The analytic solutions (equations 64 and 67)
are overplotted with the white lines (solid or dashed). This figure
uses a linear vertical scale to illustrate the good agreement of the
dust fractions with the analytic solutions near the disc mid-plane.
Note that the profiles for 100 µm with αSS = 10−3 and for 1 mm
with αSS = 10−2 coincide as expected: the stronger settling of the
larger grains is exactly offset by the increased turbulent stirring from
the higher value of αSS.

3.3.2 Including the Schmidt number

In reality, D or D̃ are not constants. Even if the disc is vertically
isothermal (i.e., cs andH are constant with height), the effectiveness
of the turbulence in stirring dust particles depends on how well they
are coupled to the gas. The coupling between dust and gas weakens
both with distance from the mid-plane, due to lower gas density, and
with increasing grain size. To account for this, rather than setting
D to be a constant, we use equation 55 in which the D depends on
the Schmidt number (which, in turn, is a function of the orbital fre-
quency and the dust stopping time). Although analytical solutions
are now no longer possible, including the Schmidt number for the
test cases in Figs. 4 and 5 yields results nearly identical to the orig-
inals, since the Stokes numbers are lower than unity throughout the
vertical extent that is shown.

For our chosen gas initial conditions, to observe a noticeable ef-
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Figure 6. The vertical distribution of the dust fraction of 1 cm dust grains
from calculations with both dust settling and turbulent stirring after the equi-
librium distribution has been attained (10 orbits). The red points are from a
calculation in which the turbulent diffusion, D, is constant. The green points
are from an identical calculation but with turbulent diffusion including the
Schmidt number. Both calculations were performed at the standard resolu-
tion. The solid black line gives the analytic solution for a constant turbulent
diffusion (equations 64 and 67). Including the Schmidt number reduces the
turbulent diffusion substantially when the Stokes number exceeds unity, re-
sulting in less dust transport into the low density regions well away from the
disc mid-plane, but relatively large grain sizes are necessary to observe a sig-
nificant effect.

fect requires performing calculations with larger dust grains, and
with strong turbulence so that a significant dust fraction is main-
tained far enough from the disc mid-plane that the Stokes number is
much greater than unity. In Fig. 6 we present the results from two
calculations using 1 cm dust grains and D̃ = αSS = 0.1 after 10
orbits, when the equilibrium distribution has been attained (the equi-
librium is quickly attained with large dust grains and high turbulent
stirring). The two calculations are identical, except that the calcu-
lation plotted using the red points has a constant value of D, while
the calculation plotted using the green points includes the Schmidt
number dependence of the diffusion (equation 55). The solid black
line again shows the analytic solution with the constant value of D
(i.e., without the Schmidt number). It can be seen that the inclusion
of the Schmidt number dependence in the diffusion has the expected
effect on the simulations; the dust with high Stokes numbers (i.e.,
long stopping times, at low gas densities) far from the disc mid-plane
has a reduced dust fraction (i.e., the green points lie below the red
points). However, with this resolution both of the simulations suffer
from enhanced dust fractions far from the mid-plane (the red points
should lie on the black line).

3.4 Multigrain dust settling and turbulent diffusion, with and
without grain growth

We now report results from simulations with multiple grain sizes
that settle (similar to those presented in Section 3.2) but that also in-
clude turbulent diffusion/stirring of the dust (including the Schmidt
number). We begin with calculations without dust growth, and then
include dust growth as well.

Fig. 7 shows the results from MULTIGRAIN calculations using the
same 10 dust size bins as in Section 3.2. Rather than the grains set-
tling closer and closer to the disc mid-plane with increasing time
(Figs. 1 and 3), each grain size forms an equilibrium dust layer with
thicker layers for smaller grains, or for stronger turbulence. Fig. 7
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shows results for two levels of turbulence: αSS = 0.001 (left panel)
and αSS = 0.01 (right panel). The calculation with stronger turbu-
lence only requires ≈ 15 orbits to establish the equilibrium profiles,
while the calculation with less turbulence takes a bit longer (at least
30 orbits; we show the result at 50 orbits).

Next we performed simulations combining dust settling, turbulent
stirring, and grain growth (Fig. 8). These simulations never achieve
an equilibrium because the grains keep growing. We show two cases
in Fig. 8 – the top row has the level of turbulence αSS = 0.001,
while the bottom row has stronger turbulent diffusion (αSS = 0.01).
Note that the level of turbulence affects both the turbulent diffusion
of dust grains and also the grain growth (because it affects the rela-
tive grain velocities; see Section 2.5).

In the top row of Fig. 8, the level of turbulence is set at αSS =
0.001, which is the same as was assumed when calculating the rel-
ative grain velocities and dust growth in the centre and lower panels
of Fig. 3. Comparing the results from Fig. 3 with the row panels
of Fig. 8, we see that because of the turbulent diffusion of grains
within the disc the small grains are depleted near the disc mid-plane
more slowly than without turbulent diffusion and the large grains
do not settle as quickly towards the mid-plane. The vertical profiles
are also much smoother with height in Fig. 8 compared to Fig. 3,
both because the edges of the dust layers are not as ‘sharp’ when
including dust stirring, and also because of the diffusion of the dust.

In the lower row of Fig. 8, the level of the turbulence is set at
αSS = 0.01, both for the turbulent diffusion and for the relative
dust grain velocities that are important for dust growth. Compared
to the upper panels (with αSS = 0.001), the dust layers are much
thicker, but the higher relative grain velocities also lead to very dif-
ferent grain growth. The small grains coagulate much more rapidly
and are depleted much more quickly with the higher level of turbu-
lence throughout the vertical extent of the disc. The is due to both
the higher rate of coagulation and because grains near the surface
layers of the disc are being more rapidly diffused toward the mid-
plane. By contrast the larger grains do not grow effectively because
with the higher level of turbulence the collisions result in bouncing
rather than coagulating. This leads to a ’pile up’ with the dust frac-
tions of bins 5 and 6 being almost identical to each other after 50
orbits (lower right panel of Fig. 8) because the number density of
grains in bin 5 is increased by the rapid growth of the small grains,
but the grains in bins 6 – 10 barely grow at all. Essentially the dust
initially contained in size bins 1 – 5 coagulates and would become
mono-disperse (i.e., with most of the dust in a narrow range of grain
sizes), except for the fact that due to our choose initial conditions
there is a substantial population of larger grains that don’t grow. This
demonstrates that the combined effects of grain settling, diffusion,
and growth can lead to complex grain size evolution.

3.5 Grain growth and settling of an MRN grain population

The dust settling test of Price & Laibe (2015) (with 10 bins cov-
ering a large range of dust sizes) is a good test of the numerical
code. However, having a large fraction of the dust in the form of
large grains suspended high in the ‘atmosphere’ of the disc (i.e., far
from the mid-plane) is not a realistic initial condition (as is clearly
demonstrated by the rapid settling of these grains). A more realistic
set of initial conditions is to begin with a typical interstellar size dis-
tribution (i.e., small grains, as would be expected for a disc that is
just forming from a collapsing molecular cloud core) and to let them
grow and settle towards the mid-plane as they grow. For this test,
we retain the same set up as that in the previous section, except that
we begin with a typical MRN (Mathis et al. 1977) dust grain size

distribution with power-law index p = 3.5 and with amin = 5 nm
and acutoff = 0.25 µm. We use 53 grain size bins with logarithmic
spacing from amin to amax = 1 mm (i.e., 10 bins per decade in dust
grain size), or 63 bins with amax = 10 mm for some cases with
higher sticking velocities (see below).

In the calculations for this section, we include dust grain growth
with relative grain velocities arising from all three sources: Brown-
ian motion, turbulence, and the bulk relative velocities between grain
sizes (i.e., vertical settling). We perform one calculation without tur-
bulent dust diffusion (i.e., assuming αSS = 0.001 for the relative
grain velocities, but not adding turbulent dust diffusion). In all the
other calculations, we use the same value of αSS for both the dust
growth and the dust diffusion.

3.5.1 MRN evolution with grain growth and dust settling, but no
turbulent diffusion

For the calculation with grain growth but no dust diffusion (αSS =
0.001), Fig. 9 shows the evolution with time of the dust fractions
at the mid-plane of six of the 53 bins, those containing grains with
mean sizes of 0.036, 0.11, 0.36, 1.1, 3.6, and 11 µm. The top row of
Fig. 10 shows the vertical distributions of the dust fractions of the
same six dust bins (using the same colours for each grain size as in
Fig. 9) at three different times (20, 50, and 130 orbits).

Initially only the two dust size bins that are plotted using purple
and red colours (0.036, 0.11 µm, respectively) have non-zero dust
abundances, since the other four size bins are for dust grains that
are larger than the initial cut-off grain size (0.25 µm). As the col-
umn of disc material evolves, the smallest grains quickly coagulate
with other grains. Grains slightly larger in size than the initial cut-
off (0.36 µm) are quickly produced throughout the vertical extent,
but then as the calculation is evolved further the abundance of these
grains slowly decreases too, particularly near the mid-plane, as even
larger grains are produced (green dashed line in Fig. 9, and the green
points near the mid-plane in the top row of Fig. 10). By 100 orbits
(≈ 35 000 yrs) most of the dust near the mid-plane is contained in
grains with radii of ≈ 3.6 µm (black solid lines in Fig. 9, and the
black points near the mid-plane in the top row of Fig. 10). From
about 130 orbits onward, the vast majority of the dust is contained
in grains with sizes of ∼ 11µm and they do not grow further in this
calculation because of the bouncing barrier.

The above description applies to the mid-plane evolution of the
dust. However, the grain growth rate depends on the square of the
dust number density (all other things being equal), so the evolution
of the grain populations varies with distance from the mid-plane (it
is slower further from the mid-plane; top row of Fig. 10). At 130
orbits and far from the mid-plane, most of the dust is contained in
dust grains with sizes of only ≈ 0.4− 1µm.

It should be noted that because the grains are all small to begin
with in this calculation, they are well coupled to the gas even after
they grow to ≈ 4 µm in size. Thus, it makes no significant difference
to the grain growth whether or not the settling velocities are included
when computing the relative grain velocities. Similarly, there is very
little settling of the dust toward the mid-plane. Even at 300 orbits, the
mid-plane dust-to-gas ratio has only increased from 0.01 to 0.0112
for these particular initial conditions. The importance of dust settling
versus dust growth depends on the exact parameters used (e.g., the
minimum and maximum grain sizes, the gas density, etc). The tests
in Sections 3.2 and this section clearly demonstrate that the dust
evolution can be influence by both dust growth and dust settling, de-
pending on the dust/gas regime. But, when starting with only small
grains, the larger grains are preferentially produced near the mid-
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Figure 7. The vertical distributions of the dust fractions of the 10 dust size bins in the dust settling test including both dust dynamics and dust turbulent
diffusion, but without any grain growth. These simulations reach equilibrium states (shown in the two panels) in which the vertical settling of the dust towards
the mid-plane is balance by vertical diffusion away from the mid-plane. A shorter time is taken to reach the equilibrium state with a higher level of turbulence,
parameterised using αSS (equilibrium distributions are established after ∼> 30 orbits with αSS = 0.001, but only ≈ 15 orbits are required with αSS = 0.01).
When turbulent diffusion is included the dust grains do not settle as close to the mid-plane as they do in the absence of turbulent diffusion (compare with Fig. 1
and the top panels of Fig. 3), and stronger turbulence results in thicker dust layers (compare the right and left panels).
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Figure 8. The vertical distributions of the dust fractions of the 10 dust size bins after 15 orbits (left column) or 50 orbits (right column) of the dust settling test
but also including grain growth. Results from two calculations, one with αSS = 0.001 (top row) and one with αSS = 0.01 (bottom row) are shown. The same
values of αSS are used to compute both the relative grain velocities (for grain growth) and the turbulent diffusion (for vertical mixing). The different grain size
bins are ordered from 1 mm to 0.1 µm from top to bottom at z = 0 (the mid-plane). The relative grain velocities on which the grain growth depends include
Brownian and turbulent motions, and the bulk drift (in this case, vertical settling) velocity differences between grains of different sizes, as computed by the
MULTIGRAIN method (i.e., in the terminal velocity approximation). As is the case without grain growth the largest grains quickly settle towards the mid-plane
(compare with Fig. 7), but with grain growth the smallest grains become progressively more depleted with time (i.e., there is no equilibrium state). By the end
of the simulation, the smallest grains have their greatest dust fractions far from the mid-plane. With a lower level of turbulence (top row), the small grains
coagulate more slowly than with greater turbulence (bottom row), but with less turbulence there also tends to be a greater difference in the small grain dust
fractions with height.
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Figure 9. The evolution with time of the dust fractions of grains with sizes
0.036, 0.11, 0.36, 1.1, 3.6, and 11 µm at the mid-plane of the disc when
beginning with an MRN grain population (maximum initial size of 0.25
µm). The smallest grains (e.g., 0.036, 0.11 µm) quickly coagulate with other
grains. Grains slightly larger than the initial maximum (0.36 µm) are pro-
duced rapidly initially, but later decline as they also evolve into even larger
grains (e.g., 1.1, 3.6 µm). The growth of large grains depends on the level of
turbulence, and the sticking criteria. Using our default coagulation threshold
for grains to bounce rather than stick the growth stalls at a maximum grain
size of ≈ 11 µm.

plane of the disc due to the higher grain number densities boosting
the grain growth. They do not accumulate near the mid-plane due to
settling.

3.5.2 MRN evolution with grain growth, dust settling, and
turbulent diffusion

We now present the results from three calculations that include tur-
bulent diffusion, along with grain growth and dust settling. For each
calculation we use a different value of αSS, but within each calcu-
lation we use the same value for both for the grain growth and the
turbulent diffusion. Fig. 11 shows equivalent graphs to Fig. 9, but
for calculations with values of αSS = 0.01, 0.001, and 10−4 from
top to bottom, respectively.

First we compare the middle panel of Fig. 11 with Fig. 9 (these
both have the same value of αSS = 0.001, but the former includes
turbulent dust diffusion while the latter does not). The mid-plane
dust evolution is very similar, especially for the grain sizes that con-
tain the majority of the dust at any given time. The main difference
is that including turbulent diffusion reduces the strong depletion
of small dust grains at the mid-plane (where ‘small’ means much
smaller than the grain size containing most of the dust at that time).
Turbulent stirring transports small grains from higher altitudes down
to the mid-plane, maintaining a small but finite population there.
This effect can also be seen by comparing the 3rd row of Fig. 10
with the top row. At any of the three particular times, the peak values
of the dust fractions for any particular grain size are similar for the
top and 3rd rows. But the dispersions (i.e., the difference between
the maximum and minimum values) are greatly reduced because of
the mixing of the dust within the vertical column.

We now consider how this dust evolution depends on the mag-
nitude of the turbulence (i.e., the value of αSS). The top panel in
Fig. 11 and the second row of Fig. 10 give the results with a higher
level of turbulence: αSS = 0.01. In this case the grain growth is

extremely rapid near the mid-plane, and very quickly the dust be-
comes mono-disperse. After only 50 orbits, essentially all the dust
grains at the mid-plane have sizes ≈ 6µm. Note that this is a smaller
value than in the αSS = 0.001 case (in which grains stopped grow-
ing at ≈ 11µm) because the higher level of turbulence means that
the bouncing barrier is reached at a smaller grain size. Examining
the second row of Fig. 10 we see that there is also much less varia-
tion of the dust grain fractions with distance from the mid-plane due
to the strong turbulent diffusion/stirring. When the small grains get
depleted, the depletion essentially happens throughout the vertical
extent of the disc, rather than being confined to near the mid-plane.
Similarly, because the grains cannot grow to large sizes in this case
(due to the bouncing barrier) and they are still tightly coupled to the
gas, they are found throughout the vertical column (to z > 3H) and
are not confined to a thin layer.

Finally, in the bottom panel of Fig. 11 and the bottom row of
Fig. 10 we give the results with a low level of turbulence: αSS =
104. With the lower turbulence the dust grows very slowly. Even af-
ter 300 orbits most of the dust is in dust grains with sizes of only
2 − 4µm. Considering vertical distributions of the different grain
sizes (the bottom row of Fig. 11), substantial grain growth only oc-
curs near the mid-plane of the disc, and because of the weak turbu-
lent stirring the largest dust grains (i.e., the 3.6 µm grains plotted in
black) tend to remain there and there is very little mixing into the
atmosphere of the disc. Thus, with low turbulence the dust popula-
tion becomes strongly vertically stratified. Again, we emphasise that
this is not due to settling of the dust. It is because the dust prefer-
entially grows in the highest density region, which is near the disc
mid-plane.

3.5.3 Relaxing the grain bouncing condition

Previously, the maximum grain size was limited either by slow
growth at a low level of turbulence or by the coagulation threshold
velocity, vkjcoag (equation 5) which prevents sticking in high-speed
collisions.

In this section, we present the results from two more calculations,
with αSS = 0.01 and 0.001 (Fig. 12, top and bottom panels, respec-
tively). These calculations are identical to those from the previous
section, except that we set vkjcoag = 1 km s−1 for all collisions so
as to allow the grains to grow much larger. Our maximum grain size
for these calculations is 10 mm.

With αSS = 0.01 (top panel of Fig. 12), the grain growth again
occurs very quickly. It only takes 100 orbits (≈ 35, 000 yrs) for most
of the dust at the mid-plane to be in 10 mm grains. Recall that in the
previous calculation with αSS = 0.01 the largest grains had sizes
of ≈ 6µm. This illustrates the importance of the chosen sticking
condition.

With αSS = 0.001 (bottom panel of Fig. 12), the grain growth is
very similar to the case with the lower coagulation threshold (mid-
dle panel of Fig. 11 until ≈ 110 orbits (≈ 39, 000 yrs) when the
highest dust fraction is for grain sizes of ≈ 4µm. However, whereas
the grain growth stalled at 11 µm grain sizes soon after this time
in the original calculation, in the calculation with the much greater
coagulation threshold grain growth continues to sizes of several mil-
limetre sizes in less than 300 orbits. Again this demonstrates that
the assumed sticking condition plays a decisive role in setting the
maximum grain size.
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Figure 10. The vertical distributions of the dust fractions of six (out of 53) bins that have dust grain sizes of 0.036 (magenta), 0.11 (red), 0.36 (green), 1.1
(blue), 3.6 (black), and either 5.6 (second row; cyan) or 11 (first and third rows; cyan) µm after 20, 50, 130 orbits. The calculations began with an MRN dust
size distribution and included grain growth and dust settling. In the top row, the calculation used αSS = 0.001 for grain growth, but did not include dust
diffusion. In the other rows dust diffusion is included and the same value of αSS is used for both the dust growth and the turbulent diffusion. The values are
αSS = 0.01 (second row), 0.001 (third row), and 10−4 (bottom row). Generally speaking, as the turbulence is decreased the grain growth takes longer and the
vertical stratification of the dust becomes stronger.

3.5.4 Enhanced grain growth in a disc with weak turbulence

Finally, we give an example of the dust evolution in a vertical col-
umn with a low turbulent diffusion/stirring (αSS = 10−4), but in
which we enhance the dust growth rate by using αSS = 0.001 when
computing the relative grain velocities. Real dust growth rates are
poorly known, and by enhancing the dust growth rate relative to the
dust stirring we can study a case in which the dust grows compara-
tively quickly but there is also significant settling of the dust towards

the mid-plane and, thus, an increase of the mid-plane dust-to-gas ra-
tio (Fig. 13).

The calculation was evolved for 600 orbits. At the end of the cal-
culation the dust is mainly in the form of dust grains with sizes of
≈ 36µm (top panel of Fig. 13). These relatively large grains are
not that well coupled to the gas, particularly far from the mid-plane,
and because we have taken the turbulent stirring to be weak these
large grains are confined to a thin layer (with a scale height much
smaller than the gas scale-height of H = 2.5 au; middle panel of
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Figure 11. The evolution with time of the dust fractions of grains with
sizes 0.036, 0.11, 0.36, 1.1, 3.6, and 11 (or 5.6, top panel) µm at the mid-
plane of the disc when beginning with an MRN grain population (maxi-
mum initial size of 0.25 µm), and using the default coagulation threshold.
The three panels show, from top to bottom, the results for calculations with
αSS = 0.01, 0.001, 10−4, respectively (with the same value of αSS used
for both the grain growth and turbulent diffusion). As for the calculation
without turbulent diffusion (Fig. 9), small grains quickly coagulate and drop
in abundance, but the turbulent diffusion keeps their mid-plane abundance
higher than without turbulent diffusion. The growth of large grains depends
on the level of turbulence. With the default criteria for bouncing grains lim-
iting the growth, the case with αSS = 0.01 has very rapid grain growth, but
the maximum grain size is limited to ≈ 6 µm (top panel; note that the last
label in the legend differs in this panel). With αSS = 0.001 the grain growth
is still quite rapid, but the maximum grain size is only limited to ≈ 11 µm
(centre panel). Finally, with αSS = 10−4 the grain growth is very slow (bot-
tom panel).
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Figure 12. The same as the top two panels in Fig. 11, but allowing all grain
collisions with relative speeds smaller than 1 km/s to stick. The top panel
shows the results with αSS = 0.01, while the bottom panel shows the re-
sults with αSS = 0.001 (with the same value of αSS used for both the grain
growth and turbulent diffusion). The results for αSS = 10−4 are indistin-
guishable from the bottom panel of Fig. 11 because with the lower turbulence
and the slow grain growth the relative grain velocities remain low beyond 300
orbits. Because the grains can grow to larger sizes in these calculations, we
show the time evolution of dust fractions of grains with sizes 0.036, 0.11,
0.36, 1.1, 3.6, 11, 36, 110, 360 µm and 1.1, 3.6, 9.0 mm at the mid-plane of
the disc. The calculations begin with an MRN grain population (maximum
initial size of 0.25 µm). Comparing with Fig. 11, with αSS = 0.001 the evo-
lution to 100 orbits is almost identical, but after this point the grain growth no
longer stalls at 11 µm. By the end of the calculation grains with sizes from
1 mm to 1 cm are abundant at the mid-plane. Similarly, for the case with
αSS = 0.01 (top panel), the grain growth no longer stalls at 6 µm; instead
the peak grain size reaches 1 cm in only ≈ 35, 000 yrs.

Fig. 13). The small grains are strongly depleted near the mid-plane
and largely confined to the surface layers of the disc. Above three
gas scale heights the dust population is not that different to the ini-
tial MRN population, with most of the dust contained in grains with
sizes less than 0.5 µm.

In the lower panel of Fig. 13 we give the total dust-to-gas ratio at
the end of the calculation (i.e., for each SPH particle we integrate
over all the dust bins to obtain the total dust mass, and compare
this to the gas mass of the SPH particle). This graph makes it clear
that there has been substantial settling of the dust toward the mid-
plane. The initial dust-to-gas ratio was 0.01, whereas after 600 or-
bits the mid-plane dust-to-gas ratio is more than 50 percent greater
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Figure 13. The results from a calculation beginning with an MRN grain pop-
ulation (maximum initial size of 0.25 µm) with dust growth, settling and
turbulent stirring, and using αSS = 0.001 and the default sticking criteria
for the dust growth, but using αSS = 10−4 for the turbulent diffusion. Top
panel: the evolution with time of the dust fractions of grains with sizes 0.036,
0.11, 0.36, 1.1, 3.6, 11, and 36 µm at the mid-plane of the disc. Middle panel:
the vertical distributions of the dust fractions for the same 7 dust grain sizes
(using the same colours as in the top panel) after 600 orbits. Bottom panel:
the total dust-to-gas ratio (i.e., summed over all dust grains) as a function of
height after 600 orbits.

(0.0155). Moreover, although the dust population above three gas
scale-heights (|z| > 7.5 au) may be similar to the initial distribution
in terms of the relative abundances of different grain sizes (e.g., most
of the dust is in grains with sizes ∼< 0.4µm), in fact there is almost
no dust in this gas.

4 STAR FORMATION CALCULATIONS

In this penultimate section, we demonstrate the promise of this new
combination of methods by presenting results from dusty radiation
hydrodynamical calculations of the collapse of a molecular cloud

core well past the first hydrostatic core and stellar core formation
phases. We follow the protostellar disc as it grows by accreting
gas from the infalling envelope and as gas and dust are accreted
by the protostar through a marginally gravitationally unstable disc.
The dust distribution is not used to set the opacities for the radiative
transfer — standard interstellar opacities are employed (Whitehouse
& Bate 2006; Bate & Keto 2015). Using the dust grain populations
to compute local opacities is an obvious extension, but is beyond the
scope of this paper.

We only consider a single set of initial conditions, as this paper
is primarily a method paper. But to demonstrate the effects of each
of the processes causing the dust evolution we perform calculations
with all three processes (i.e., dust coagulation, dust-gas drag, and
dust turbulent diffusion) taking two different values, αSS = 0.001
and 10−4 (with the same value used for the dust growth and the
turbulent diffusion). We also perform calculations assuming αSS =
0.001 for the dust growth, but in which we turn off either the dust-
gas drag, the turbulent diffusion, or both of the dynamical effects, in
order to determine which processes have the greatest effect on the
dust grain populations and distributions.

4.1 Initial conditions, resolution, and sink particles

We use the same basic initial conditions for the molecular cloud
core as those used by Bate (2022), but with only a single rotation
rate. The initial conditions consist of a 1-M⊙ unstable Bonnor-Ebert
sphere with an inner to outer density contrast of 20 and a radius
of 5500 au. The cloud is contained by spherical, reflective bound-
ary conditions (using ghost particles). The cloud is given an initial
uniform rotation rate of 8.24× 10−14 rad s−1, resulting in the mag-
nitude of the ratio of rotational to gravitational potential energy of
β = 0.005. The Bate & Keto (2015) combined radiative transfer
and diffuse interstellar medium method results in the initial clouds
being warmer on the outside (gas temperature ≈ 15 K) than at the
centre (≈ 6.5 K). The initial magnitude of the ratio of thermal en-
ergy to the gravitational potential energy is α = 0.42. We note that
the implementation of the Bate & Keto (2015) method used for these
calculations includes the energy terms associated with equations 36
and 40, but omits the energy term (equation 54) associated with the
dust diffusion. We do not expect this to have a significant effect on
the results.

The Bonnor-Ebert density distribution is set up using 106 equal-
mass SPH particles that are placed on a uniform cubic lattice that is
radially deformed to produce the required density profile. The reso-
lution is an order of magnitude larger than the number of particles
required to resolve the local Jeans mass throughout the calculation
(≈ 105 SPH particles per solar mass are required to marginally re-
solve the minimum Jeans mass; Bate & Burkert 1997; Truelove et al.
1997; Whitworth 1998; Hubber, Goodwin & Whitworth 2006).

We take an initial dust-to-gas ratio of 1:100 (ε = 1/101), with a
MRN dust grain size distribution n(a) ∝ a−3.5 with amin = 5 nm
and acutoff = 0.25 µm. The calculations use 53 grain size bins with
logarithmic spacing from amin to amax = 1 mm (i.e., 10 bins per
decade in size). This is the same dust size resolution as used by Bate
(2022), who showed that using either 10 bins or 20 bins per decade
gave similar results. See also Appendix A in which we compare the
performance of the coagulation method with analytic solutions of the
Smoluchowski equation. We assume spherical grains with an intrin-
sic density of 3 g cm−3, and we assume that the Epstein drag force is
valid for all our calculations. This requires that s < (9/4)λ, where
λ is the gas mean free path, and that the relative velocity between
the gas and the dust is much less than the mean thermal velocity of
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the gas, i.e. |vD − vG| ≪ vth (Weidenschilling 1977). Both condi-
tions are easily satisfied throughout all of the calculations considered
in this paper because, as will be seen below, the dust grains do not
grow beyond a few tenths of a millimetre during the calculations
even in the densest regions of gas and the dust-gas relative velocities
remain low.

To follow the calculations significantly beyond stellar core for-
mation, we use a sink particle (Bate et al. 1995) with an accretion
radius, racc = 0.5 au. The sink particle is inserted when the max-
imum density reaches ρ = 10−5 g cm−3 which occurs during the
second collapse phase, when the first hydrostatic core collapses from
the inside due to the dissociation of molecular hydrogen. After the
sink particle is formed, any SPH particles (which model both gas
and dust) that pass inside the accretion radius of the sink particle are
accreted by the sink particle, if their specific angular momentum is
smaller than that required for a circular orbit of radius racc around
the sink particle. The only force acting between sink and SPH parti-
cles is gravity (without any softening). No other boundary conditions
are applied.

4.2 Results

4.2.1 Star formation with αSS = 0.001

In Fig. 14 we show snapshots of the calculation that includes all
three dust processes (dust growth, dust-gas drag, and turbulent dif-
fusion), with αSS = 0.001. Each panel shows the column density
of either the gas (top row) or the dust contained in a particular dust
bin (other rows), viewed looking down the rotation axis. Each col-
umn shows a different time. The first column shows the state of the
calculation just before the sink particle is inserted (i.e., just before
stellar core formation). Subsequent rows show the state of the disc
at intervals of 5000 or 10,000 years, with the last column showing
the state of the disc 40,000 years after stellar core formation. At this
latter time, the mass of the sink particle (protostar) is 0.47 M⊙ (a
little less than half the mass of the original cloud core) and the disc
is almost as massive, at ≈0.40 M⊙.

Bate (2022) conducted a thorough study of the dust growth dur-
ing the formation and evolution of the first hydrostatic core, for a
variety of initial conditions. The reader particularly interested in this
phase is referred to that paper (see also Marchand et al. 2023). With
this particular set of initial conditions the first hydrostatic core is a
rotating, oblate disc with a radius of ≈ 15 au, just before stellar core
formation. The first column of Fig. 14 clearly illustrates some of the
main findings of Bate (2022), namely that the typical dust grain size
increases rapidly with decreasing radius within the first hydrostatic
core, and that large dust grains (in excess of 100 µm) are produced
deep inside the first hydrostatic core (radii less than a few au), before
the stellar core is formed. These dust populations are mono-disperse
— at a given location within the first core, most of the dust mass
is composed of grains with a narrow range of sizes. This can even
been seen in the dust column density plots in Fig. 14. For example,
near the centre of the first hydrostatic core, most of the dust col-
umn density is contained in dust bins with sizes 36 − 112 µm, and
the column density plots for dust bin sizes 0.36–11 µm have central
‘holes’. Note that very little dust mass is found in dust bins with sizes
smaller than 0.25 µm (e.g., the 0.11 µm panels in the second row).
The smallest dust grains are very rapidly depleted by coagulation.
Note also that these fundamental results for the dust grain distribu-
tions of the first hydrostatic core are not substantially affected by the
inclusion of dust-gas drag or dust turbulent diffusion. The former is
expected — Bate (2022) showed that the dust should not migrate

significantly relative to the gas on the evolutionary timescales of the
first hydrostatic core because it remains well coupled to the gas and
the timescales are short. Bate (2022) did not consider the possible
effects of turbulent dust diffusion, but from the results in the first
column of Fig. 14 the evolutionary timescales of the first hydrostatic
core are so short that there is no substantial impact of turbulent dust
diffusion on the radial grain segregation within the first hydrostatic
core.

By 5000 yrs after stellar core formation (the second column
in Fig. 14), the oblate first hydrostatic core has become a fully-
developed disc with a radius of ≈ 30 au (second panel of the top
row). It is marginally gravitationally unstable, with the gas column
density displaying prominent spiral arms. Spiral structure persists in
the disc for as long as this calculation was evolved, and the gravita-
tional torques exerted on the disc material transfer angular momen-
tum outward and mass onto the sink particle (Laughlin & Boden-
heimer 1994). By the end of the calculation the disc has grown to
approximately 150 au in radius.

Note how different the images look for different grain sizes. The
dust column density renderings all use the same surface density
scales, which are 100 times lower than the gas column density ren-
dering. Thus, the relative intensities of the images show the dust
sizes that contain most of the dust mass. As mentioned above, there
is almost no dust mass in small grains (< 0.25 µm). Significant dust
with sizes ≈ 0.36 µm exists, but as the calculation evolves most of
this small dust is found in the outskirts of the disc (e.g., radii > 50
au by 30,000 yrs after stellar core formation). Much of the gas and
dust in the outskirts of the disc has recently arrived from infall of
the envelope, and with the densities typically being lower in the out-
skirts than at smaller disc radii not much grain growth has occurred
yet.

Dust with intermediate sizes of ≈ 1 − 15 µm (i.e., significantly
larger than the MRN cutoff of 0.25 µm, but smaller than ≈ 20 µm)
exists in significant quantities until around 10,000 years after stel-
lar core formation, but it is essentially absent after from 20,000
years onward (columns 4–6 in Fig. 14). The dust in the bulk of the
disc grows rapidly and is mono-disperse with typical grain sizes of
≈ 30− 45 µm (columns 6 and 7), extending out to a radius of ≈ 60
au by the end of the calculation. Some dust grows to sizes ≈ 110 µm
in the very densest parts of the disc (disc radii ∼< 20 au, bottom row,
second, third and fourth panels). These large dust grains form in the
densest regions of the spiral arms, producing an asymmetric distribu-
tion, reminiscent of the trends found by Bate (2022) in their rapidly
rotating pre-stellar discs. However, these large grains disperse radi-
ally and few persist by the end of the calculation. Note that the disc
surface density within the inner ≈ 10 − 20 au is affected by the
sink particle towards the end of the calculation. Better sink particle
boundaries (e.g., Bate et al. 1995) are required to study the evolution
of the inner disc.

4.2.2 Star formation with αSS = 10−4

In Fig. 15 we show the results from an identical calculation, but in
which we set αSS = 10−4 for the computation of the relative grain
velocities and the dust diffusion due to turbulence. This calculation
was followed to 30,000 years after stellar core formation, at which
time, the mass of the sink particle (protostar) is 0.43 M⊙ and the
mass of the disc is ≈0.36 M⊙. Note that columns 4−6 are at differ-
ent times than columns 4 − 6 in Fig. 14 (column 4 is 15,000 years
after stellar core formation, while columns 5 and 6 are at the same
times as columns 4 and 5 in Fig. 14, respectively).

Comparing Figs. 14 and 15 we notice several important differ-
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Figure 14. The protostellar disc produced from the collapse of a rotating Bonnor-Ebert molecular cloud core, using all three dust evolutionary processes (i.e.,
dust coagulation, dust-gas drag, and turbulent diffusion) and assuming αSS = 0.001. Each panel shows the logarithm of the column density (in g cm−2),
viewed down the rotation axis, of either the gas (top row) or the dust contained in a particular dust bin (the other rows, with dust sizes 0.11, 0.36, 1.1, 3.6, 11, 36
or 112 µm from the second row down to the bottom row). Each column shows the state of calculation at a different time. The first column shows the calculation
just before the sink particle is inserted (i.e., just before stellar core formation). Subsequent columns show the state 5000, 10,000, 20,000, 30,000 and 40,000
years later, with the sink particle plotted as a white dot. Note how the dust mass in various dust size bins varies greatly with the evolutionary phase.
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Figure 15. The equivalent of Fig. 14, except taking αSS = 10−4 for the dust coagulation and dust turbulent diffusion (note that the times differ for columns
4–6). All three dust evolutionary processes are included (i.e., dust coagulation, dust-gas drag, and turbulent diffusion). Each panel shows the logarithm of the
column density (in g cm−2), viewed down the rotation axis, of either the gas (top row) or the dust contained in a particular dust bin (the other rows, with dust
sizes 0.11, 0.36, 1.1, 3.6, 11, 36, or 112 µm from the second row down to the bottom row). Each column shows the state of calculation at a different time. The
first column shows the calculation just before the sink particle is inserted (i.e., just before stellar core formation). Subsequent columns show the states 5000,
10,000, 15,000, 20,000 and 30,000 years later, with the sink particle plotted as a white dot (note the different times for columns 4-6 compared to Fig. 14). Note
how the dust is less mono-disperse with the lower value of αSS, and the radial extent of the large, 36 µm, grains is much smaller than in Fig. 14.
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ences. First, in the first column (just before stellar core forma-
tion), the 0.36 µm and 1.1 µm renderings are similar, but with
the lower turbulence the radial extents of the regions dominated by
11− 112 µm grains are smaller in Fig. 15 than in Fig. 14. With the
lower relative grain velocities, higher densities (which are found at
smaller radii within the first hydrostatic core) are required to produce
large grains in the same amount of time.

Second, at later times, the dust in the disc withαSS = 10−4 shows
less of a tendency to become mono-disperse. For example, 15,000
yrs after stellar core formation (Fig. 15, column 4), significant dust
mass is contained in each of the 1.1, 3.6, 11, and 36 µm dust bins
(rows 4–7 in Fig. 15) at disc radii ∼< 20 au, whereas even at 10,000
years after stellar core formation in Fig. 14 there is little dust in bins
with sizes 3.6–11 µm and most of the dust mass is in grains with
sizes ≈ 20 − 110 µm. Nevertheless, the dust is slowly becoming
mono-disperse even in the αSS = 10−4 calculation, since at disc
radii ∼< 25 au the dust column densities for grain sizes ∼< 11 µm
dust bin are much lower than for the 36 µm dust bin at 30,000 yrs
after stellar core formation (the rightmost column).

Third, the growth of large grains takes noticeably longer. The
smallest dust grains (∼< 0.11 µm) are rapidly and strongly depleted
in both calculations, because Brownian motion provides significant
relative grain velocities for the smallest grains. But with the lower
value of αSS, larger grains coagulate more slowly. For example,
5000 yrs after stellar core formation there is essentially no dust in
the disc with grain sizes ∼> 30 µm (column 2, rows 7–8 of Fig. 15),
whereas with the higher level of turbulence most of the dust at disc
radii ∼< 15 au already had sizes ≈ 36 µm and there was even some
dust with sizes ≈ 112 µm. Similarly, at later times, the radius in the
disc out to which 36 µm dust has become abundant is smaller. For
example, 20,000 yrs after stellar core formation the the 36 µm dust
extends out to only ≈ 25 au in the disc with αSS = 10−4 (column
4, row 7 in Fig. 15), whereas in the calculation with αSS = 0.001
the 36 µm dust extends out to ≈ 60 au (column 4, row 7 in Fig. 14).

Thus, as expected, a lower level of hydrodynamic turbulence leads
to the slower growth of large dust grains, due to the smaller relative
grain velocities. Note, however, that even this lower level of turbu-
lent dust diffusion is sufficient to produce relatively smooth distribu-
tions of dust column density for each of the individual dust size bins,
compared to the calculations in the next section that were performed
without turbulent dust diffusion.

4.2.3 The roles of turbulent diffusion and gas-dust drag

In Fig. 16 we show the results from four calculations all at the same
time, 10,000 years after stellar core formation (i.e., after the insertion
of the sink particle). All the calculations use the same method for
dust coagulation, with αSS = 0.001. The first column shows the
same results as the second column of Fig. 14. The second column
shows the results from an identical calculation, except that the dust-
gas drag and dust turbulent diffusion were turned off (i.e., as in Bate
2022). The third column shows the results from a calculation that
included the dust-gas drag, but not the dust turbulent diffusion, while
the fourth column shows with results obtained from a calculation
that includes dust turbulent diffusion, but not dust-gas drag.

By comparing each of the columns it is clear that the dust-gas
drag has little effect on the distributions of dust in these calcula-
tions. Most of the dust is still too small to undergo significant radial
or azimuthal migration relative to the gas (or relative to other dust
grains) on these spatial scales due to the effects of dust-gas drag, at
least on these timescales.

By contrast, the inclusion of turbulent dust diffusion has an enor-

mous effect, both on the distributions of the dust grains, and also
on the dust coagulation itself. Recall that in the calculation which
only includes dust coagulation (i.e., using only the method of Bate
2022), the dust population within each fluid element evolves inde-
pendently of all the other fluid elements. There is no mixing of the
dust between fluid elements. Adding the effects of dust turbulent
diffusion clearly allows substantial mixing of the dust between fluid
elements (particularly with αSS = 0.001, but also with αSS = 10−4

by inspection of Fig. 15). The somewhat ‘speckled’ distributions of
dust in the second and third columns of Fig. 16 are symptomatic of
the complete absence of dust mixing between fluid elements in the
second column, and the severe lack of mixing in the third column.
Adding the turbulent dust diffusion produces much smoother (less
‘speckled’) dust distributions.

However, by comparing the results with and without turbulent
dust diffusion it is also clear that the diffusion doesn’t just smooth
out the dust distributions — it also accelerates the dust growth. Al-
though the distributions of small dust (∼< 0.36µm) are similar in
all columns, in the leftmost and rightmost columns of Fig. 16 there
is much more dust in the 36 and 112 µm size bins than in centre
two columns. Moreover, even at this early time, the calculations de-
picted in the leftmost and rightmost columns are clearly producing
mono-disperse dust distributions in the inner 15 au of the discs (there
is a lack of dust in the bins with sizes 3.6 and 11 µm), whereas
the dust is distributed more evenly distributed across the bins from
3.6–36 µm in the centre two columns. We attribute this accelerated
growth of large dust grains to the continual mixing of fresh small and
intermediate-sized grains into the regions that have already managed
to produce large grains, thus allowing them to grow further (some-
thing that cannot occur if the dust population of each fluid element
is evolved separately, as in Bate 2022 and the second column of
Fig. 16).

The importance of the dust turbulent diffusion for both the dis-
tribution of dust grains and the grain growth itself means that the
results of future calculations will depend on the choice of the dif-
fusion model. For example, Fromang & Nelson (2009) studied the
turbulent diffusion of dust particles in MHD turbulent discs. They
found that the vertical profile of the dust was quite different to that
obtained from simple turbulent diffusion models such as that used
here. In particular, they found that the abundances of small dust par-
ticles (a few microns in size) in the surfaces of discs tended to be
greater with MHD turbulence than that predicted using a constant
vertical diffusion coefficient because MHD turbulence is not homo-
geneous and tends to be stronger in the surface layers. They provide
an alternative dust diffusion model based on their MHD results. In
the future it will be important to study how different turbulence mod-
els affect the dust grain growth rates and distributions.

5 CONCLUSIONS

We have extended an existing three-dimensional smoothed parti-
cle hydrodynamics code, SPHNG, that has been previously used to
model aspects of star and planet formation, to enable it to model
the evolution of populations of dust grains that are subject to co-
agulation, dust-gas dynamical drag, and turbulent dust diffusion. To
accomplish this, we combined the dust coagulation method of Hi-
rashita & Yan (2009), Hirashita & Omukai (2009) and Bate (2022),
with the MULTIGRAIN method of Hutchison et al. (2018), which
models the dust-gas drag of multiple grain sizes, including the back-
reaction on the gas. In addition, we have developed a new im-
plicit method to model dust stirring and mixing by unresolved hy-
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Figure 16. Comparison of four separate calculations that have different mixtures of dust evolutionary processes included. All panels show the protostellar discs
10,000 years after stellar core formation. All four calculations assume αSS = 0.001. The first column includes all three processes: dust coagulation, dust-gas
drag, and turbulent diffusion (it is the same as the second column of Fig. 14). The second column only includes dust coagulation. The third column includes
dust coagulation and dust-gas drag, but no turbulent diffusion. The rightmost column includes dust coagulation and turbulent diffusion, but no dust-gas drag.
Each panel shows the column density, viewed down the rotation axis, of either the gas (top row) or the dust contained in a particular dust bin (the other rows,
with dust sizes 0.11, 0.36, 1.1, 3.6, 11, 36, or 112 µm from the second row down to the bottom row). Note that the leftmost and rightmost columns are similar,
and the two middle columns are similar. This shows that the dust-gas drag has little effect, but that the inclusion of dust turbulent diffusion leads to a much
greater rate of large dust grain production than when it is excluded.
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drodynamic turbulence (e.g., in protoplanetary discs). Furthermore,
to solve the dust-gas drag equations, we have adapted the implicit
method developed by Elsender & Bate (2024) to deal with distribu-
tions of dust grain sizes, as opposed to a single dust species.

We have presented the results of various test calculations of dust
settling, dust growth, and turbulent dust diffusion in a vertical col-
umn of a protoplanetary disc, by extending a test case originally pro-
posed by Price & Laibe (2015) and used by Hutchison et al. (2018)
to test the MULTIGRAIN method.

Using this code we have presented, for the first time, calculations
that follow the growth, mixing and dynamical evolution of dust grain
distributions during the formation of a star and its protostellar disc.
The three-dimensional, radiation hydrodynamical calculations fol-
low the collapse of gravitationally-unstable molecular cloud cores,
through the first hydrostatic core phase, and beyond stellar core for-
mation, until most of the molecular cloud core has fallen into the
protostar (modelled using a sink particle) or its protoplanetary disc.

Although this paper is primarily a method paper, we make several
important findings from our dusty star formation calculations, albeit
using a single set of initial conditions:

(i) The inclusion of dust-gas dynamical drag and turbulent dust
diffusion does not substantially alter the main findings of Bate
(2022). In particular, rapid dust growth occurs within the first hydro-
static core, before the formation of a stellar core, and it produces dust
grain populations that are locally mono-disperse (peaked around
a single grain size) with a typical grain size that increases with
decreasing radius within the first hydrostatic core (i.e., a radially-
segregated dust grain population). Dust grains with sizes > 100 µm
can form deep within the first hydrostatic core.

(ii) Small dust grains (sizes ∼< 0.25 µm) are strongly depleted in
the disc surrounding the young star. With reasonably high levels of
disc turbulence (i.e., αSS = 0.001), we find that dust grains may
quickly grow to mono-disperse populations with typical grain sizes
of ≈ 30 − 100 µm throughout much of the disc (e.g., disc radii of
up to 50 au only 20,000 years after stellar core formation). However,
the growth rates depend strongly on the level of disc turbulence, with
αSS = 10−4 giving significantly slower dust growth rates and it
takes longer to develop a mono-disperse grain size distribution.

(iii) In general, the radial and azimuthal distributions of dust
grains with different sizes within the protostellar discs are extremely
variable, both spatially and temporally.

(iv) As opposed to the dust evolution during the first hydrostatic
core phase, turbulent dust diffusion within the disc provides a sub-
stantial enhancement of the rate of dust grain coagulation com-
pared to calculations that do not include turbulent dust diffusion.
We attribute this to the fact that turbulent dust diffusion provides a
continual source of small and intermediate dust grains to the high-
density regions (e.g., near the disc mid-plane) in which the largest
dust grains are growing. However, it should be noted that, since
both dust distribution and growth are governed by turbulent diffu-
sion, the results inevitably depend on the adopted turbulence model.
This sensitivity should be explored in future calculations. Further-
more, we consider dust coagulation but we do not consider dust
fragmentation. Our chosen grain coagulation threshold means that
the largest grains in our star formation calculations remain relatively
small (amax ∼< 100 micron), quite well coupled to the gas, and the
grain distributions evolve towards monodisperse populations in the
long-term. Employing different coagulation thresholds may produce
larger grains, that have higher relative velocities, thereby leading to
grain fragmentation that may repopulate the small grain population.
Again, such effects should be explored in future calculations.

Finally, there are several obvious extensions of this work in the
future, although they are beyond the scope of this paper. First, since
these calculations provide full grain size distributions for each fluid
element, this information could be used to compute local dust opac-
ities which could be used when computing the radiation transport
(currently the calculations still assume standard interstellar opaci-
ties). Second, similarly, the local grain size distributions could be
used when determining the local ionisation rate of the disc for cal-
culations that include magnetic fields (e.g., Guillet et al. 2020; Marc-
hand et al. 2023; Vallucci-Goy et al. 2024).
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B., Marchand P., 2020, A&A, 643, A17
Hirashita H., Omukai K., 2009, MNRAS, 399, 1795
Hirashita H., Yan H., 2009, MNRAS, 394, 1061
Hubber D. A., Goodwin S. P., Whitworth A. P., 2006, A&A, 450, 881
Hutchison M., Price D. J., Laibe G., 2018, MNRAS, 476, 2186
Hutchison M. A., Bodénan J.-D., Mayer L., Schönbächler M., 2022, MN-
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APPENDIX A: TESTING THE GRAIN GROWTH SCHEME

The growth of a population of dust grains through binary collisions
can be described by the Smoluchowski equation (Smoluchowski
1916). Several explicit analytic solutions exist that can used to test
numerical grain growth prescriptions. In this Appendix we demon-
strate the performance of our chosen grain growth method (Section
2.1), which was originally developed by Hirashita & Yan (2009)
and subsequently applied to star formation by Hirashita & Omukai
(2009) and modified by Bate (2022).

Lombart & Laibe (2021) discuss the historical study of the Smolu-
chowski equation and they provide a clear description of the analytic
solutions, the main elements of which are reproduced here for the
convenience of the reader. The continuous Smoluchowski equation
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can be written

∂n(m, t)

∂t
=
1

2

∫ m

0

K(m−m′,m′)n(m−m′, t)n(m′, t)dm′

− n(m, t)

∫ ∞

0

K(m,m′)n(m′, t)dm′,

(A1)

where m and m′ are the masses of two colliding particles and the
coagulation kernel K(m,m′) is a symmetric function of m and m′

for binary collisions that is related to the probability of collision.
For the kernel, for physical collisions between particles this is often
written

K(m,m′) = β(m,m′,∆v)∆v(m,m′)σ(m,m′) (A2)

where ∆v is the mean relative velocity between two particles, σ is
the mean effective collision cross-section, and β denotes the mean
sticking probability of the grains.

Our discretised form of equation A1 is equation 3, which is writ-
ten in terms of the mass density of grains, ρ̃, rather than the number
density, n. Our equivalent ofK(m,m′) is αkj , given by equation 4.

The Smoluchowski equation can be written in dimensionless form
Scott (1968); Drake (1972); Lombart & Laibe (2021) by defining

x ≡ m/m0, y ≡ m′/m0,K(x, y) = K(m,m′)/K0,

τ = (K0N0)t, f(x, t) = m0n(m, t)/N0,
(A3)

where N0 is the initial total number density of particles of mean
mass, m0, and K0 is a normalising constant with dimensions
[length]3/time. Equation A1 can then be written as

∂f(x, y)

∂τ
=
1

2

∫ x

0

K(y, x− y)f(y, τ)f(x− y, τ)dy

− f(x, τ)

∫ ∞

0

K(y, x)f(y, τ)dy,

(A4)

Explicit analytic solutions to this equation exist for three types of
coagulation kernel: constant, additive, and multiplicative. The con-
stant kernel solution can be represented by K(x, y) = 1, the additive
kernel as K(x, y) = x+ y, and the multiplicative by K(x, y) = xy.
For physical collisions of spherical particles, the ballistic kernel can
be written K(x, y) = π(x1/3 + y1/3)∆v where ∆v is the mean rel-
ative velocity between particles. However, no known analytic solu-
tion exists for the ballistic kernel. The constant and additive kernels
are the most similar to the ballistic kernel; the multiplicative kernel
represents an explosive increase of the collisional frequencies with
grain size which is not the type of growth expected for small dust
grains within a protoplanetary disc. Therefore, in this Appendix we
only consider the constant and additive kernels.

For the constant kernel K(x, y) = 1 an analytic solution of equa-
tion A4 can be derived (Müller 1928; Schumann 1940; Melzak 1957;
Rajagopal 1959; Scott 1968; Silk & Takahashi 1979) for the initial
condition f(x, 0) = exp(−x) such that

f(x, τ) =
4

(2 + τ)2
exp

[
− 2x

(2 + τ)

]
. (A5)

Physically, this kernel implies that the frequency of collisions be-
tween two particles is independent of their mass (or size).

For the additive kernel K(x, y) = x + y an analytic solution of
equation A4 can be derived (Golovin 1963; Scott 1968) for the initial
condition f(x, 0) = exp(−x) such that

T ≡ 1− exp(−τ),

f(x, τ) =
(1− T exp(−x[1 + T ])

xT 1/2
I1(2xT

1/2)
(A6)

where I1 is the upper modified Bessel function of first kind. Physi-
cally, this kernel implies that the frequency of collisions increases as
the mass (or size) of the grains increases.

The dimensionless grain mass density is given by g(x, τ) =
xf(x, τ). This is the quantity that is plotted in Lombart & Laibe
(2021) and below.

A1 The initial conditions for the SPH code

In what follows, we compare our grain growth algorithm with the
above analytic solutions by making the minimum number of changes
to the SPH code. The code uses dimensionless units defined by a
unit of length and a unit of mass, which we set to L = 1016 cm and
M = 1 M⊙, respectively, and in which the gravitational constant
G = 1. These are typical values for star formation calculations.
We set up a cubic box with size length, L, containing a total mass
of 1 M⊙, represented by 8000 SPH particles on a uniform Cartesian
lattice (i.e., 20×20×20 particles), and we employ periodic boundary
conditions. This gives a mean mass density of unity in code units,
or 1.991 × 10−15 g cm−3 (this is the total density, including both
gas and dust). The code unit of time is t0 = (L3/(GM))1/2 =
8.6763 × 1010 seconds. We set the temperature to be very cold (so
that the particles do not move significantly during the test, because
we only wish to test the grain growth algorithm).

Our grain growth algorithm is built around grain mass densities,
ρ̃, and grain sizes, a, rather than grain number densities, n, and grain
masses, m. Thus, some care is required in comparing the above an-
alytic solutions with the results provided by the SPH code. Specif-
ically, the code works with dust fractions, ϵi, in multiple grain size
bins, rather than dust number densities in multiple dust mass bins
(i.e., ϵi(a), rather than n(m)). Moreover, the dust fractions are in
logarithmically-spaced bins (i.e., dlog a rather than dm). The dust
fractions per bin decrease as the number of bins is increased, so
when plotting the evolution of the dust with time we need to use
ϵi/ log δ where δ = log(amax/amin)/N (see Section 2.1). Fur-
thermore, because m ∝ a3 (for spherical grains), we need to plot
f(x, τ) versus a3 rather than x.

The SPH code specifies grain sizes in units of microns (i.e.
10−4 cm). Therefore, we define the mass, m0 to be the mass of
a grain with size a0 = 1 micron (equation 1) such that m0 =
4π × 10−12 g cm−3 (using ρgr = 3.0 g cm−3). This gives N0

to be ρd/m0 ≈ 4.56 × 10−6 cm−3. For the kernel, equation A2
for K(m,m′) must be compared with equation 4, for αkj , the latter
of which includes the same quantities in the numerator, but also the
product mjmk in the denominator due to the use of grain mass den-
sities rather than number densities. Thus, for example, choosing the
constant kernel K(x, y), corresponds to setting αkj ∝ 1/(mjmk).

The equivalent of the setting the dimensionless initial grain mass
distribution to g(x, 0) = x exp(−x) is to set the initial dust mass
density in bin i to be

ϵi ∝ (m/m0)
2 exp(−m/m0), (A7)

in which the first term is squared due to the fact that the SPH code
considers the dust mass fractions within logarithmically-spaced bins
(i.e., m dlogm = dm). These dust fractions are then normalised so
that ϵ =

∑
i ϵi is the required the total dust fraction (i.e., the total

dust-to-gas ratio is ϵ/(1− ϵ)).
Finally, in order to plot the equivalent of g(x, 0) = x exp(−x)

versus x (and the equivalent of g(x, τ) at time τ ), we plot
N ϵi/ log(δ)×a3 versus a3, since x = m/m0 = a3/a30 and a0 = 1
(in units of microns). The factor, N = 1/(3ϵ), is a normalisation
factor such that the graph of N ϵi/ log(δ)× a30 versus a30 has a peak
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Figure A1. Comparison of the numerical grain growth method with the
analytic solution when using a constant coagulation kernel. The red solid
lines show the analytic solutions for the dimensionless grain mass densities,
g(x, τ), at dimensionless times τ = 0, 300, 3 000, 3 × 104. We show the
analytic initial conditions and the distributions at three other times to make
it clear how the grain mass density distribution evolves with time. The vari-
ous symbols, connected by dashed lines, show the dimensionless grain mass
densities in the dust bins obtained from the SPH calculations, at dimension-
less times τ = 3000 and 3 × 104, obtained using approximately 5, 10, 20,
and 40 bins per decade in grain size. We show the numerical distributions at
two times to show how the numerical distributions evolve. As is typical for
numerical grain growth schemes, the formation of large grains tends to be
overestimated at low resolution, but the results converge towards the analytic
result as the number of dust bins is increased.

of 1/e at a30 = 1 (since g(x, 0) = x exp(−x) has its peak value
of 1/e at x = 1). For the calculations below, we choose to set the
initial total dust-to-gas ratio to be 1/20, which gives N = 7. This
also gives N0 = ϵM/L3/m0 ≈ 7.545× 10−6 cm−3.

We use the same dust size range as for the star formation sim-
ulations (Section 4.1), i.e. amin = 5 nm and amax = 1 mm. We
perform simulations with either 26, 53, 106, or 212 logarithmically-
spaced bins (corresponding to 5, 10, 20, or 40 bins per decade in
grain size, respectively). This is also equivalent to approximately
1.7, 3.3, 6.7, or 13.3 bins per decade in grain mass (since m ∝ a3).

Using the above initial conditions, the only changes we need to
make to the SPH code to run the idealised test case rather than a
physically realistic calculation (e.g., Section 4), are to set the initial
grain mass distribution using equation A7 and to change the equation
for αkj (see below). Being able to reproduce the analytic solutions
numerically with only these minimal changes give us confidence that
the grain growth algorithm in the SPH code is valid.

A2 Numerical results with the constant kernel

Lombart & Laibe (2021) performed calculations that evolved the
initial grain distribution under the action of a constant kernel to di-
mensionless time τ = 3 × 104, for which the analytic solution
is given by equation A5. We also evolve our test calculations to
this time. To run SPH calculations using a constant kernel, we set
αkj = A/(mjmk) with A = 10−4. The time measured in code
units is tcode = τm0/(AN0t0) ≈ 0.015277 × τ . For example, for
τ = 3× 104 the corresponding time in code units is tcode ≈ 458.3.

The results from four calculations with different numbers of dust

bins are shown in Fig. A1. The red solid lines show the analytic
solutions for the dimensionless grain mass densities, g(x, τ), at di-
mensionless times τ = 0, 300, 3 000, 3×104. The symbols show the
dimensionless grain mass densities in the dust bins obtained from the
SPH calculations, at dimensionless times τ = 3000 and 3×104, ob-
tained using 26, 53, 106, or 212 bins that are logarithmically-spaced
in grain size between 5 nm and 1000 mm.

As expected, using a small number of bins overestimates the high-
mass tail of the grain mass density distribution. This is the well-
known over-diffusion problem in which numerical schemes tend to
overestimate the formation of large grains at low resolution. How-
ever, our numerical solutions for this test case are of a similar accu-
racy to the methods of Lombart & Laibe (2021) and Liu, Gröpler &
Warnecke (2019) for a similar number of bins per decade in grain
mass.

Using as few as 5 bins per decade in grain size also over-estimates
the low-mass tail and underestimates the peak. Although the total
dust mass is conserved, this is the lowest possible number of bins
before the scheme completely breaks down (see Section 2.1), and
should never be used in practice. Using 10 or more bins per decade in
grain size provides reasonably accurate solutions and the numerical
solutions converge towards the analytic solution as expected as the
number of bins is increased (Fig. A1). Nevertheless, for production
calculations it would be wise to test that any conclusions are robust
to changes in the number of bins.

A3 Numerical results with the additive kernel

Lombart & Laibe (2021) performed calculations that evolved the
initial grain distribution under the action of the additive kernel to di-
mensionless time τ = 3, for which the analytic solution is given by
equation A6. We also evolve our test calculations to this time. To run
SPH calculations using the additive kernel, we set αkj = B((mj)+
(mk))/(mjmk) in the SPH code with B = 100. In this case, the
time measured in code units is tcode = τ/(BN0t0) ≈ 1215.66× τ
(note the missing factor of m0 compared to the previous section; an
alternative would be to divide the masses in the numerator of the
equation for αkj bym0, but this would require an additional change
to the SPH code and we have deliberately kept the changes to a min-
imum). For example, for τ = 3 the corresponding time in code units
is tcode ≈ 3647.0.

The results from four calculations using the additive kernel with
different numbers of dust bins are shown in Fig. A2. In the top panel,
the red solid lines show the analytic solutions for the dimensionless
grain mass densities, g(x, τ), at dimensionless times τ = 0, 1, 3.
The symbols show the dimensionless grain mass densities in the
dust bins obtained from the SPH calculations, at dimensionless times
τ = 1 and τ = 3, obtained using 26, 53, 106, or 212 bins that are
logarithmically-spaced in grain size between 5 nm and 1000 mm.
In the lower panel, we use a linear vertical scale and only plot the
results at τ = 3.

The behaviour for this test case is interesting. Whereas using the
constant kernel overestimates the formation of large grains, when
using the additive kernel this only happens at the lowest resolution
(26 bins, or 5 bins per decade in grain size). All of the higher reso-
lution calculations slightly underestimate the grain mass densities of
large grains. The underestimate is strongest between 10 and 20 bins
per decade in grain size (Fig. A2). Increasing the resolution further,
for example from 20 to 40 bins per grain size, the numerical results
converge toward the analytic solution. The total dust mass is still
conserved, so when the large grain mass density is underestimated,
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Figure A2. Comparison of the numerical grain growth method with the ana-
lytic solution when using an additive coagulation kernel. In the top panel, the
red solid lines show the analytic solutions for the dimensionless grain mass
densities, g(x, τ), at dimensionless times τ = 0, 1, 3. The various symbols,
connected by dashed lines, show the dimensionless grain mass densities in
the dust bins obtained from the SPH calculations, at dimensionless times
τ = 1 and τ = 3, obtained using approximately 5, 10, 20, and 40 bins
per decade in grain size. In the lower panel, we plot the analytic solution
and numerical results at τ = 3 using a linear vertical scale so that the grain
mass densities for medium-mass grains (log10(x) = [0, 3] at τ = 3) can
be more easily seen. In contrast to the test case using the constant kernel,
for resolutions ⩾ 10 bins per decade in grain size the formation of large
grains is slightly underestimated (and the densities of medium-mass grains
are slightly overestimated), but the numerical solutions again converge to-
wards the analytic solution for large numbers of bins.

the density of medium-mass grains (log10(x) = [0, 3] at τ = 3) is
slightly overestimated (see the lower panel of Fig. A2).

The behaviour of our chosen numerical method for modelling dust
growth when increasing the numerical resolution is quite different
to some other methods, such as those discussed in Lombart & Laibe
(2021). As with the constant kernel, other methods tend to overesti-
mate the formation of large grains. This is usually considered to be
problematic and a numerical effect that should be minimised, since
the purpose of studying grain growth is often specifically to study
the formation and behaviour of large grains. Our chosen method for
modelling grain growth avoids this problem of over-producing large
grains when using the additive kernel and ∼> 10 bins per decade in
grain size.
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