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Column densities are important



Column density is not 
the same as mass
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WTF? (= Why This Forms?) 
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Real time analysis
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data from Sanders+ 14
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Analytic Qdep works
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Analytic t0 works
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We agree with Scalzo 14+
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Scalzo + 14 sample

But note the limited quality
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WTF? (= Why This Forms?) 
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1.3⇥ 1.5 = 2
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Total Mass [Msun]
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Something about asymmetry
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Code in this presentation is here:

https://goo.gl/mHQAEq

letter l as in ‘google’


