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CONCLUSIONS

e Class 0 core masses represent the
range of core masses which form
stars

e Mass evolution affects both what you
see (core masses) and what you get
(stellar masses)

e [f the time spent in the Class 0 phase
does not vary much with mass, ie.

Meny o< M

then the Class 0 mass function is
representative of the core masses
from which stars actually form

e There is some evidence (luminosity,
outflows) that this is the case, but it
needs further work.
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