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ABSTRACT
The first step toward planet formation is grain growth from (sub-)micrometer to millime-

ter/centimeter sizes. Grain growth has been reported not only in Class II protoplanetary disks but also
in Class 0/I protostellar envelopes. However, early-stage grain growth occurring in Class 0/I stages has
rarely been observed on the protostellar disk scale. Here we present the results from the ALMA Band
3 (λ = 3.1 mm) and 7 (λ = 0.87 mm) archival data of the Class I protostellar disk WL 17 in the ρ

Ophiuchus molecular cloud. Disk substructures are found in both bands, but they are different: while
a central hole and a symmetric ring appear in Band 3, an off-center hole and an asymmetric ring are
shown in Band 7. Furthermore, we obtain an asymmetric spectral index map with a low mean value
of α = 2.28 ± 0.02, suggestive of grain growth and dust segregation on the protostellar disk scale. Our
radiative transfer modeling verifies these two features by demonstrating that 10 cm-sized large grains
are symmetrically distributed, whereas 10 µm-sized small grains are asymmetrically distributed. Also,
the analysis shows that the disk is expected to be massive and gravitationally unstable. We thus sug-
gest a single Jupiter-mass protoplanet formed by gravitational instability as the origin of the ring-like
structure, grain growth, and dust segregation identified in WL 17.

Keywords: Protostars (1302), Circumstellar disks (235), Circumstellar dust (236), Circumstellar grains
(239)

1. INTRODUCTION

Protoplanetary disks, circumstellar disks of the so-
called Class II young stellar objects (YSOs), are the
natal place of planets. However, it is unknown when
planet formation begins. Up to now, the youngest pro-
toplanets have been identified only in intermediate-aged
protoplanetary disks through optical to (sub-)mm ob-
servations: a Jupiter-mass planet around AS 209 (1−2
Myr; Bae et al. 2022) and AB Aur (4 Myr; Currie et al.
2022), and two super-Jovian-mass planets around PDS
70 (5 Myr; Keppler et al. 2018; Haffert et al. 2019), and
a potential Neptune-mass planet around TW Hya (10
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Myr; Tsukagoshi et al. 2019). On the other hand, ex-
oplanet surveys have shown that protoplanetary disks
do not have enough mass to form planets, implying
that planets should form before the Class II stage (e.g.,
Greaves & Rice 2010; Najita & Kenyon 2014; Manara
et al. 2018). Theoretical studies support this idea by
demonstrating that planets, particularly Jupiter-mass
gas giants, can rapidly form by gravitational instabil-
ity (GI) before the Class II stage, i.e., within ∼1 Myr
(e.g., Boss 1997, 1998; Mayer et al. 2002, 2004; Durisen
et al. 2007, and references therein). Recently, system-
atic observational studies in (sub-)mm wavelengths have
also suggested the possibility of planet formation in the
Class 0/I protostellar stages (e.g., Tychoniec et al. 2018,
2020; Williams et al. 2019; Tobin et al. 2020). Indeed, a
systematic study toward young circumstellar disks has
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also been carrying out (e.g., Ohashi et al. 2023). Now
planet formation is expected to begin in the early pro-
tostellar stages.

Grain sizes are estimated by a dust opacity spectral
index (β) in (sub-)mm wavelengths (e.g., Miyake & Nak-
agawa 1993; D’Alessio et al. 2001; Draine 2006; Kwon
et al. 2009; Ricci et al. 2010b). β is usually derived from
a spectral index (α) in the optically thin and Rayleigh-
Jean’s approximation case as α = β + 2 (see also Sec-
tion 3.3). Based on theoretical studies, the index is also
related to other dust properties, such as shape, compo-
sition, and porosity (e.g., Pollack et al. 1994; D’Alessio
et al. 2001; Kataoka et al. 2014), but above all, it is
highly sensitive to the size: specifically, β ≲ 1.0 at a 1-
mm wavelength indicates a grain size larger than 3 mm
(Draine 2006). Indeed, many observational studies in
(sub-)mm wavelengths have so far reported the presence
of mm/cm-sized large grains in protoplanetary disks by
showing such low mean β values (e.g., Beckwith & Sar-
gent 1991; Rodmann et al. 2006; Andrews & Williams
2007a; Lommen et al. 2007; Ricci et al. 2010a,b; Kwon
et al. 2011, 2015; Tazzari et al. 2021), compared with the
interstellar medium (ISM) consisting of submicrometer-
sized small grains (βISM ≃ 1.7; e.g., Finkbeiner et al.
1999; Li & Draine 2001; Planck Collaboration et al.
2014a,b).

Grain growth occurs even in the very early evolution-
ary stages of YSOs. Considering the angular resolutions
of previous interferometric observations, grain growth
(β ≲ 1.0) has mainly been reported in the inner en-
velopes (e.g., Jørgensen et al. 2007; Kwon et al. 2009,
2015; Chiang et al. 2012; Miotello et al. 2014; Galametz
et al. 2019) and the outer disks (e.g., Tobin et al. 2013)
around Class 0/I protostars. Recently, higher-resolution
observations with ALMA and the Karl G. Jansky Very
Large Array (VLA) allow us to probe grain growth in
Class I protostellar disks in more detail. For example,
the presence of 10 cm-sized large grains was suggested
in the outer region of the edge-on disk CB 26, although
such rapid grain growth could not be probed in the in-
ner region due to high optical depth (Zhang et al. 2021).
Grain growth even to cm size was reported in the less
inclined disk EC 53 (i = 34.8◦; Lee et al. 2020b). In ad-
dition to the β analysis, Harsono et al. (2018) suggested
rapid grain growth to mm size implied by a lack of CO
isotopologue emissions in the inner region (Rdisk ≲ 30
au) of TMC-1A.

Grain growth occurs in disks non-uniformly. It has
been reported that β values of central regions in YSO
envelopes and disks are smaller than those of outer re-
gions (e.g., Kwon et al. 2009; Guilloteau et al. 2011;
Pérez et al. 2012, 2015; Tazzari et al. 2016). In ad-

dition, β values show a dependence on substructures of
protoplanetary disks, which have been detected by high-
resolution ALMA observations (e.g., Tsukagoshi et al.
2016, 2022; Macías et al. 2019, 2021; Carrasco-González
et al. 2019; Long et al. 2020; Sierra et al. 2021). Particu-
larly in the ring region, β is smaller than 1.0, indicating
that grains grown to mm/cm sizes are concentrated in
this region. Such ring-like substructures are recently re-
vealed in Class 0/I protostellar disks as well (e.g., Shee-
han & Eisner 2017, 2018; de Valon et al. 2020; Nakatani
et al. 2020; Lee et al. 2020a; Segura-Cox et al. 2020;
Sheehan et al. 2020, 2022b; Alves et al. 2020), where
grain growth may be enhanced.

Within these disk substructures, particularly consist-
ing of inner holes and outer rings, the spatial distribu-
tion of dust grains is different depending on grain size.
For example, previous near-infrared (NIR) and (sub-
)mm observations toward protoplanetary disks have
shown that in shorter wavelengths, the size of the ob-
served holes becomes smaller (e.g., Hashimoto et al.
2012, 2015; Dong et al. 2012, 2017; Zhang et al. 2014;
Pinilla et al. 2015; Hendler et al. 2018; Keppler et al.
2019), and the dust scale height larger (e.g, Villenave
et al. 2019, 2020). It means that µm-sized small grains
are more widely distributed than mm/cm-sized large
grains in the radial direction, and they can be lifted
up to the disk surface, for example, due to turbu-
lence in the vertical direction. Furthermore, within
the (sub-)mm wavelength regime, the spatial distribu-
tion between mm- and cm-sized grains is slightly dif-
ferent in both radial and vertical directions. According
to ALMA multi-wavelength observations toward proto-
planetary disks of Class II YSOs, the width of the rings
is narrower in longer wavelengths (e.g., Pinilla et al.
2017, 2019), and the dust scale height is smaller in longer
wavelengths (e.g., Villenave et al. 2020, 2022). It indi-
cates that larger grains are more concentrated in the
ring and more settled down toward the disk midplane.
However, whether or not dust segregation happens in
Class 0/I protostellar disks is still unclear.

In this paper, we present ALMA Band 3 and 7 archival
data of the Class I protostellar disk WL 17 to investi-
gate the size and spatial distribution of dust grains on
the protostellar disk scale. WL 17 is an M3-type proto-
star (McClure et al. 2010) and is located in the L1688
region of the ρ Ophiuchus molecular cloud (d = 137 pc;
Ortiz-León et al. 2017). According to previous observa-
tions in IR and (sub-)mm wavelengths, it has been clas-
sified as a late Class I protostar with an age of ≲0.7 Myr
(e.g., Enoch et al. 2009; Evans et al. 2009; Dunham et al.
2015), indicating that its protostellar envelope is nearly
dissipated (Enoch et al. 2009; van Kempen et al. 2009).
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A small disk around the protostar has been revealed by
multiple ALMA dust continuum observations (Sheehan
& Eisner 2017; Sadavoy et al. 2019; Cieza et al. 2019;
Gulick et al. 2021). Particularly, despite its compact
size, the Class I protostellar disk clearly shows substruc-
tures consisting of a large central hole (Rhole = 12 au)
and a horseshoe-like narrow ring (σring = 11 au; Rdisk

= 23 au) in the high-resolution Band 3 image (Shee-
han & Eisner 2017), which may imply the possibility
of grain growth within the ring, similar to structured
protoplanetary disks. Furthermore, Gulick et al. (2021)
recently reported that the disk substructures are also
resolved in Band 7, and the disk is geometrically flared
based on the marginally resolved Band 6 image. The
disk is relatively more massive than other Class I disks
in the ρ Ophiuchus molecular cloud (Mdust = 13−32
M⊕; e.g., Williams et al. 2019; Sadavoy et al. 2019).
It implies that planets are more likely to form in this
massive disk because the planet formation efficiency is
predicted to increase in disks with more available mate-
rial (e.g., Andrews et al. 2013). For these reasons, the
clearly-structured disk WL 17 is one of the best targets
for studying grain growth and dust segregation on the
protostellar disk scale through multi-wavelength analy-
sis.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we
describe the observational details of the ALMA Band 3
and 7 archival data, and the data reduction and imaging
procedure. In Section 3, we present ALMA Band 3 and
7 dust continuum images and the spectral index map. In
Section 4, to investigate the size and spatial distribution
of dust grains in the disk, we perform radiative transfer
modeling and analyze the modeling results. In Section 5,
we discuss these modeling results in the context of planet
formation. Lastly, our conclusions are summarized in
Section 6.

2. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA REDUCTION

We used the ALMA archival data of the Class I
protostellar disk WL 17 taken in Band 3 and 7 dur-
ing Cycle 3 (2015.1.00761.S; PI: Patrick Sheehan). As
shown in Table 1, the Band 3 observations were made
in two configurations (C-8/7 and C-2/3) from 2015 Oc-
tober 31 to 2016 April 17. Each configuration had the
same spectral setup using 4 spectral windows centered
at 90.495, 92.432, 102.495, and 104.495 GHz with a 2-
GHz bandwidth. In the extended configuration (C-8/7),
two execution blocks were taken with the same calibra-
tors: J1517−2422 for flux and bandpass calibration and
J1625−2527 for phase calibration. The flux densities of

J1517−2422 were set to be 2.256 Jy at 97.479 GHz with
a spectral index of −0.234 and 2.555 Jy with an index
of −0.300 for the two execution blocks. The flux densi-
ties of J1625−2527 were bootstrapped as 0.795, 0.784,
0.736, and 0.725 Jy for individual spectral windows of
the first execution block. They were 0.821, 0.807, 0.749,
and 0.739 Jy for the second execution block. The num-
bers of antennas used for these two execution blocks
were 38 and 37, respectively. In the compact configu-
ration (C-2/3), J1733−1304 was a flux calibrator, while
J1427−4206 was a bandpass calibrator. The flux density
of J1733−1304 was set to 3.279 Jy at 90.495 GHz with
a spectral index of −0.562. Like the extended configu-
ration, J1625−2527 was employed as a phase calibrator,
and its flux densities were bootstrapped as 0.689, 0.680,
0.633, and 0.626 Jy in individual spectral windows. The
number of antennas used was 40.

The Band 7 observations were made in two configura-
tions (C-3 and C-6) from 2016 May 19 to 2016 Septem-
ber 11. The same calibrators as the Band 3 extended
configuration observations were used in both configura-
tions of the Band 7 observations: J1517−2422 for flux
and bandpass calibration and J1625−2527 for phase cal-
ibration. The spectral setup in the compact configura-
tion (C-3) had 5 spectral windows centered at 343.018,
344.219, 345.358, 354.524, and 356.269 GHz with band-
widths of 2 GHz, 117.188, 117.188, 234.375 MHz, and
2 GHz, respectively. The flux density of J1517−2422
was set to 1.914 Jy at 348.678 GHz with a spectral in-
dex of −0.265. The flux densities of J1625−2527 were
calculated to be 0.252 Jy at 343.018 GHz and 0.247 Jy
at 356.269 GHz for the wide 2-GHz bandwidths. The
number of antennas for this configuration was 40. In
the extended configuration (C-6), the spectral setup like-
wise had 5 spectral windows with the same bandwidths
as the compact configuration. These spectral windows
were centered at 342.978, 344.178, 345.318, 354.483, and
356.227 GHz, which are slightly different from those in
the compact configuration due to the Doppler shift ef-
fect by the rotation and revolution of Earth. The flux
density of J1517−2422 was set to be 2.800 Jy at 342.978
GHz with a spectral index of −0.200. The flux densities
of J1625−2527 were calculated to be 0.288 Jy at 342.978
GHz and 0.282 Jy at 356.227 GHz for the wide 2-GHz
bandwidths. The number of antennas was 37. Details of
the observations are summarized in Table 1. In addition,
general descriptions of the observations in both Band 3
and 7 are found in Sheehan & Eisner (2017, 2018) and
Gulick et al. (2021).

The ALMA archival data were calibrated with CASA
(CASA Team et al. 2022) of the versions utilized in indi-
vidual data reduction scripts: CASA 4.5.0 and 4.5.3 for
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Table 1. Summary of ALMA Observations

Band Date Freq. Range Antennas Config. Baselines On-source Time Calibrators

(GHz) (m) (minutes) Flux Bandpass Phase

3 2015 Oct 31 89.50-105.49 38 C-8/7 85-16196 2.82 J1517-2422 J1517-2422 J1625-2527
2015 Nov 26 89.50-105.49 37 C-8/7 68-14321 2.82 J1517-2422 J1517-2422 J1625-2527
2016 Apr 17 89.49-105.48 40 C-2/3 15-601 0.97 J1733-1304 J1427-4206 J1625-2527

7 2016 May 19 342.01-357.24 40 C-3 15-640 0.40 J1517-2422 J1517-2422 J1625-2527
2016 Sep 11 342.01-357.24 37 C-6 15-3144 0.91 J1517-2422 J1517-2422 J1625-2527

Note—In this paper, all the Band 3 data were used, but we used only the extended configuration (C-6) data in Band 7.

the Band 3 extended and compact configuration data
(C-8/7 and C-2/3) and CASA 4.6.0 and 4.7.0 for the
Band 7 compact and extended configuration data (C-
3 and C-6), respectively. Imaging and analysis for the
Band 3 and 7 data were performed with CASA 5.4.0.

Because the Band 3 observations were spanned over
about a half year as summarized in Table 1, we con-
sidered the proper motion of WL 17. For the proper
motion correction, before combining all the execution
blocks to make the final image, we first imaged individ-
ual execution blocks separately using Briggs weighting
with a robust parameter of 0.5 and then compared their
disk centers. To measure the disk center, we fit an ellip-
tical Gaussian to each image using the CASA task imfit.
Note that the difference of the disk centers between the
first two execution blocks, which were taken in the same
extended configuration (C-8/7; Table 1), was negligible
due to the short time interval. In the combined data of
the extended configuration, the deconvolved Gaussian
center was finally obtained as α(J2000) = 16h27m06.s77
and δ(J2000) = −24◦38′15.′′44. The Gaussian center was
adopted as a common disk center, and also, it was as-
signed as a phase center using the CASA tasks fixvis. In
contrast, there is an obvious proper motion between the
extended and compact configuration images. To correct
the proper motion, using the CASA tasks imfit, fixvis,
and fixplanets, the measured disk center of the compact
configuration image (the third execution block in Table
1) was shifted toward the common disk center, and also
the shifted position was set as the phase center. The off-
set of the Band 3 compact configuration data from the
Band 3 extended configuration data (i.e., the common
disk center) is (−42.75 mas, 5.12 mas). The offset of the
Band 7 extended configuration data from the common
disk center is (−11.25 mas, −20.98 mas). Note that the
proper motion reported by Ducourant et al. (2017) is
(−10.0 ± 0.5 mas yr−1, −27.9 ± 0.4 mas yr−1), which
is comparable to the offset of the Band 7 extended data

from the common disk center data taken with an inter-
val of about a year. The offset of the Band 3 compact
configuration data is largely different from the corre-
sponding proper motion value, but it is understandable
considering the limited angular resolution. After com-
bining all the extended and compact configuration data,
we tried self-calibration as well but did not achieve a sig-
nificant improvement, perhaps due to a low original S/N
of 21. We did not, therefore, include self-calibration in
the Band 3 imaging. The final image was made using
Briggs weighting with a robust parameter of 0.5, which
provided the best compromise regarding both angular
resolution and sensitivity. The Band 3 image has a syn-
thesized beam of 0.074′′ × 0.060′′ (PA = 78◦) and a
sensitivity of 33 µJy beam−1. In addition, elliptical ta-
pering (2.0Mλ × 1.5Mλ, PA = 80◦) was employed to
achieve a comparable synthesized beam size to a Band
7 image. The tapered image has a synthesized beam of
0.108′′ × 0.103′′ (PA = 67◦) and a sensitivity of 34 µJy
beam−1.

The Band 7 observations were also carried out in two
configurations (C-3 and C-6; Table 1). In these two
configurations, each execution block was calibrated and
imaged separately using Briggs weighting with a robust
parameter of 0.5. We found that the Band 7 image made
by the compact configuration data does not resolve any
substructures because of a limited angular resolution of
0.331′′ × 0.148′′, which is larger than the entire disk size
(Rdisk ≲ 0.2′′; Sheehan & Eisner 2017). Also, we verified
that the total flux does not change significantly when
combining the compact configuration data with the ex-
tended configuration: 125.9 ± 0.3 mJy for the combined
data (Gulick et al. 2021) and 125.8 ± 1.36 mJy for the
extended configuration only. For the Band 7 imaging,
thus, we used only the extended configuration data in
order to focus on disk substructures. On the other hand,
the flux difference within the 3σ area is relatively large
in Band 3 (∼7%): 6.84 ± 0.17 and 7.32 ± 0.14 mJy in
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Figure 1. ALMA Band 3 (3.1 mm; 97.5 GHz) continuum
image of the Class I protostellar disk WL 17. Contour levels
are {4, 8, 12, 16, 20} × σB3, where σB3 corresponds to 33 µJy
beam−1. Particularly, the non-circular 8σB3 contour implies
the weak emission in the central hole, which was previously
reported in Sheehan & Eisner (2017). The synthesized beam
size shown at the lower left is 0.074′′ × 0.060′′ with PA =
74◦. The red cross indicates the position of the protostar.

the extended-only and combined configurations, respec-
tively. In Band 3 we decided to use the combined data
to avoid the flux filtering issue and to have a large uv
coverage for beam matching. The same imaging pro-
cedure was applied to the Band 7 data set. Using the
CASA tasks imfit, fixvis, and fixplanets, the measured
disk center was shifted toward the common disk center,
which was determined in the Band 3 extended configu-
ration image as described above, and was also assigned
as the phase center. For the same reasons with the Band
3 imaging, we did not perform self-calibration in Band 7
either. The final image was made using Briggs weighting
with a robust parameter of 0.5, which was the best com-
promise between angular resolution and sensitivity. The
Band 7 image has a synthesized beam of 0.107′′ × 0.104′′

(PA = −37◦) and a sensitivity of 0.4 mJy beam−1.

3. OBSERVATIONAL RESULTS

3.1. Band 3 Continuum

Figure 1 shows a Band 3 continuum image of the Class
I protostellar disk in WL 17. Because we combined all
the compact and extended configuration data listed in
Table 1, this image has a slightly lower angular resolu-
tion (0.074′′ × 0.060′′) than the image (0.06′′ × 0.05′′)
presented by Sheehan & Eisner (2017) that used only
the extended configuration data (the first two execution
blocks in Table 1). Nevertheless, Figure 1 clearly reveals
disk substructures: a central hole and a horseshoe-like
ring around the hole. These substructures are consistent

with those reported by Sheehan & Eisner (2017) and
Gulick et al. (2021). The hole has a radius of ∼0.06′′

(8 au), and the ring has a width of ∼0.08′′ (11 au).
These values will be measured more specifically through
radiative transfer modeling in Section 4. The ring has
a nearly symmetric shape but a marginally asymmetric
brightness distribution in the azimuthal direction, show-
ing a maximum intensity of 0.696 mJy beam−1 at PA =
32◦ and a minimum intensity of 0.477 mJy beam−1 at
PA = 270◦. In the central hole, there is a weak emis-
sion above the 8σB3 level, which was previously discov-
ered by Sheehan & Eisner (2017), but the contrast with
the background emission inside the hole is not signifi-
cant, which is about 2σB3. The total flux within the
5σB3-contour region with a radius of ∼0.17′′ (23 au)
is measured to be 6.82 ± 0.13 mJy. In addition, Fig-
ure 2a shows a tapered Band 3 image with an angular
resolution of 0.108′′ × 0.103′′ to achieve a comparable
synthesized beam size to a Band 7 image, which will be
introduced in the following subsection.

The geometry of the disk is consistent with previous
studies. To measure the geometry, we fit an elliptical
Gaussian to the high-resolution Band 3 image (Figure
1) using the CASA task imfit. We obtain that the de-
convolved Gaussian has an FWHM of 0.272′′ ± 0.012′′

× 0.235′′ ± 0.010′′ (37 au × 32 au) and a position an-
gle of 58◦ ± 14◦. Its inclination angle is also estimated
to be 30◦+7

◦

−11
◦ from the major axis and minor axis val-

ues of the FWHM. This FWHM is comparable to other
FWHM values obtained from previous ALMA Band 6
continuum observations (Cieza et al. 2019; Sadavoy et al.
2019). Sheehan & Eisner (2017) obtained the inclination
angle of 28◦ and the position angle of 82.4◦ through ra-
diative transfer modeling only with the ALMA Band
3 extended configuration data (the first two execution
blocks in Table 1). Recently, Gulick et al. (2021) esti-
mated the inclination angle as 31.2◦ and the position an-
gle as 56◦ through visibility modeling, using all the Band
3 data sets listed in Table 1. Furthermore, according to
van der Marel et al. (2013), the 12CO (3−2) outflow was
observed to extend in the northwest-southeast direction
by the James Clerk Maxwell Telescope (JCMT). The
outflow was measured to be inclined by 50◦ from the
line of sight.

Assuming that thermal continuum emission originates
from isothermal dust grains and is optically thin in (sub-
)mm wavelengths, a dust mass can be measured from a
total flux density as follows (Hildebrand 1983):

Mdust =
Fνd

2

κνBν(Tdust)
, (1)
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where Fν is the total flux density at the frequency ν,
d is the distance, κν is the dust mass absorption coef-
ficient (so-called dust opacity) at the frequency ν, and
Bν(Tdust) is the Planck function at the dust temperature
Tdust. The total flux density measured within the 5σB3-
contour region is 6.82 mJy (Figure 1). As introduced in
Section 1, the distance is 137 pc, which is the same as
that used in Sheehan & Eisner (2017). Note that this
value is the mean distance to the L1688 region in the
ρ Ophiuchus molecular cloud (Ortiz-León et al. 2017).
The dust opacity at a central frequency of 97.5 GHz is
adopted to be 0.975 cm2 g−1, which was calculated from
the equation in Beckwith et al. (1990): κν = 10 (ν / 1
THz)β and β = 1. In addition, this widely-used opacity
is comparable to the opacity with the maximum grain
size (amax) of 1 mm calculated by several previous stud-
ies (See also Section 4.1; e.g., Andrews et al. 2009, 2011;
Birnstiel et al. 2018; Pavlyuchenkov et al. 2019). Re-
garding dust temperature, in multiple previous observa-
tions toward the ρ Ophiuchus molecular cloud, it was as-
sumed to be uniformly 20 K for calculating dust masses
of the complete observed disk sample, including WL
17 (Andrews & Williams 2007b; Williams et al. 2019;
Sadavoy et al. 2019). Given the wide range of physi-
cal properties, such as bolometric luminosity (Lbol), for
protostars (e.g., Dunham et al. 2015), several disk sur-
veys have recently adopted various mean dust tempera-
tures adjusted for each protostar (e.g., Tobin et al. 2020;
Encalada et al. 2021). Also, for WL 17, we confirmed
that the mean dust temperature in the ring, where most
grains are concentrated, is estimated to be 30 K by as-
suming the radiative equilibrium that will be discussed
in Section 4. Consequently, adopting Tdust = 30 K, the
dust mass of the WL 17 disk is obtained to be 26 M⊕
in Band 3.

3.2. Band 7 Continuum

Figure 2b shows a Band 7 continuum image of WL
17 with an angular resolution of 0.107′′ × 0.104′′. As
mentioned in Section 2, we used only the extended con-
figuration archival data to focus on disk substructures
(the second execution block in Table 1). Compared with
the Band 3 image shown in Figure 2a, the Band 7 im-
age reveals different substructures: an off-center hole
and an asymmetric ring. These substructures are also
consistent with those reported by Gulick et al. (2021).
The hole has a radius of ∼0.04′′ (5 au), and its center
is shifted toward the southwest direction. The ring is
asymmetric about the disk minor axis: specifically, the
northeastern part has a larger width of ∼0.13′′ (18 au)
than the southwestern part with a width of ∼0.10′′ (14
au). The ring also has an asymmetric brightness distri-

bution along the azimuthal direction, showing that the
maximum intensity is 22.7 mJy beam−1 at PA = 60◦

while the minimum intensity is 16.6 mJy beam−1 at PA
= 180◦. The total flux within the 5σB7-contour region
with a radius of ∼0.23′′ (32 au) is measured to be 125.81
± 1.36 mJy.

Likewise, we estimate the dust mass of the disk in
Band 7. The dust opacity in Band 7 is calculated as
3.50 cm2 g−1 at a central frequency of 350 GHz by the
equation in Beckwith et al. (1990). With the same dust
temperature and distance of 30 K and 137 pc, the dust
mass in Band 7 is 13 M⊕, which is half of that estimated
in Band 3. In other words, when assuming the typical
dust opacity values (β = 1) computed in Beckwith et al.
(1990), κν = 0.975 cm2 g−1 in Band 3 and κν = 3.50 cm2

g−1 in Band 7, there is a discrepancy in the dust mass
estimation between these two bands: 26 M⊕ and 13
M⊕. To match up these dust masses, the (sub-)mm dust
opacity spectral index between Band 3 and 7 is lower
than the typical value (β = 1) employed in Beckwith
et al. (1990). Such a low dust opacity index in (sub-)mm
wavelengths suggests the possible presence of mm/cm-
sized large grains in the optically thin disk midplane
(Miyake & Nakagawa 1993; D’Alessio et al. 2001; Draine
2006). Grain growth in WL 17 will be further discussed
through the β analysis in the following subsection.

3.3. Spectral Index

A dust opacity (κν) is reasonably well described as
a power-law function of frequency, κν ∝ νβ , in (sub-
)mm wavelengths (e.g., Hildebrand 1983; Beckwith et al.
1990; Beckwith & Sargent 1991; Miyake & Nakagawa
1993). Based on theoretical studies, the (sub-)mm dust
opacity spectral index (β) depends on various proper-
ties of dust grains, such as size, shape, composition, and
porosity (e.g., Miyake & Nakagawa 1993; Pollack et al.
1994; D’Alessio et al. 2001; Draine 2006; Kataoka et al.
2014). Among these dust properties, it is highly sensi-
tive to the maximum grain size (amax): β ≲ 1.0 at λ = 1
mm corresponds to amax ≳ 3 mm (Draine 2006). Thus,
β is commonly utilized to investigate grain growth in
YSOs (e.g., Kwon et al. 2009).

The dust opacity index (β) is directly linked to the
spectral index (α) in (sub-)mm wavelengths. The spec-
tral index is defined as α = log(Iν1/Iν2) / log(ν1/ν2),
where Iν1

and Iν2
are specific intensities at certain

frequencies ν1 and ν2. The relationship between the
spectral index and the dust opacity index is derived
as the following equation (e.g., Tsukagoshi et al. 2016;
Pavlyuchenkov et al. 2019):

α = 3− hν

kBTdust

ehν/kBTdust

ehν/kBTdust − 1
+

τν
eτν − 1

β, (2)
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Figure 2. ALMA images of WL 17. (a) Tapered Band 3 dust continuum image with the synthesized beam of 0.108′′ × 0.103′′

(PA = 67◦) with the sensitivity of 34 µJy beam−1. The red cross indicates the position of the protostar. The original Band
3 image is shown in Figure 1. (b) Band 7 dust continuum image with the synthesized beam of 0.107′′ × 0.104′′ (PA = 67◦)
with the sensitivity of 0.4 mJy beam−1. Note that substructures are different between Band 3 and 7. (c) Spectral index (α)
map between Band 3 and 7. The α values are overall small with a mean value of 2.28 ± 0.02, and also they are distributed
asymmetrically. (d) Statistical error map of spectral indexes. The white contours of (c) and (d) mark where the error level is
0.07.

where h is the Planck constant, ν is the geometric mean
frequency between frequencies ν1 and ν2, kB is the Boltz-
mann constant, Tdust is the dust temperature, and τν
is the geometric mean optical depth between optical
depths τν1

and τν2
. Note that for the optically thin case

(τν ≪ 1), assuming the Rayleigh-Jeans approximation,
Equation 2 can be simply expressed as α = β + 2 (e.g.,
Kwon et al. 2009). On the other hand, for the highly op-
tically thick (τν ≫ 1) case in the Rayleigh-Jeans regime,
Equation 2 is expressed as α = 2, which means that the
dust opacity index cannot be estimated from the spec-
tral index at all. Thus, in order to investigate grain
growth, it is necessary to first measure optical depth.

Using the Planck function, we compute the optical
depths for the Band 3 and 7 dust continuum emissions
within the 5σ-contour regions (Figures 2a and 2b). The
mean intensities in Band 3 and 7 are 0.707 mJy beam−1

and 10.8 mJy beam−1, respectively. We adopt a dust
temperature of 30 K for this calculation because this
value is considered the mean dust temperature of the
ring based on the radiative transfer modeling introduced
in Section 4.1. The mean optical depth values are calcu-
lated to be 0.35 in Band 3 and 0.57 in Band 7, and then
Equation 2 is derived as α = 1.84 + 0.79β. The optical
depths at peaks are 0.72 in Band 3 and 2.40 in Band
7. We acknowledge that the small α could be caused
by a combination of relatively high optical depths, tem-
perature gradients, and/or self-scattering in the line of
sight (e.g., Li et al. 2017; Galván-Madrid et al. 2018; Liu
et al. 2021; Xu et al. 2023). However, we argue that it
would be limited to small regions so our data may not
be affected significantly. Therefore, with caution we con-

sider that the emissions in the two bands are marginally
optically thin, and we will discuss it further in Section
4.2. Recently, Gulick et al. (2021) also showed consis-
tent results that the Band 3 and 7 continuum emissions
are marginally optically thin in the entire disk region.
We can thus estimate grain size from the spectral index
between Band 3 and 7.

Figure 2c shows the spectral index map obtained from
the Band 3 and 7 dust continuum images in Figures 2a
and 2b. Only the intensity values above the 5σ level
are used to calculate the spectral index. This spectral
index map has two interesting features. First, the index
values are overall low with a mean value of 2.28 ± 0.02
in a narrow range of 2.01 and 2.71. The uncertainty
of this mean value is determined from the uncertainties
of the Band 3 and 7 total flux values measured in the
previous subsections. Note that the absolute flux cali-
bration uncertainties are ∼5% in Band 3 and ∼10% in
Band 7, resulting in about 0.12 variations of the spectral
index measurement (α = 2.28+0.11

−0.12), which implies that
the mean spectral index is still low. In addition, a vari-
ation of spectral indexes appears. The white contours
in Figure 2c and 2d mark where the statistical error of
spectral indexes based on the sensitivities of both bands
is 0.07. The inner region, which has a smaller error,
shows a variation of spectral indexes up to ∆α ∼ 0.26.
This indicates that the variation of spectral indexes is
not negligible, which is larger than 3σ. Note that the
spectral index error due to absolute flux uncertainties
does not affect the spatial variation.

Using the above α equation, the dust opacity index β

is calculated as 0.56 ± 0.03. Several theoretical studies
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have shown β profiles as a function of amax and q within
a similar wavelength range to the interval between Band
3 and 7, where amax and q are the maximum grain size
and index of the power-law grain size distribution n(a)

∝ a−q, respectively (e.g., D’Alessio et al. 2001; Ricci
et al. 2010b; Birnstiel et al. 2018). According to these
profiles, βB3−B7 = 0.56 corresponds to amax = 0.2−20
cm and q = 2.5−3.0. Given the estimated age of this
late Class I protostar (≲0.7 Myr; Dunham et al. 2015),
dust grains have already grown up to a few centime-
ters in size during the protostellar stages. Indeed, grain
growth to mm/cm sizes on the protostellar disk scale,
demonstrated by such a low β value, has so far been re-
ported in only a few Class I sources, such as EC 53 (Lee
et al. 2020b) and CB 26 (Zhang et al. 2021). Second,
the α values are asymmetrically distributed in the disk.
It suggests that dust grains are differently distributed
depending on their sizes.

4. MODELING ANALYSIS

As described in Sections 3.1 and 3.2, the disk sub-
structures are different between Band 3 and 7: a central
hole and a symmetric ring in Band 3, while an off-center
hole and an asymmetric ring in Band 7. In Section 3.3,
from the intrinsic difference between the brightness dis-
tributions in these two bands, we obtain the asymmet-
ric spectral index (αmm) map with a low mean value
of 2.28 ± 0.02, which implies rapid grain growth and
dust segregation at the protostellar disk scale. Thus, in
this section, to verify these two features suggested by
the spectral index map, we conduct radiative transfer
modeling with the public code RADMC-3D (Dullemond
et al. 2012) and analyze the modeling results.

4.1. Modeling Setup

The protostellar properties for our modeling analy-
sis are based on previous studies. As mentioned in
Section 1, WL 17 is an M3 protostar (McClure et al.
2010), whose typical effective temperature (Teff) is 3410
K (Herczeg & Hillenbrand 2014). We adopt this tem-
perature for our models. Note that Sheehan & Eisner
(2017) used a similar effective temperature of 3400 K,
which was measured by Keck NIRSPEC observations in
Doppmann et al. (2005). From the Spitzer Space Tele-
scope observations, Dunham et al. (2015) obtained the
extinction-corrected infrared spectral index (α

′

IR), bolo-
metric temperature (T

′

bol), and bolometric luminosity
(L

′

bol) of WL 17 as 0.72, 420 K, and 0.64 L⊙, respec-
tively. Based on α

′

IR and T
′

bol, the authors showed that
WL 17 is in the late Class I stage, supporting previous
results (e.g., Enoch et al. 2009; Evans et al. 2009). Also,
the most probable duration of the Class 0+I stage was
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Figure 3. DIANA dust absorption opacities used for radia-
tive transfer modeling. The fifteen adopted opacities have
different line colors and styles depending on amax and q. Two
grey dashed vertical lines correspond to ALMA Band 3 (3.1
mm) and 7 (0.87 mm) wavelengths, respectively. For com-
parison, the opacity computed in Beckwith et al. (1990) is
indicated by a black dash-dotted line. Note that this widely-
used opacity is particularly similar to the DIANA opacity
with amax = 1 cm and q = 3.5.

calculated to be from 0.46 to 0.72 Myr by comparing
the populations between the Class I sample and the ref-
erence Class comprising all of the Class II sample and
part of the Class III sample (Dunham et al. 2015). In
order to estimate the protostellar mass and luminosity
of WL 17, we refer to the MIST isochrone, which covers
a wide age range from 0.1 Myr to 20 Gyr (Choi et al.
2016). According to the isochrone, protostars with 3410
K and 0.46−0.72 Myr have 0.3 M⊙ and 0.45−0.62 L⊙.
This protostellar luminosity range is consistent with the
extinction-corrected bolometric luminosity. For these
reasons, we assume the protostellar mass and luminos-
ity as 0.3 M⊙ and 0.5 L⊙, respectively. Note that this
protostellar luminosity is the same as that adopted in
Sheehan & Eisner (2017). Regarding disk geometry, as
described in Section 3.1, our estimates are consistent
with the previous results. The inclination and position
angles of the disk are thus fixed at 30◦ and 58◦, respec-
tively, for the modeling analysis.

We employ dust opacities computed by the DIsc
ANAlysis (DIANA) project (Woitke et al. 2016). The
opacities follow a power-law size distribution, n(a) ∝
a−q from amin = 0.05 µm to amax, where q is the power-
law index, amin is the minimum grain size, and amax is
the maximum grain size. In order to constrain the size
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distribution of dust grains, we parameterize amax and q:
amax = {10 µm, 100 µm, 1 mm, 1 cm, 10 cm}, and q

= {2.5, 3.0, 3.5}. The other parameters for constrain-
ing dust properties are assumed to be the same as those
defined in Woitke et al. (2016). All the opacities used
for our models are shown in Figure 3. Particularly, the
opacity with amax = 1 cm and q = 3.5 is comparable to
the widely-used one calculated by Beckwith et al. (1990):
κν = 10 (ν / 1 THz)β and β = 1. The opacity in Beck-
with et al. (1990) is also supported by the opacities of
mm/cm-sized large grains computed in several previous
studies (e.g., Andrews et al. 2009, 2011; Birnstiel et al.
2018; Pavlyuchenkov et al. 2019).

The spatial grid of our models is defined in spherical
coordinates (r, θ, ϕ) that RADMC-3D supports (e.g.,
Dullemond et al. 2020), and we employ azimuthally sym-
metric models, i.e., independent of ϕ. The r grid is
spaced logarithmically: it has a total of 60 cells and
starts from a dust sublimation radius (Rsub = 0.05 au)
to 50 au, which is far enough to cover the entire disk
region in the radial direction (Rdisk = 22.7 au; Shee-
han & Eisner 2017). Note that Rsub is calculated to
be 0.05 au by the following equation: Rsub = (L∗ /
(4πσSBT

4
sub))

0.5, where L∗ is the stellar luminosity, σSB

is the Stefan-Boltzmann constant, and Tsub is the dust
sublimation temperature. L∗ is adopted to be 0.5 L⊙,
as mentioned above, and we assume that Tsub is 1500 K
(e.g., Andrews et al. 2009). To more specifically describe
the disk substructures shown in Figure 1, we divide the
r grid into two parts: hole and ring regions. These two
regions are separately sampled on a logarithmic scale.
The hole region has 20 cells from 0.05 au to 8 au, and
the ring region has 40 cells from 8 au to 50 au. The θ

grid is spaced linearly: it has a total of 30 cells and starts
from 75◦ to the disk midplane (θ = 90◦). We confirmed
that this range is large enough to cover a few times the
dust scale height used by Sheehan & Eisner (2017) and
the dust scale height adopted in our modeling. Likewise,
in order to sample the entire θ grid at a higher resolu-
tion toward the disk midplane, we divide the θ grid into
two parts: upper and lower layers. The upper layer has
5 cells from 75◦ to 80◦, and the lower layer has 25 cells
from 80◦ to 90◦. Next, the cylindrical radius R and the
vertical height z are defined as R = rsin(θ) and z =

rcos(θ), respectively, to express the physical quantities
of our models below, such as temperature and density.

We set the dust temperature distribution in the WL
17 disk based on an empirical relation between the disk-
midplane temperature and the optically thin limit. As-
suming dust grains are in radiative equilibrium with a
central protostar, dust temperature in an optically thin
region is expressed as the following power-law function

(e.g., Equation 5 from Kwon et al. 2009): Tthin(R) =

Tsub (R / Rsub)−2/(4+β), where Tsub is the dust sublima-
tion temperature, and Rsub is the sublimation radius at
Tdust = Tsub, and β is the dust opacity index. Through
a detailed radiative transfer modeling analysis, Kwon
et al. (2015) showed that the dust temperature distri-
bution in the midplane of the FT Tau disk is roughly a
third of such an optically-thin temperature distribution,
particularly for distances ranging from a few au to tens
of au from a central protostar, and the slope of the distri-
bution is steeper in the midplane. Such a steeper slope is
likely due to a higher optical depth in the midplane (e.g.,
Looney et al. 2003; Kwon et al. 2015). We apply these
results to our models because the physical properties of
both protostars and their surrounding disks are similar
(e.g., Lbol, Teff , and Rdisk; Long et al. 2018, 2019). The
resultant radial dust temperature distribution that we
adopt is defined as follows:

Tmid(R) = 30 K
(

R

15 au

)−0.45

. (3)

We assume that the disk is vertically isothermal. Note
that Equation 3 is comparable with the midplane tem-
perature obtained by Sheehan & Eisner (2017) and that
widely used for a flared disk in radiative equilibrium
(e.g., Chiang & Goldreich 1997; D’Alessio et al. 1998;
Dullemond et al. 2001).

We adopt Gaussian rings for the radial dust surface
density distribution. Indeed, the Gaussian function has
been often used to reproduce dust surface density dis-
tributions in protostellar and protoplanetary disks with
rings and gaps (e.g., Muto et al. 2015; Dullemond et al.
2018; Huang et al. 2020). For WL 17, Sheehan & Eisner
(2017) adopted a power-law dust surface density distri-
bution to describe a typical protostellar system, consist-
ing of a spherical envelope and an embedded disk. How-
ever, WL 17 has been classified as a late Class I protostar
(e.g., Enoch et al. 2009; Evans et al. 2009; Dunham et al.
2015), and van Kempen et al. (2009) reported that the
envelope has been nearly dissipated because there is no
extended C18O (3−2) emission within an angular radius
of ∼40′′. Furthermore, we add another Gaussian func-
tion to reproduce the weak emission in the center of the
hole (hereafter called the inner disk), as shown in Figure
1. Thus, the radial dust surface density distribution for
our models is defined as

Σ(R) =Σhole exp

(
− (R−Rhole)

2

2σhole
2

)
+ (4)

Σring exp

(
− (R−Rring)

2

2σring
2

)
, (5)

where Σhole is the peak surface density of the inner disk
at the radius Rhole (= 0), σhole (= 3.9 au) is the width
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of the inner disk, Σring is the peak surface density of the
ring at the radius Rring, and σring is the width of the
ring. Note that since the inner disk is not resolved at
the current angular resolution, we simply assume that
the inner disk is at the center of the hole and has the
same width as the FWHM of the Band 3 synthesized
beam: Rhole = 0 au and σhole = σbeam = 3.9 au. The
other parameters, Σhole, Σring, Rring, and σring, are set
as free parameters for fitting.

We adopt a power-law function for the radial dust
scale height profile. Assuming that a disk is in hy-
drostatic equilibrium, this profile is determined from
a power-law dust temperature distribution (e.g., Kwon
et al. 2015). Considering the dust-settling effect, we also
adopt a new factor fH, which depends on the maximum
grain size (amax). Specifically, based on the adopted
amax = {10 µm, 100 µm, 1 mm, 1 cm, 10 cm}, the factor
fH is largely divided into three values. First, the models
with amax = 10 µm have fH = 1. Because µm-sized small
grains are well mixed with gas, these grains are hardly
settled down toward the disk midplane. Second, we as-
sume fH = 0.5 for amax = 100 µm. Indeed, the dust scale
height of a few hundred µm-sized grains is reported to
be 0.1-0.8 times the gas scale height due to turbulence
(e.g., Ohashi & Kataoka 2019; Doi & Kataoka 2021),
implying that such intermediate-sized grains are moder-
ately mixed with gas. Last, the remaining models with
amax ≥ 1 mm have fH = 0.1 because mm/cm-sized large
grains are known to be highly settled down toward the
disk midplane (e.g., Andrews et al. 2011; Kwon et al.
2011; Pinte et al. 2016; Villenave et al. 2022). In sum-
mary, the radial dust scale height profile for our models
is defined as

H(R) = fHH0

(
R

R0

)h

, (6)

where fH is the dust settling factor, H0 (= 1.2 au) is the
dust scale height at the radius R0 (= 15 au), and h (=
1.275) is the disk flaring index. Note that based on the
dust temperature distribution (Equation 3), H0 and h

are calculated as 1.2 au and 1.275, respectively.
Finally, we search for model parameter sets reproduc-

ing the observed images best. This process includes two
steps: finding parameter sets best fitting to the Band
3 image (Figure 1) and comparing the model images
generated using the parameters of the first step but at
Band 7 with the observational Band 7 image (Figure
2b). Also, to investigate grain properties, we select 15
pairs of (amax, q), covering wide ranges of the maximum
grain size (amax) from 10 µm to 10 cm and the power-
law size distribution index (q) from 2.5 to 3.5 (see also
Figure 3). For these 15 pairs of (amax, q), we individu-

ally set a model with four free parameters (Σhole, Σring,
Rring, and σring) and fit to the Band 3 data in the image
domain. The best-fit model is obtained by maximizing
the likelihood function, whose logarithm for each model
produced by RADMC-3D on the image domain is de-
fined by:

lnL=−1

2
Σ

[
(Iobsrv − Imodel)

2

σ2
+ ln(2πσ2)

]
, (7)

σ2=σ2
obsrv + (fImodel)

2, (8)

where Iobsrv and Imodel are the specific intensities of the
Band 3 data and model, respectively, σobsrv = 33 µJy
beam−1 is the RMS noise level of the Band 3 data. The
f parameter is introduced to consider unknown uncer-
tainties in the fitting, which is caused by more complex
distributions of quantities than assumed in our model:
e.g., density, temperature, opacity, etc. (e.g., Xu et al.
2023). In circumstellar disks, such unknown perturba-
tions are likely proportional to the intensity. Hence,
we adopted fImodel as the unknown uncertainty. This
form also has the advantage of giving more weight to
the fitting of relatively faint emission, which is effec-
tive for evaluating the disk shape. Note that f always
converges to 0.1 regardless of initial free parameters;
thus we fix it at 0.1 for this fitting. The maximizing
process is performed through the Markov Chain Monte
Carlo (MCMC) method using the public python pack-
age emcee (Foreman-Mackey et al. 2013). The uniform
prior probability distributions for the free parameters
are given over: 0 < Σhole < 10 g cm−2, 0 < Σring <

20 g cm−2, 5 < Rring < 30 au, and 0 < σring < 10 au.
The initial free parameters are sampled with 100 walkers
and 1500 steps. The first 1000 steps are used to explore
the parameter space for the burn-in phase. By adopting
the medians of the burn-in phase as second initial values,
the remaining 500 steps sample the posterior probability
distribution. The best-fit parameters are taken as the
medians of the final posterior probability distributions,
and the uncertainties of the parameters are determined
by the 68% confidence interval. In this way, the best-fit
model in Band 3 is obtained for each of the 15 pairs with
different grain size distributions (Table 2). The reduced
chi-square values (χ2

reduced) for the 15 best-fit models are
around 1.75, defined by

χ2
reduced =

Σ
[
(Iobsrv − Imodel)

2 / σ2
obsrv

]
N −M

, (9)

where Iobsrv and Imodel are likewise the specific intensi-
ties of the Band 3 data and model, respectively, σobsrv

= 33 µJy beam−1 is the RMS noise level of the Band
3 data, N is the number of pixels on the image plane,
and M is the number of free parameters. Finally, Band
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7 model images are individually generated using the 15
best-fit parameter sets with different grain size distribu-
tions and are compared with the observed image. Based
on the comparison, we constrain the size and spatial
distributions of dust grains and identify the presence of
additional substructures.

4.2. Modeling Results

All the 15 Band 3 models reproduce the Band 3 data
well, regardless of the adopted dust opacities. Figures
4 and 5 show the Band 3 and 7 intensity and resid-
ual maps of part of the adopted models. The two left
columns are the Band 3 intensity and residual maps. In
the intensity maps, substructures are clearly seen, con-
sisting of a large central hole (Rring ≃ 16 au) and a
narrow ring (σring ≃ 3.1 au), which are consistent with
the observed image in the left top panel. The residual
maps show a noisy pattern mainly within the 3σB3 level,
indicative of good fittings. However, given that all the
models explain the data well, we can see that there is
a degeneracy between the opacity and the dust surface
density: as listed in Table 2, when the adopted opacity
is lower, the best-fit surface density values (Σhole and
Σring) become higher, and vice versa. This degeneracy
is attributed to using only single-band data.

When applying the physical parameters obtained from
the Band 3 fittings to the Band 7 data, we find that
only the models with cm-sized large grains reproduce
the central substructure shown in Band 7. The right
two columns in Figures 4 and 5 show the Band 7 in-
tensity and residual maps. Compared with the Band
7 image in the top panel, the intensity maps in Figure
4 marginally show the substructures, whereas those in
Figure 5 are highly saturated without the central hole.
Additionally, the intensity maps of the remaining 9 mod-
els, which are not shown in Figure 5, are also centrally
peaked. The reason is that as shown in Figure 3, these
models have steeper β slopes than cm-sized models in
Figure 4, resulting in a significant increase in intensity
from Band 3 to 7. This difference is more evident in
the residual maps. Figure 4 shows that the residuals
of the three models with amax = 1 cm and q = 2.5,
amax = 10 cm and q = 2.5, and amax = 10 cm and q

= 3.0 are distributed mainly within the ±3σB7 level at
the center. On the other hand, the residual maps in
Figure 5 and of the remaining models show highly nega-
tive values up to −40σB7 in the same central hole region.
This difference indicates that cm-sized models reproduce
the Band 7 data, particularly the central hole, relatively
better than the other models. Furthermore, the optical

depths of these three best-fit models are consistent with
the observed mean values. For example, in the case of
the model with amax = 10 cm and q = 2.5, the optical
depths at the peak (R ≃ 16 au) are around 2.0 in both
bands, while the other regions have a considerably low
value of less than 0.5. Thus, these modeling results sug-
gest that grain growth up to 1−10 cm in size has already
occurred in the ring and inner disk.

It appears that the three large-grain models do not
reproduce the substructures observed in Band 7 fully
yet. As shown in Figure 5, there are asymmetrically dis-
tributed positive residuals in the ring region, implying
the presence of dust grains less sensitive to the Band 3
wavelength. Indeed, the spectral index between residual
intensities of Band 3 and 7 at the residual peak posi-
tion of PA = 60◦ is calculated to be 3.4−3.6, which is
very close to that of ISM (αISM ≃ 3.7; e.g., Finkbeiner
et al. 1999; Li & Draine 2001; Planck Collaboration et al.
2014a,b). This suggests that the asymmetric residual re-
gions have an addition of µm-sized small grains, which
are presumably located in the upper layer of the disk.
Note that these large-grain models have a smaller dust
scale height for mm/cm-sized larger grains (a smaller fH
parameter; see Section 4.1).

Furthermore, such grain growth up to a few centime-
ters in the ring can be supported by the azimuthal
shift of the continuum peak observed in (sub-)mm wave-
lengths. The Band 3 image has the strongest 3σB3 peak
in the northeast from the center, although symmetric
models fit it well overall. The peak of the Band 7 im-
age is much stronger. For example, Baruteau & Zhu
(2016) performed two-dimensional hydrodynamic simu-
lations to investigate the dynamics of dust grains in a
transition disk with a narrow ring. The gas in the ring
rapidly forms a horseshoe-shaped vortex driven by the
Rossby-wave instability (RWI), which is similar to the
ring shape in WL 17, and the distribution of dust grains
along the vortex depends on the grain size: µm-sized
small grains are in the vortex center, while cm-sized
large grains are located ahead of the vortex. Particu-
larly, considering gas self-gravity, the shift angle of 1−10
cm-sized grains is about 30◦ (see Figure 9 in Baruteau
& Zhu 2016).

To apply the result of dust distributions in a vortex to
WL 17, we examine the disk rotation direction using the
Additional Representative Images for Legacy (ARI-L;
Massardi et al. 2021) image of the ALMA Band 6 13CO
(2−1) molecular line emission (2019.1.01792.S; PI: Diego
Mardones). Figure 6 shows the moment 0 (integrated
intensity) map of the redshifted and blueshifted 13CO
(2−1) emissions and the 1.3-mm dust continuum emis-
sion. Considering the angular resolution of the data,
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Figure 4. Part of the 15 best-fit models depending on amax and q. The top two panels are the same as the Band 3 and 7
data shown in Figures 1 and 2b. The red star indicates the position of the protostar. The remaining panels are the model
images. From the left, the first shows the three Band 3 model images depending on amax and q, the second column shows their
residual maps obtained by subtracting individual models from the Band 3 observational image, the third column shows the
Band 7 model images, and the last column shows their residual maps obtained by subtracting individual models from the Band
7 observational image. Contour levels in the Band 3 and 7 residual maps are {−3, 3}, where σB3 = 33 µJy beam−1, and {−3,
3, 9, 15}, where σB7 = 0.4 mJy beam−1, respectively. Note that only these three models, mainly populated by cm-sized large
grains, reproduce well the central hole in Band 7.
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Table 2. Best-fit Parameters of the Adopted Disk Models

Model amax q Σhole Σring Rring σring Mdust

(g cm−2) (g cm−2) (au) (au) (M⊕)

1 10 µm 2.5 0.31+0.02
−0.02 3.24+0.09

−0.10 15.96+0.04
−0.04 3.09+0.06

−0.06 95.2
2 3.0 0.31+0.02

−0.02 3.24+0.11
−0.10 15.96+0.04

−0.04 3.09+0.06
−0.06 95.2

3 3.5 0.31+0.02
−0.02 3.24+0.10

−0.10 15.96+0.04
−0.03 3.09+0.06

−0.06 95.2
4 100 µm 2.5 0.30+0.02

−0.02 3.10+0.11
−0.09 15.97+0.04

−0.04 3.12+0.06
−0.06 92.2

5 3.0 0.30+0.02
−0.02 3.13+0.10

−0.10 15.97+0.04
−0.04 3.12+0.06

−0.06 92.9
6 3.5 0.30+0.02

−0.02 3.15+0.09
−0.09 15.96+0.04

−0.04 3.12+0.06
−0.06 93.6

7 1 mm 2.5 0.06+0.00
−0.00 0.67+0.02

−0.02 15.98+0.04
−0.04 3.12+0.06

−0.06 20.0
8 3.0 0.07+0.00

−0.00 0.76+0.02
−0.02 15.98+0.04

−0.04 3.13+0.06
−0.06 22.6

9 3.5 0.10+0.01
−0.01 1.03+0.03

−0.03 15.98+0.04
−0.04 3.13+0.06

−0.06 30.6
10 1 cm 2.5 0.26+0.02

−0.02 2.70+0.09
−0.08 15.98+0.04

−0.04 3.11+0.06
−0.06 79.9

11 3.0 0.21+0.01
−0.01 2.13+0.07

−0.07 15.97+0.04
−0.04 3.11+0.06

−0.06 63.3
12 3.5 0.16+0.01

−0.01 1.66+0.05
−0.05 15.98+0.04

−0.04 3.11+0.06
−0.06 49.3

13 10 cm 2.5 1.59+0.09
−0.09 16.38+0.43

−0.53 15.98+0.04
−0.04 3.12+0.06

−0.05 487.1
14 3.0 0.59+0.06

−0.06 9.78+0.33
−0.27 15.98+0.04

−0.04 3.13+0.06
−0.06 291.7

15 3.5 0.40+0.02
−0.02 4.12+0.14

−0.11 15.98+0.04
−0.04 3.13+0.06

−0.06 122.9

Note—These parameters are obtained by fitting the adopted models to the Band
3 data (Figure 1): χ2

reduced ≃ 1.75. The dust masses estimated from the dust
continuum images in Band 3 (Figure 1) and 7 (Figure 2b) are 26 M⊕ and 13
M⊕, respectively.

these emissions likely come from an envelope structure.
The systematic velocity of this target is 4.5 km s−1,
which was obtained from previous JCMT HARP 12CO
(3−2) observations (van der Marel et al. 2013). The red-
shifted component (5.99−6.32 km s−1) is clearly seen in
the southwestern region along the disk major axis. On
the other hand, the blueshifted component (2.67−3.00
km s−1) is not seen in the northeastern region, presum-
ably due to the diffuse foreground material (e.g., van
Kempen et al. 2009). Indeed, a strong 12CO (3−2) self-
absorption feature was identified in the blueshifted ve-
locity range between 2−4 km s−1 (van der Marel et al.
2013). This moment map indicates that the envelope is
rotating clockwise. We can thus expect that the disk is
rotating clockwise as well. Note that the near side of the
disk is toward the northwest, and the far side toward the
southeast. In the clockwise rotation, the Band 3 peak
is ahead of the Band 7 peak. As shown in Figures 2a
and 2b, the shift angle between these two peaks is about
30◦, which corresponds to that of 1−10 cm-sized grains.
In addition to our modeling analysis, grain growth to
10 cm may be supported by the continuum peak shift
between Band 3 and 7.

5. DISCUSSION

As shown in Figures 1 and 2, the protostellar disk
surrounding WL 17 has a large central hole (Sheehan &
Eisner 2017; Gulick et al. 2021). In general, various sce-
narios for such a central hole have so far been proposed:
for example, grain growth (e.g., Birnstiel et al. 2012;
Ohashi et al. 2021), photoevaporation (e.g., Alexander
& Armitage 2007; Owen et al. 2010), disk winds by mag-
netorotational instability (e.g., Suzuki et al. 2010), and
dynamical clearing by (sub-)stellar or planetary com-
panions (e.g., Artymowicz & Lubow 1994; Zhu et al.
2011; Pinilla et al. 2012; Bae et al. 2018). To explain
the hole in WL 17, some of these scenarios have been
discussed in previous studies. Sheehan & Eisner (2017)
suggested that photoevaporation is unlikely due to the
high accretion rate expected in the Class I stage. Taka-
hashi & Muto (2018) showed that disk winds can repro-
duce the hole, but their best-fit model cannot reproduce
the inner disk, which is revealed in WL 17 (Figure 1).
Last, Sullivan et al. (2019) found that there is no stellar
companion that can dynamically clear the hole, based
on their radial velocity measurement. As described in
Section 4.2, the azimuthal difference of the continuum
peak between Band 3 and 7 also implies the possibility
of planet formation (Baruteau & Zhu 2016). In the fol-
lowing section, we discuss whether dynamical clearing
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Figure 6. Moment 0 (integrated intensity) map of the red-
shifted and blueshifted 13CO (2−1) molecular line emission
using the ALMA Band 6 ARI-L data. The redshifted emis-
sion (5.99−6.32 km s−1) is shown as red contours. Its contour
levels are {−3, 3, 6, 9, ..., 21} × σ13CO, where σ13CO is 5.14
mJy beam−1 km s −1. The blueshifted emission (2.67−3.00
km s−1) is shown as blue contours with levels of {−3, 3} ×
σ13CO. The size of the synthesized beam shown in the lower
left is 1.255′′ × 0.971′′ (PA = −88◦). Grey color scale and
black contours denote the 1.3-mm continuum image of the
same ARI-L data. Its contour levels are {5, 10, 20, 40, 80,
160} × σB6, where σB6 is 223.2 µJy beam−1. The synthe-
sized beam size of the continuum is nearly the same as that
of the 13CO (2−1) line emission. Red and blue arrows in-
dicate redshifted and blueshifted outflows, respectively, and
the systematic velocity of WL 17 is 4.5 km s−1 (van der Marel
et al. 2013). Grey lines indicate the position angles of the
disk major and minor axes, 58◦ and 148◦, which are obtained
from the ALMA Band 3 continuum image (Figure 1). Note
that the redshifted 13CO (2−1) emission is in the southwest-
ern region along the disk major axis, while the blueshifted
one is not seen.

by a planetary companion(s) (so-called planet-disk in-
teraction) can explain the rapid grain growth and dust
segregation identified by our modeling analysis. In addi-
tion to the planet-disk interaction, given the early evo-
lutionary stage, we discuss the possibility of protostellar
infall for the origins of the features, as several hydro-
dynamic simulations have demonstrated that material
infalling from an envelope onto a disk can form a dust
ring and induce grain growth to mm/cm sizes within the
ring (e.g., Bae et al. 2015; Kuznetsova et al. 2022).

5.1. Planet-disk Interaction
5.1.1. How do grains rapidly grow and segregate?

An interaction between a disk and a giant planet can
explain the rapid grain growth occurring at the proto-
stellar disk scale. Drążkowska et al. (2019) performed
two-dimensional hydrodynamic simulations to investi-
gate how dust grains evolve by a single Jupiter-mass
planet in a disk. These simulations assume that a disk
around a 1-M⊙ protostar has a radius of 34 au, and a 1-
MJ planet circularly orbits at 10 au for 4000 orbits (cor-
responding to ∼0.13 Myr). The simulations also con-
sider dust coagulation and fragmentation. During the
first 1000 orbits, the planet has already carved a gap in
both gas and dust, and µm-sized small grains in the ring
have rapidly grown up to cm-sized large grains. Also,
after grains quickly reach a steady state within this first
1000 orbits, the size distribution of these grains does not
change significantly during the remaining 3000 orbits.
We emphasize that the initial conditions of the simula-
tions are similar to WL 17, except for the protostellar
mass, and the resulting size and spatial distributions of
dust grains are highly comparable to those revealed by
our modeling analysis (Section 4.2). Assuming a smaller
protostellar mass of 0.3 M⊙, corresponding to the mass
of WL 17 (Section 4.1), the first 1000 orbital period is
calculated to be ∼57,700 yr, which is much less than the
estimated age of the late Class I protostar (≲0.7 Myr;
Dunham et al. 2015). Thus, if there is already a sin-
gle Jupiter-mass protoplanet orbiting WL 17, then this
planet can rapidly carve a central large hole and a nar-
row ring and trigger grain growth in the ring during the
Class I stage.

A single Jupiter-mass planet can also explain grain
growth in the inner disk of WL 17. Drążkowska et al.
(2019) demonstrated that, in addition to grain growth
in the ring, during the first 1000 orbits, part of µm-
sized small grains pass through the gap and then grow,
resulting in an inner disk consisting of mm/cm-sized
large grains. Previously, Zhu et al. (2012) also showed
similar results: mm-sized grains can penetrate a gap
carved by a 1-MJ planet and form an inner disk, and
µm-sized smaller grains can also penetrate the gap and
grow rapidly to mm size in the inner disk. These sim-
ulation results are consistent with our modeling results
that there are 1−10 cm-sized large grains in the inner
disk of WL 17.

The planet-disk interaction also interprets the dust
segregation identified in the WL 17 disk. As shown in
Section 4.2, along the ring in the azimuthal direction,
cm-sized large grains are distributed symmetrically,
whereas µm-sized small grains are distributed asymmet-
rically. Bae et al. (2019) performed two-dimensional hy-
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drodynamic simulations to examine how the radial and
azimuthal distributions of dust grains are evolved by one
or two Jupiter-mass planets in a protoplanetary disk.
They assumed that a disk around a protostar of 0.85 M⊙
has a gas radius of 198 au, and that grains with various
sizes ranging from 0.1 µm to 1 mm are annularly dis-
tributed between 50 and 100 au. They did not consider
dust evolution, i.e., coagulation and fragmentation, but
instead focused on changes in the spatial distribution of
dust grains in the ring by the planet(s). Their simula-
tions show that dust grains are quickly (less than 0.6
Myr) segregated in the radial and azimuthal directions
by one or two Jupiter-mass planets. Particularly, when
there is only a single planet with 5 MJ , mm-sized large
grains, which are decoupled from gas, are concentrated
at a pressure bump induced by the planet(s), while µm-
sized small grains, well mixed with gas, are more widely
distributed inside and outside the pressure bump. In
addition to the radial direction, these large grains are
symmetrically distributed along the azimuth, whereas
the spatial distribution of the small grains is relatively
more asymmetric, resulting in an off-center hole (see also
Figure 1 in Bae et al. 2019). This difference, particularly
in the azimuth, is consistent with our modeling results,
although the radial difference cannot be investigated by
our observational data due to limited angular resolutions
compared to the ring width. Also, Drążkowska et al.
(2019) showed similar results that a giant planet with 1
MJ can rapidly cause dust segregation in a disk with a
radius of 34 au, which is a much smaller disk than the
above simulations (Rdisk = 198 au) but comparable to
the disk around WL 17 (Rdisk ≲ 20 au; Table 2). In the
radial direction, as the grain size becomes larger, dust
grains are more concentrated toward the ring induced
by the planet (see also Figure 5 in Drążkowska et al.
2019). Although the radial dependence of dust distri-
butions needs to be studied further with higher angular
resolution data, these two numerical simulations suggest
that if there is already a Jovian planet of a mass ≲5 MJ

in the hole of the WL 17 disk, this planet can cause dust
segregation as well as grain growth.

As the second step, we estimate the mass of the puta-
tive planet in the central hole. Kanagawa et al. (2016)
proposed an empirical relationship between the observed
gap width of a protoplanetary disk and the mass of a sin-
gle giant planet in the gap. The formula is expressed as
follows:

Mp

M⋆
= 2.1× 10−3

(
∆gap

Rp

)2 (
hp

0.05Rp

)3/2 ( α

10−3

)3/2

,

(10)
where Mp and M⋆ are the masses of the planet and
the protostar, respectively, ∆gap is the gap width, Rp

is the orbital radius of the planet, hp is the gas scale
height at Rp, and α is the Shakura-Sunyaev viscos-
ity parameter (Shakura & Sunyaev 1973). Note that
Kanagawa et al. (2016) defined the gap width ∆gap and
the orbital radius Rp as ∆gap = Rout − Rin and Rp =

(Rout+Rin)/2, respectively, where Rin and Rout are the
inner and outer edges of the gap. Assuming that the ra-
dial surface density profile of a ring is Gaussian, Rin and
Rout are derived to be Rin =

√
2ln2σin and Rout = Rring

−
√
2ln2σring, where σin and σring are the standard devi-

ations of the Gaussian inner disk and outer ring (see also
Equation 4). Since σin is assumed to be 3.9 au (Section
4.1) and the best-fit parameter σring is obtained as 3.1
au through the MCMC fitting (Table 2), ∆gap and Rp

are calculated as 7.76 and 8.47 au, respectively. The gas
scale height hp(R = Rp) is 0.58 au, which is derived from
the dust scale height profile of our models without con-
sidering the dust settling effect (Equation 6). Likewise,
as adopted in our models (Section 4.1), the protostellar
mass Ms is set to 0.3 M⊙. Lastly, we assume that α is
10−3, which was used in the above previous theoretical
simulations (e.g., Kanagawa et al. 2016; Bae et al. 2019;
Drążkowska et al. 2019). These input values provide a
mass estimate of the potential planet in the hole to be
∼0.9 MJ .

5.1.2. How does a Jupiter-mass planet rapidly form?

Many theoretical studies have so far predicted that
gravitational instability (GI) can form Jupiter-mass gas
giants (≲10 MJ) in a massive protostellar disk around a
1-M⊙ protostar within a few thousand years (e.g., Boss
1997, 1998; Mayer et al. 2002, 2004; Durisen et al. 2007,
and references therein). In particular, several of these
theoretical studies have demonstrated the possibility of
rapid giant planet formation by GI in a disk around an
M-type protostar, which is the same spectral type as
WL 17 (e.g., Boss 2006; Backus & Quinn 2016; Mercer
& Stamatellos 2020). Boss (2006) showed that within a
few hundred years, a marginally gravitationally unsta-
ble disk (Rdisk = 20 au and Mdisk = 0.021−0.065 M⊙)
around an M-type protostar of 0.1 or 0.5 M⊙ can de-
velop spiral arms, and then a few Jupiter-mass clumps
form in the spiral arms. Backus & Quinn (2016) showed
that a gravitationally unstable disk (Rdisk ≤ 30 au and
Mdisk = 0.01−0.08 M⊙) around an M-type protostar of
0.3 M⊙ can develop spiral arms, and then these arms
rapidly fragment into a number of dense clumps with
an average mass of 0.3 MJ. We emphasize that these
two studies adopted disk radii, disk masses, protostel-
lar masses, and midplane temperatures very similar to
those of WL 17 (see also Section 4.1). Furthermore,
Mercer & Stamatellos (2020) showed that a gravitation-
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ally unstable and larger disk (Rdisk = 60−120 au and
Mdisk = 0.040−0.083 M⊙) around an M-type protostar
of 0.2−0.4 M⊙ can fragment and finally form Jupiter-
mass protoplanets (2−6 MJ) within a few thousand
years. All these theoretical studies prove that GI can
form Jupiter-mass protoplanets in a massive protostel-
lar disk around an M-type protostar rapidly.

We inspect whether WL 17 has a gravitationally un-
stable disk. In general, disk instability is determined by
the Toomre Q parameter (Toomre 1964). The Toomre
Q parameter is defined as

Q =
csΩ

πGΣ
, (11)

where cs =
√

kBT/µmp is the isothermal sound speed
of an ideal gas, Ω =

√
GM⋆/R3 is the Keplerian an-

gular velocity, G is the gravitational constant, and Σ

is the disk surface density. In the cs expression, kB
is the Boltzmann constant, T is the gas temperature,
µ is the mean molecular weight, and mp is the proton
mass. We assume that gas temperature is the same as
dust temperature, hence T follows the dust temperature
distribution of the disk midplane (see Equation 3), and
that µ is 2.37 (e.g., Kauffmann et al. 2008). Also, the
disk surface density Σ can be derived from the best-
fit radial dust surface density distribution Σdust, which
is obtained by the MCMC fitting (Section 4.2), with a
typical gas-to-dust ratio of 100. Note that protostellar
disks around M-type protostars are gravitationally un-
stable when Qmin ≲ 0.9−1.5 (e.g., Boss 2006; Backus &
Quinn 2016).

Figure 7 shows Toomre Q parameter profiles as a func-
tion of radius between 8 and 24 au. These three profiles
are obtained from the three best-fit models (amax = 1 cm
and q = 2.5; amax = 10 cm and q = 2.5; and amax = 10
cm and q = 3.0), respectively. The Toomre Q param-
eter profiles decrease toward the ring region and then
increase again toward the outer region. Particularly, all
the models have the lowest Toomre Q parameters in the
ring region: the model with amax = 1 cm and q = 2.5
has Qmin ≃ 0.91, and the other two models with amax

= 10 cm and q = 2.5 and with amax = 10 cm and q

= 3.0 have Qmin < 0.3. According to the above theo-
retical studies suggesting the condition needed for disk
instability, Qmin ≲ 0.9−1.5 (e.g., Boss 2006; Backus &
Quinn 2016), these low Q values of all the three best-fit
models indicate that WL 17 is gravitationally unstable
in the ring region. Such instability supports the pres-
ence of a Jupiter-mass planet(s) as well as further planet
formation in the future. In addition, assuming the typi-
cal gas-to-dust ratio of 100, the three models have high
disk masses of 0.024 M⊙, 0.146 M⊙, and 0.088 M⊙, re-
spectively. These high disk masses are consistent with

previous ALMA disk survey results that the dust mass
of WL 17 is within the top 30% of the Class I protostellar
disks in the ρ Ophiuchus molecular cloud (Williams et al.
2019; Sadavoy et al. 2019; Encalada et al. 2021). WL
17 is thus a gravitationally unstable and massive disk
so that Jupiter-mass protoplanets have likely formed
within a short time. If a protoplanet were detected, it
would be the youngest one compared to the cases con-
firmed so far: a Jupiter-mass planet around AS 209 (1−2
Myr; Bae et al. 2022), a Jupiter-mass planet around AB
Aur (4 Myr; Currie et al. 2022), two Jupiter-mass plan-
ets around PDS 70 (5 Myr; Isella et al. 2019; Benisty
et al. 2021), and two Jupiter-mass planets around HD
163296 (6 Myr; e.g., Teague et al. 2021; Izquierdo et al.
2023). Note that the planets orbiting AS 209 and HD
163296 are kinematically identified by localized velocity
perturbations in molecular line emission.

5.2. Protostellar infall

An alternative to the planet-disk interaction is the
protostellar infall scenario: material infalling from an
envelope onto a disk can induce substructure and grain
growth. Bae et al. (2015) showed that isotropic infall
triggers the Rossby-wave instability (RWI), and this in-
stability forms vortices, which can efficiently trap dust
grains, particularly cm-sized large grains, and enhance
grain growth. Recently, Kuznetsova et al. (2022) exam-
ined more realistic cases with anisotropic infall. It cor-
responds to filamentary inflows, called streamers, that
have been lately reported both in (sub-)mm observations
(e.g., Yen et al. 2014, 2019; Pineda et al. 2020; Thieme
et al. 2022; Valdivia-Mena et al. 2022) and in numerical
simulations (e.g., Seifried et al. 2015; Kuffmeier et al.
2017, 2019). Their simulations show that streamers also
trigger the RWI, forming vortices and pressure bumps in
a disk. Furthermore, in these cases, dust grains drifting
inward are concentrated on the annular pressure bumps
and rapidly grow therein. These radial drift and grain
growth result in a compact disk with a mean radius of
55 au and a ring structure consisting of mm/cm-sized
large grains. This radius is in good agreement with the
observational result that the mean dust disk radii of the
Class 0/I sources are less than 50 au in the VLA/ALMA
Nascent Disk and Multiplicity (VANDAM) survey of
the Orion Molecular Clouds (Tobin et al. 2020; Shee-
han et al. 2022a).

The infall scenario can be applied to WL 17, although
there is no feature of streamers found yet. As described
in Section 4.1, it is in the late Class I stage, and its age
is estimated to be less than 0.72 Myr (Dunham et al.
2015). Considering this young age, an envelope is ex-
pected to still remain, and Sheehan & Eisner (2017) also
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Figure 7. Toomre Q parameter radial profiles of three best-fit models with (a) amax = 1 cm and q = 2.5, (b) amax = 10 cm and
q = 3.0, (c) amax = 10 cm and q = 3.0. To focus on gravitational instability in the ring region, these profiles show between 8
and 24 au. In the vertical direction, the black dashed and dotted lines indicate Rhole ≃ 16.0 au and σring ≃ 3.1 au of the best-fit
models, and the ring region is shown as the shaded region in each panel. In the horizontal direction, the black dashed and
dotted lines indicate the critical Toomre Q parameter values of 0.9 (Backus & Quinn 2016) and 1.5 (Boss 2006), respectively, for
a protostellar disk around an M-type protostar with 1 M⊙. The grey shaded regions below these two lines are gravitationally
unstable, meaning that Jupiter-mass planet(s) can rapidly form within the ring region.

suggested that this target is embedded in the remnants
of its envelope. Indeed, the 13CO (2−1) emission in Fig-
ure 6 reveals that part of the inner envelope is rotating,
although the outer envelope has almost dissipated (van
Kempen et al. 2009). Also, the dust continuum images
in Band 3 and 7 (Figure 2) show that the disk is com-
pact but annularly structured, with a ring radius of 16
au (Table 2). In addition to the ring structures, the
peak-intensity positions between the two bands differ
by about 30◦ in the azimuthal direction. As mentioned
in Section 4.2, this difference suggests the presence of
a vortex triggered by the RWI. These features are con-
sistent with the above theoretical prediction, indicating
that material is still being accreted from the surround-
ing envelope onto the disk. Thus, putative infall motion
can also interpret the observed ring and the grain growth
within the ring.

However, this infall scenario cannot explain the grain
growth in the inner disk of WL 17. The inner disk is
indeed detected in the higher-resolution Band 3 image
(Figure 1), and our three best-fit models suggest that
there are 1−10 cm-sized large grains in this inner disk.
Bae et al. (2015) showed that since a vortex driven by
infall efficiently traps 1−10 cm-sized dust grains, an in-
ner disk is depleted of dust and contains only gas. In
contrast, as discussed in Section 5.1.1, the planet-disk
interaction can explain the grain growth in the inner
disk, thus making it the preferential scenario.

6. CONCLUSIONS

We used ALMA Band 3 and 7 archival data of the
Class I protostellar disk WL 17. Using these multi-

wavelength and multi-configuration data, we present the
Band 3 and 7 dust continuum images with angular res-
olutions of 0.07′′ (10 au) and 0.1′′ (14 au), respectively.
We also obtain a two-dimensional spectral index (α)
map between these two bands. In addition, to further
constrain grain properties, we perform radiative transfer
modeling by testing several dust opacity models, which
follow the power-law size distribution n(a) ∝ a−q from
amin = 0.05 µm to amax, and compare the models with
the multi-wavelength data. The main results are sum-
marized as follows:

1. Disk substructures are clearly resolved in both
Band 3 and 7, but they are significantly different:
the Band 3 image shows a central hole and a sym-
metric ring, whereas the Band 7 image shows an
off-centered hole and an asymmetric ring. These
substructures are consistent with those reported
by Sheehan & Eisner (2017) and Gulick et al.
(2021).

2. The spectral index (α) map between Band 3 and
7 shows two features: the αmm values are overall
low with an average value of 2.28, and they are
asymmetrically distributed. Based on the mean
specific intensity, the WL 17 disk is estimated to
be moderately optically thin in Band 3 and 7 (τν
≲ 0.6), indicating that the spectral index can be
understood by grain sizes (e.g., Draine 2006). The
spectral index map, therefore, suggests that (1)
grains have already grown to mm/cm sizes, and
(2) they are differently distributed depending on
grain sizes.
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3. Only the models having a small scale height of
dust grains and being populated by cm-sized large
grains (amax = 1 cm and q = 2.5, amax = 10 cm
and q = 2.5, and amax = 10 cm and q = 3.0) can ex-
plain the disk substructures, particularly the cen-
tral holes observed both in Band 3 and 7. These
modeling results suggest that grains have rapidly
grown up to 1−10 cm in size and have been settled
down toward the midplane during the protostellar
phase.

4. Nevertheless, the best models cannot fully explain
the ring emission. Notably, in Band 7, the ring
region has highly positive and asymmetric residu-
als. This can be interpreted as another µm-sized
dust population, presumably in the upper layer,
less sensitive to the Band 3 wavelength. It implies
that cm-sized large grains in the midplane are sym-
metrically distributed in the azimuthal direction,
whereas µm-sized small grains are asymmetrically
distributed.

5. The rapid grain growth and dust segregation iden-
tified by the modeling analysis can be explained
by a single Jupiter-mass planet based on previous
hydrodynamic simulations with a similar environ-
ment to WL 17. The high disk masses (Mdisk) of
0.024 M⊙, 0.146 M⊙, and 0.088 M⊙ inferred from
the three best models (amax = 1 cm and q = 2.5,

amax = 10 cm and q = 2.5, and amax = 10 cm and
q = 3.0) result in low minimum Toomre Q param-
eter (Qmin) values of 0.91, 0.15, and 0.25 in the
ring region. It means that the disk is gravitation-
ally unstable, so a giant planet has likely formed
by gravitational instability (GI) during the Class
I stage.
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