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Abstract. Over the past decade, progress in observational capabilities, combined with the-
oretical advancements, have transformed our comprehension of the physics and chemistry
during planet formation. Despite these important steps forward, open questions persist on
the chemical and physical evolution of solids in their journey from the collapsing molecular
cores to disks and planetary bodies. This chapter is a repository of such burning questions. It
has the ambition to identify the most promising avenues for future research based on current
observational and modeling opportunities.
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1. State of the art

Protoplanetary disks (PPDs; Figure 1) were
first imaged at high spatial resolution about
a decade ago (e.g., ALMA Partnership et al.
2015). Since then, two major findings have
been impacting this growing field of research.
The first one is that dust substructures are ubiq-
uitous in disks and they can be the signpost of
accreating planets (e.g., Andrews 2020). The
second one is that planet formation starts early,
already during the embedded phase of star for-
mation, a few 105 yrs after core collapse, as

deduced from the evolution of disk masses
in comparison to exoplanet populations (e.g.,
Manara et al. 2018; Williams et al. 2019; Testi
et al. 2022), implying that star and planet for-
mation are not two distinct processes on a tem-
poral sequence, but one. This paradigm shift
evidences the importance of accounting for the
large-scale environment on disk evolution and
in shaping the properties of planet-building
material (e.g., Pineda et al. 2023).

For editorial reasons, in this chapter, we
will uniquely explore the following topics.
Section 2 addresses how dust properties evolve
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Fig. 1. Schematics of a planet-forming disk. The illustration highlights facilities used to probe
different dust and gas disk reservoirs. Figure by A. Houge.

during the journey from protostellar envelopes
to disks to planets. Section 3 discusses the cur-
rent challenges to link the chemical properties
of the gas in disks with the composition of
exoplanetary atmospheres. Section 4 explores
the need for more detailed numerical models
to accurately interpret high-resolution observa-
tional data of current facilities.

Given the limited space available, refer-
ences are primarily to reviews; we encourage
the reader to cite the original articles. In partic-
ular, we refer the reader to recent overviews on
dust evolution (Birnstiel 2023) and disk chem-
istry (Öberg et al. 2023).

2. Evolution of dust properties: from
envelope to disk

Protostellar envelopes and “streamers”, whose
molecular gas properties and kinematics were
covered in the previous chapter, are the ducts
through which protoplanetary disks are re-
plenished with material from the interstel-
lar medium (Figure 2). The dust transported
within these infalling structures also plays crit-
ical roles in the evolution of the inner systems.

These infalling reservoirs of material can
significantly increase the mass budget for
planet formation (e.g., Pineda et al. 2023,
Cacciapuoti et al. 2024a), they deliver volatiles
onto the disk via dust grains, whose surfaces
are favorable sites for the formation of com-
plex molecules in the ISM (Tielens & Hagen
1982). Moreover, envelope grains couple with
the protostar’s magnetic field and contribute to
the transport of angular momentum via mag-
netic breaking, thus contributing to regulate the
sizes of rotationally supported disks (e.g., Zhao
et al. 2016). Finally, infalling material can in-
duce shocks (e.g., Garufi et al. 2022) and in-
stabilities in the disks, that can even lead to
the formation of the first generation of plane-
tary cores (e.g., Cridland et al. 2022). It is thus
important to characterize dust properties while
bearing in mind the complex and intertwined
picture of star and planet formation, a process
happening on different scales, densities, tem-
peratures and timescales (Figure 1).

Recent works have shown that dust prop-
erties gradually change from outer (103−4 au)
to inner (102−3 au) envelope (Galametz et al.
2019, Cacciapuoti et al. 2023; Figure 3). Dust
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Fig. 2. Complementary JWST and ALMA
observations the L1527 IRS protostar. Top:
JWST/NIRCam image highlighting the wide
molecular outflow (PID: 2739). Middle:
ALMA 13CO contours showing a snapshot of
gas moving at +0.5 km/s with respect to the
central source (PID: 2019.1.00261.L). Bottom:
ALMA 1.3 mm dust emission contours prob-
ing the disk midplane (adapted from van’t
Hoff et al. 2023).

Fig. 3. Multi-wavelength dust opacity spec-
tral index (β0.88−3.4 mm) across the envelope of
L1527, as a function of ALMA antennas base-
line length or, equivalently, recovered physical
scale (top x-axis). The probed scales go from
2000 au to 100 au. A gradient in dust proper-
ties across scales could be explained by dust
growth to sub-millimeter sizes, variations in
the chemical compositions of grains, or out-
wards transport of disk grains along outflows.
Adapted from (Cacciapuoti et al. 2023).

polarized thermal emission supports these find-
ings. When aligned to protostellar magnetic
fields, dust grains emit thermally with a pref-
erential polarization, and the fraction of po-
larized light depends on the maximum grain
sizes of the dust distribution (Valdivia et al.
2019). The polarization fractions so far mea-
sured in protostellar envelopes (e.g., Galametz
et al. 2018) are consistent with grains of up to a
few tens of microns, much larger than the sub-
micron grains of the diffuse ISM. However, an-
alytical and numerical simulations of collaps-
ing cores seem to show limited grain growth
of only up to a few microns in envelopes (e.g.,
Testi et al. 2014, Silsbee et al. 2022, Lebreuilly
et al. 2023). To solve this tension, we will need
more robust interpretations of dust observa-
tions by refining dust models (e.g., Ysard et al.
2019), and to explore alternative explanations
to the observations (as dust lifting from disks to
envelopes, Tsukamoto et al. 2021, Cacciapuoti
et al. 2024b). Simulations should also account
for often disregarded effects like the back reac-
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tion of dust on gas and the charge of dust grains
(e.g., Hennebelle & Lebreuilly 2023).

When dust reaches the disk, further growth
into cores happens. This might occur earlier
than expected in disks. The evolution of the
dust content in disks is far from being clear
as solids are converted into unobservable large
bodies and uncertainties on disk opacity at
young ages imply large uncertainties in the
dust mass measurements at ages ≤0.5 Myr
(e.g. Williams et al. 2019, Testi et al. 2022,
Tung et al. 2024). Early planetesimals forma-
tion might also justify disk substructures that
have been observed already in young disks
(e.g., Segura-Cox et al. 2020) and the insur-
gence of a secondary dust distribution gener-
ated by giant impacts (Turrini et al. 2012; Testi
et al. 2022; Bernabò et al. 2022).

Observational studies are now aiming to
further constrain dust properties in star and
planet-forming environments:

– Are dust grains evolving beyond expecta-
tions at envelope scales?

– How much mass do they deliver to the in-
ner system?

– Which volatile species do they transport in
the planet-forming disk?

Current and future studies will have to take
into consideration the key inherent degeneracy
of grain sizes and geometry, composition, and
porosity, when trying to characterize the dust
content of star and planet-forming environ-
ments. Different observatories will have to tar-
get these regions at several wavelengths. In this
direction, JWST programs are targeting young
sources in the near- and mid-infrared regime
to tightly constrain the bulk and ice compo-
sitions of dust grains across scales (McClure
et al. 2023; Sturm et al. 2023) and eventually
into exoplanets atmospheres. Finally, sensitive
radio interferometers are starting to exploit the
power of dust thermal polarized emission ob-
servations in disks, a means to learn about dust
sizes and porosity (Zhang et al. 2023; Lin et al.
2024) in an independent fashion. Deep obser-
vations will be needed to draw similar, more
accurate identikits of dust in fainter, collapsing
envelopes (e.g., Maury et al. 2022).

2.1. Dust mass budget for planet
formation

As discussed in Section 2, there is general
consensus that the assembly of planetary em-
bryos and cores has to at least start at the
Class 0/I protostellar stages. Even if disk mass
measurements in the Class 0/I phase are very
uncertain, very controversial evidence for a
gradual decrease of disk mass from Class 0,
I, to II YSOs in Perseus has been presented
(Tychoniec et al. 2020). Similar evidence had
been previously claimed for Taurus (Najita &
Kenyon 2014), Orion (Tobin et al. 2020) and
Ophiuchus (Williams et al. 2019), although the
estimates in the different regions vary by or-
ders of magnitude, reflecting the inherent diffi-
culties in providing robust estimates (see also
Tung et al. 2024, for a discussion on the uncer-
tainties in measuring protostellar disk masses).

Even though direct measurements of the
disk mass in Class II exist (in terms of gas mass
and gas-to-dust ratio) from the gas compo-
nent such as using hydrogen deuteride (Bergin
et al. 2013) or the dynamical non-Keplerianity
induced by self-gravity (e.g., Veronesi et al.
2021; Martire et al. 2024), dust grains are still
the most accessible and abundant probes of the
disk material. Thus, before continuing the dis-
cussion on the disk’s mass budget, let us take
one step back and review the measurements of
the disk mass using dust as the tracer.

A fair amount of studies of Class 0/I disks
measure disk masses from the modeling of the
dust emission - either on the image plane or
in the uv Fourier space - and still rely on sim-
ple analytical prescriptions, such as the em-
pirical Gaussian (e.g., Sanchis et al. 2020) or
the Nuker profile (e.g., Tripathi et al. 2017),
or for better separation of the disk from the
envelope’s emission, an additional component
for the extended structure (Maury et al. 2019)
needs to be included. Especially in young
disks, studies that do not include a subtraction
of the large scale emission may result in in-
correct estimates not only for the disk mass,
but also the disk radius, hence the results can-
not be trusted (Tung et al. 2024). The mass is
then determined by the optically thin conver-
sion from the total fluxes assuming certain val-
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ues for the (often average) temperature and the
dust opacity. However, these have been proved
to wrongly estimate the mass at mm/sub-mm
wavelengths up to at least ∼ 1 mm where
the disk emission is known to be optically
thick. Figure 4 shows a compilation of the
measured disk radii and masses from the syn-
thetic observations at 0.89 mm performed on
one of the simulations by Lebreuilly et al.
(2024), in which the disk sizes are accurately
estimated with acceptable uncertainty but the
masses cannot be measured under the optically
thin assumption. ALMA observations at longer
wavelength such as one achievable in Band 1
(6 − 9 mm) are expected to help reducing the
optical depth effect hindering us from prob-
ing the disk material. More robust modeling
techniques, less prone to the optical thickness
of the medium, such as the radiative-transfer-
powered models used by Sheehan et al. (2022)
or modern statistical-based tools such as ma-
chine learning, are other promising alterna-
tives, although they often also have their own
set of caveats and can sometimes be detached
from the real physics. In addition, and espe-
cially in the case of young disks (Class 0 and I),
the assumption of average temperatures simi-
lar to those of class II disks is also an unreal-
istic assumption leading to large overestimates
of the disk dust mass (Lebreuilly et al. 2024).

On the theory and numerical simula-
tion side, we are currently in possession of
state-of-the-art multi-scale MHD simulations
(Kuffmeier et al. 2017; Lebreuilly et al. 2024)
that enable us to follow the formation and evo-
lution of both the gas and the dust disks (in-
cluding, but not limited to, their masses), start-
ing from the collapse of the molecular clouds,
based on various unconstrained initial condi-
tions. These simulations are designed to help
us in the search for the answers to many long-
standing puzzles regarding disk evolution and
the formation of planets, such as:

– What do we know of disk evolution? Can
we constrain the role of viscous evolution
versus MHD wind transport?

– What is the connection between substruc-
tures, planet formation, and the assembly
of their atmospheres?

0.0 0.5
log10(Rmeasured / Rdisk)

1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

lo
g

1
0
(M

m
e
a
su

re
d
 /

 M
d
is

k
)

0.0 0.5

0

10

0 10

1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

Size

M
ass

Fig. 4. Radii and masses measured from the
synthetic millimetric fluxes at 0.89 mm for
a population of disks formed self-consistently
in one MHD simulation by Lebreuilly et al.
(2024). The disk sizes can be retrieved with
good accuracy within an uncertainty of factor
∼ 2, whereas the masses are erroneously esti-
mated due to high optical depth. Adapted from
Tung et al. (2024).

By means of realistic radiative transfer post-
processing and synthetic observations (e.g.,
Aso & Machida 2020; Tung et al. 2024), we
would be able to predict the multi-wavelength
emission of the disks in these simulations and
compare the inferred properties with obser-
vations using the same modeling techniques.
Such comparisons would be the key to under-
standing the theories of the dust disk evolution
and planet formation, especially the dust mass
budget in different evolutionary stages.

3. Evolution of the gas-phase
chemistry in disks

PPDs share the same bulk elemental compo-
sition of their central stars, but their chemi-
cal composition strongly varies across the ra-
dial and vertical structure due to the different
temperature, density, and UV irradiation con-
ditions present across the disk.

Volatiles are simple molecules composed
of oxygen (O), carbon (C), nitrogen (N), sulfur
(S), and phosphorus (P), that have low subli-
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mation temperatures, so they remain gaseous
for extended regions in PPDs. ALMA and
JWST are detecting a growing number of
volatiles in disks (Kamp et al. 2023; Öberg
et al. 2023), with the most abundant being CO,
H2O, CO2. Since each volatile freezes at a dif-
ferent temperature, the disk is composed of
different regions, delimited by icelines, where
specific molecules are depleted from the gas
phase. This leads to a stratification in the chem-
ical structure due to the efficiency with which
different elements are locked up in ices. The
position of the icelines, then, separate the disk
into regions characterized by different values
for the main elemental ratios, C/O, C/N, N/O.

Most of the disk volatiles, CO, H2O, CO2,
basic organics and few N-bearing species, like
N2 and NH3, are formed in molecular clouds,
where they are typically locked in the icy man-
tles on dust grains. It is rather unclear if the ma-
terial undergoes a massive chemical reprocess-
ing, altering its natal composition, during the
formation of PPDs. This depends on the condi-
tions to which the material is exposed while be-
ing transferred to the disk: if it crosses cold re-
gions, shielded from direct UV radiation, such
as the one delivered to the outer disk, it does
not alter significantly its chemical composition
Aikawa et al. 2022; Bergin et al. 2023. On the
contrary, a substantial change in the chemical
composition happens for material exposed to
high temperature and strong UV fields, that
dissociate molecules and shorten the chemical
reaction timescale. This reset in composition
is certainly active in the inner and high disk
surface layers. Evidences of this process are
found in the inner region of our Solar System
(Pontoppidan et al. 2014).

PPDs are highly dynamical, with their
thermo-physical structure varying with time.
The disk material is transferred both vertically
and radially due to viscous accretion, turbu-
lence, diffusion, radial drifting, settling and
dust growth (Birnstiel 2023). The local chem-
ical composition is continuously shuffled by
these processes, for example, the drift of icy
grains leads to a replenishment of water va-
por in the inner disk (Banzatti et al. 2023;
Perotti et al. 2023). Moreover, young PPDs
are exposed to numerous luminosity outbursts,

due to sudden increases in stellar mass accre-
tion. These events heat up the disk material
and irradiate it, resulting in the sublimation of
ices and activating chemical reactions, affect-
ing the chemical composition of the disk mate-
rial (Houge & Krijt 2023).

On the other hand, valuable indirect con-
straints on the chemical compositions of PPDs
can be provided by exoplanetary atmospheres
(Turrini 2023). Planets gathering their mass
from the gas, ices, pebbles and planetesimals
that constitute the disk. These building blocks
contribute in different proportions to the plan-
etary mass, and, depending on the protoplanet
initial position, migration, and formation path,
leave a different chemical signature in planet
bulk composition (Turrini et al. 2021; Pacetti
et al. 2022). Fig.5 shows the expected diver-
sity in composition of Jupiter-like exoplanets
derived from the modelling of different forma-
tion zones (FZ), different initial disk compo-
sition, i.e. fully inherited from molecular cloud
or fully reset, and two extreme modes of planet
formation, through the accretion of only gas-
phase volatiles or with the contribution also of
solids and ices, carried by planetesimals.

The key questions that are being tackled
observationally and theoretically are:

– What determines the chemical composition
of disks? How much material retains its in-
herited composition? How relevant is the
chemical reset?

– How much does the material composition
change during the formation of planets?
How relevant are the dynamical processes
in shaping the chemical composition?

– What are the reasons behind the large va-
riety of disk chemical compositions ob-
served?

4. Numerical modeling of
protoplanetary disk
thermochemistry

Modeling PPDs represents a significant com-
putational effort. The temporal scales and the
spatial variations and gradients of tempera-
ture, density, and radiation, require not only
the inclusion of a different number of phys-
ical processes but also the consideration of
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Fig. 5. Composition diversity traced by the C/O
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cal environments of a modeled PPD. Adapted
from Pacetti et al. (2022).

their close interplay. Despite simplified mod-
els being invaluable tools to explore specific re-
gions, for example, the midplane (e.g., Pacetti
et al. 2022), or specific configurations, like
equilibrium chemical abundances of critical
species (e.g., Cleeves et al. 2015), global mod-
eling requires taking into account the coupling
of chemistry, hydrodynamics, magnetic fields,
thermal processes, radiative transfer, and dust
evolution.

From the modeler’s point of view, the
disk can be divided into three main regions
(cf., e.g., Henning & Semenov 2013): (i) the
high-density cold midplane, where the stel-
lar radiation plays a minor role, and where
neutral-neutral and surface chemistry domi-
nates; (ii) An upper low-density hot region,
usually called “atmosphere” dominated by the
presence of FUV and X-ray radiation and
ion chemistry, where the temperature is con-
trolled by atomic cooling and photoelectric
and photochemical heating; (iii) An inter-
mediate region that represents the transition
between the aforementioned optically thick
and thin regions, where photevaporative winds
are launched, and where the thermochemi-
cal and (magneto-)hydrodynamical temporal
scales become comparable. There, modeling
the finer details of molecular chemistry (re-
active and collisional) becomes crucial (e.g.,
Sellek et al. 2022).

Since the exact modeling of these re-
gions depends on the specific scientific ques-
tion, several numerical models have been pro-
posed through the years. Simulations that in-
clude chemical evolution are divided into three
main categories: (i) Static thermal and phys-
ical structure and variable chemical evolu-
tion (e.g., Cleeves et al. 2015); (ii) Evolving
thermal and chemical structure, but no hy-
drodynamics (e.g., Woitke et al. 2009); (iii)
Including (magneto-)hydrodynamics, tempera-
ture, and chemical evolution coupled and pos-
sibly consistent (e.g., Gressel et al. 2020).

In this classification, chemistry is a crucial
component (Öberg et al. 2023). For this reason,
depending on the molecule of interest, these
models require tuned or optimized chemical
networks, representing a challenging computa-
tional cost (e.g., isotope chemistry) or limited
data availability (e.g., ice chemistry or high-
temperature chemistry). In this respect, includ-
ing one or more ingredients among ices, X-ray
chemistry, isotopologue chemistry, three-body
reactions, excited H2 chemistry, PAH chem-
istry, charged dust, and chemical mixing due to
fluid advection, represents a timely challenge
for planet formation and interpreting observa-
tional data. This complexity produces a num-
ber of chemical networks, rather than a “stan-
dard” one, that further increases the model-
ers’ effort. Analogously, computing the ther-
mal structure of the disk is crucial because
it determines the chemical evolution, the pre-
diction of the observable quantities, but also
the changes in the (magneto-)hydrodynamical
quantities (e.g., Woitke et al. 2009; Gressel
et al. 2020). It is also challenging since the
thermal history depends not only on surface
and dust chemistry, but also on the radiative
and cosmic rays transfer. In addition, thermal
processes might not be well constrained, espe-
cially when non-standard radiation fields are
included (e.g., X-rays, Ercolano & Pascucci
2017), or when the detailed parameters of the
model are not constrained (e.g., photoelectric
heating and PAH, Kamp 2011).

Chemistry, and especially its interaction
with the dust, has a significant impact on non-
ideal MHD mechanisms, that are controlled
by the actual ionization fraction and on the
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momentum transfer between ions and neutral
(Pinto & Galli 2008). In this case, the spe-
cific grain size distribution has a profound im-
pact on the diffusion of the magnetic fields.
Therefore, non-ideal MHD is tightly connected
with the different grain properties in different
regions of the disk (Zhao et al. 2018). In ad-
dition, to “standard” processes, there are ad-
ditional ingredients, that are rarely or never,
included, but that might be pivotal for under-
standing observations. An example is cosmic
rays produced by stellar flares, which might
play a key role in interpreting the observations
of the inner disk regions (Brunn et al. 2023).

This limited overview indicates that disk
modeling requires a large number of inter-
connected processes. However, including all
of them, is an overwhelming challenge, that
requires an exceptional coding and computa-
tional cost. To alleviate this effort, modelers
need to know what the non-relevant processes
are and what the key parameters are. To this
aim, mapping the input parameters and the im-
portance of each physical process against the
observables through sensitivity analysis is a
key tool. In parallel, machine learning (espe-
cially the physics-informed and interpretable
one) is showing promising results in reducing
the computational costs of these simulations
(Grassi et al. 2022).
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