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ABSTRACT

The mid-infrared water vapor emission spectrum provides a novel way to characterize the delivery

of icy pebbles towards the innermost (< 5 au) regions of planet-forming disks. Recently, JWST

MIRI-MRS showed that compact disks exhibit an excess of low-energy water vapor emission relative

to extended multi-gapped disks, suggesting that icy pebble drift is more efficient in the former. We

carry out detailed emission line modeling to retrieve the excitation conditions of rotational water vapor

emission in a sample of four compact and three extended disks within the JDISC Survey. We present

two-temperature H2O slab model retrievals and, for the first time, constrain the spatial distribution

of water vapor by fitting parametric radial temperature and column density profiles. Such models

statistically outperform the two-temperature slab fits. We find a correlation between the observable

hot water vapor mass and stellar mass accretion rate, as well as an anti-correlation between cold water

vapor mass and sub-mm dust disk radius, confirming previously reported water line flux trends. We

find that the mid-IR spectrum traces H2O with temperatures down to 180-300 K, but the coldest

150-170 K gas remains undetected. Furthermore the H2O temperature profiles are generally steeper

and cooler than the expected ‘super-heated’ dust temperature in passive irradiated disks. The column

density profiles are used to estimate icy pebble mass fluxes, which suggest that compact and extended

disks may produce markedly distinct inner-disk exoplanet populations if local feeding mechanisms

dominate their assembly.

1. INTRODUCTION

Ever since the first detection of water vapor in a pro-

toplanetary disk by Carr et al. (2004) (see also Carr &

Najita 2008; Salyk et al. 2008), there has been consider-

able interest in using its infrared emission spectrum as a

tracer of the thermochemical and dynamical properties
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of the innermost (< 5 au) disk regions. One particu-

larly interesting trend that emerged from the Spitzer

InfraRed Spectrograph (Spitzer-IRS) observations is an

anti-correlation between sub-mm dust disk masses and

mid-IR H2O line luminosities relative to those of organ-

ics (Carr & Najita 2011; Najita et al. 2013). This was

interpreted as evidence that more massive disks are more

efficient at forming icy planetesimals, which would end

up locking up most of the O-rich ice. Using resolved con-

tinuum imaging with ALMA, a follow-up study by Ban-

zatti et al. (2020) in turn indicated that the strongest
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anti-correlation occurs between mid-IR H2O line fluxes

and the sub-mm pebble disk radius—and this correla-

tion persists even after accounting for the accretion lu-

minosity of the host. Hydro-dynamical processes have

provided a physical explanation for such a trend: if,

unlike multi-gapped extended disks, compact disks are

created by efficient pebble drift (e.g. Pinilla et al. 2012;

Appelgren et al. 2020; Toci et al. 2021; van der Marel &

Mulders 2021), brighter H2O line emission could indeed

be observed as due to the increased rate of ice sublima-

tion near the snowline (Cyr et al. 1998; Ciesla & Cuzzi

2006; Kalyaan et al. 2021, 2023).

A more direct observational test to determine whether

compact disks exhibit efficient pebble drift can be ob-

tained by measuring the excess emission of moderate-

energy (with upper-level energies Eup ≲ 3000 K) rota-

tional water lines. This is because such H2O transitions

are expected to be in near local thermo-dynamic equilib-

rium (LTE), and can be dominated by emission from gas

temperatures between 200-400 K (Salyk et al. 2011; Du

et al. 2017; Banzatti et al. 2020, 2023a) consistent with

the expected thermal conditions in elevated layers near

the snowline, while warm (> 400 K) gas-phase water

formation would dominate the emission from higher en-

ergy levels (Glassgold et al. 2009; Meijerink et al. 2009;

Blevins et al. 2016; Bosman et al. 2022). Measuring

the relative excitation of lower- vs higher-energy water

lines was not possible earlier with Spitzer-IRS spectra,

since most mid-IR H2O lines were blended together at its

low spectral resolving power (R ∼ 600). Instead, with

JWST MIRI-MRS (henceforth MIRI-MRS) (Wells et al.

2015; Argyriou et al. 2023) it is now possible to carry out

spectroscopic studies of water vapor with unprecedented

detail thanks to its sensitivity, wavelength coverage, and

resolving power (2000 − 4000) (e.g. Grant et al. 2023;

Gasman et al. 2023; Pontoppidan et al. 2024; Xie et al.

2023). Indeed, MIRI-MRS can now be used to search

for direct evidence as to whether compact disks exhibit

brighter low-energy H2O emission lines compared to ex-

tended disks (Banzatti et al. 2023b).

The aim of this work is to go beyond comparing the

H2O spectral line patterns between compact and ex-

tended disks Banzatti et al. (2023b), and carry out de-

tailed emission line modeling of the entire rotational

spectra to retrieve the excitation conditions of water va-

por in a sample of compact and extended disks with

a number of dust gaps. We present a novel technique

to fit H2O emission spectra using not only single- (e.g.

Grant et al. 2023) or two-temperature (Pontoppidan

et al. 2024; Muñoz-Romero et al. 2024) slabs, but also

using physically-motivated parametric models to charac-

terize the radial temperature and column density struc-

ture of water vapor in each disk. It is known that sin-

gle slab models cannot reproduce the entire rotational

H2O emission spectrum of disks due to excitation tem-

perature (Tex) gradients (Blevins et al. 2016; Liu et al.

2019; Banzatti et al. 2023a; Gasman et al. 2023), but

so far radial gradients have rarely been included in mid-

IR molecular excitation retrievals (Zhang et al. 2013;

Kaeufer et al. 2024). By modeling temperature and den-

sity gradients, we can start to use H2O emission as a

proxy to study the inner disk physical structure—from

otherwise spatially- and kinematically-unresolved obser-

vations. Extracting radial distributions, furthermore,

makes it possible to provide estimates for the inner-disk

icy pebble mass fluxes, which in turn can give clues as to

which kind of planets can form via the pebble accretion

mechanism across localized radii in the disk (Ida et al.

2016; Lambrechts et al. 2019).

This paper is organized as follows: in Section 2, we

present the MIRI-MRS data used in this paper. Section

3 presents the slab modeling technique and Bayesian

retrieval details, as well as their results. We discuss our

findings in Section 4 and, finally, present our conclusions

in Section 5.

2. OBSERVATIONS

We analyze new and published MIRI-MRS observa-

tions of seven protoplanetary disks around T Tauri stars.

Four systems have compact pebble disks (with resolved

sub-mm dust disk radii Rdust < 30 au) while three are

significantly more extended (Rdust > 100 au). Our sam-

ple includes the four H2O-rich disks first presented by

Banzatti et al. (2023b): GK Tau, CI Tau, IQ Tau, and

HP Tau, which provided the first confirmed cases of cold

water vapor excess in compact disks. In addition, we an-

alyze the compact disk of FZ Tau, known to harbor an

abundant reservoir of hot and cold water vapor (Pontop-

pidan et al. 2024), and the large disk of AS 209, which

exhibits bright dust continuum emission and a mid-IR

spectrum dominated by hot H2O Muñoz-Romero et al.

(2024). Finally, we present new MIRI-MRS observa-

tions of the compact disk around the classical T Tauri

star (cTTs) GQ Lup.

The disk of GQ Lup was observed as part of JWST

Cycle 1 program GO-1640 (P.I. Andrea Banzatti) on Au-

gust 13, 2023, with deep integrations of 1700 − 1800 s

per MRS sub-band, with the specific goal of characteriz-

ing the degree of inner-disk water vapor enrichment. For

observational details regarding the rest of our sample we

direct the reader to Banzatti et al. (2023b), Pontoppi-

dan et al. (2024), and Muñoz-Romero et al. (2024). The

MIRI-MRS data of all disks in our sample were pro-

cessed using the JWST Disk Infrared Spectral Chem-
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istry Survey (JDISCS) reduction pipeline version 7.1,

which includes an empirical de-fringing process using

asteroid calibrators. This is fully described by Pontop-

pidan et al. (2024). Table 1 summarizes the properties

of the disks in our sample.

Figure 1 presents the continuum-subtracted spectra

for all the disks included in this study, and the wave-

length region considered in our analysis. The dust

continuum is subtracted by fitting a Gaussian Pro-

cess model to the data, as described in Muñoz-Romero

et al. (2024). We also experiment with using a Sav-

itzky–Golay filter (e.g. Pontoppidan et al. 2024) to sub-

tract the continuum emission, and find negligible differ-

ences. A plot showing full spectra and empirical con-

tinuum models for each disk is presented in Appendix

A.

In this paper, we focus on the analysis of water va-

por rotational emission from each of these disks. The

identification and retrieval of column densities and exci-

tation conditions of organics and other species in these

and other sources within the JDISCS survey will be pre-

sented in an upcoming overview paper (Arulanantham

et al., in prep.).

3. MODELING AND RESULTS

We aim to retrieve the physical properties of water

vapor emitting from the innermost regions of the seven

disks in our sample. The mid-IR emission spectrum of

H2O is generated using the LTE slab modeling Python

package iris (Muñoz-Romero 2023) with spectroscopic

data obtained from the HITRAN database (Gordon

et al. 2022). The slab models consist of opacity-weighted

intensities that account for line blending and line-center

saturation effects, which is critical to obtain accurate

column density measurements. The opacity-weighted

H2O line intensities are modeled assuming a line Gaus-

sian width given by the sum in quadrature of a 1 km/s

turbulent component and a thermal broadening com-

ponent
√

kBTex/µ, where µ is the molecular weight of

H2O. Typical thermal widths are of 0.4-0.8 km/s for the

best-fit temperatures reported below. We only consider

in our modeling the 12.0 − 27.0 µm wavelength range,

since emission at shorter wavelengths is dominated by

high-energy ro-vibrational H2O lines likely emitting

from hot and diffuse disk regions where water vapor is

not thermalized by collisions with H2 (Carr et al. 2004;

Meijerink et al. 2009; van Dishoeck et al. 2014; Banzatti

et al. 2023a). iris has been benchmarked against the

publicly available package spectools ir (Salyk 2022).

The slab models are calculated assuming a different

resolving power within the wavelength coverage of each

MIRI-MRS sub-band. First, we generate the line emis-

sion models at a sufficiently high resolution (R ≈ 105)

to sample the line profiles. Then, the models are con-

volved with a Gaussian kernel of width ∆λ = λm/R,

where λm is the median wavelength of each sub-band,

and binned onto a wavelength grid with uniform spac-

ing ∆λ/2. To calculate the log-likelihood of the models,

the MIRI-MRS data and their uncertainty in each sub-

band is binned onto the same uniform wavelength grid

while ensuring flux conservation using the Python pack-

age SpectRes (Carnall 2017). Appendix B describes

how the flux uncertainty in each sub-band is estimated.

Table 2 lists the resolving power and wavelength sam-

pling assumed for each instrument sub-band. We em-

phasize that the full 12.0 − 27.0 µm region is modeled

simultaneously.

The modeling and retrieval details are presented be-

low. In brief, we first model the H2O emission in each

disk as the sum of two slabs to represent two tempera-

ture components: a first approximation to a radial tem-

perature gradient as done e.g. in Pontoppidan et al.

(2024). Next, we fit power law excitation temperature

and column density profiles to each disk. Finally, based

on the results of the two previous retrievals, we fit a more

flexible model with a tapered power law column density

profile. All models are fit using the Bayesian nested

sampling Python package dynesty (Speagle 2020). We

apply multiple ellipsoid decomposition and random walk

sampling, and use the change in remaining evidence as

a measure of convergence.

3.1. Two-Temperature Water Vapor Models

Observations with Spitzer-IRS, Herschel-PACS, and

ground observatories first provided indications that the

IR spectrum of water vapor from disks cannot be typ-

ically reproduced by a slab model with a single excita-

tion temperature, but rather multiple temperature com-

ponents are necessary (for detailed overviews see van

Dishoeck et al. 2014; Banzatti et al. 2023a). This has

recently been confirmed with slab model fits to MIRI-

MRS disk spectra (Banzatti et al. 2023b; Gasman et al.

2023; Xie et al. 2023; Pontoppidan et al. 2024), find-

ing that models with two temperature components can

reproduce the rotational H2O line emission reasonably

well. We first model the H2O spectra for the disks in

our sample following this simpler approximation.

Specifically, the spectra are modeled as the sum of

two plane-parallel slabs, each with an emitting area (A),

water column density (N), and excitation temperature
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Figure 1. Continuum-subtracted MIRI-MRS spectra of each of the disks in the sample, vertically shifted for clarity. The blue
shaded regions indicate the wavelength regions excluded from our analysis due to ro-vibrational emission (< 12 µm) or larger
noise (> 27 µm).

(Tex) (Muñoz-Romero et al. 2024). We use the following

Uniform (in log10 space) prior distributions for A and

N :

log10 N = U(15, 20) cm−2

log10 A = U(−3, 3) au2,
(1)

and the following Normal priors for the excitation tem-

peratures:

log10 Tcold = N (2.6, 0.2) K

log10 Thot = N (2.9, 0.1) K (2)
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Table 1. Properties of the disk sample

Source Distance i Rdust L⋆ M⋆ log10 Ṁ Innermost gap JWST Program

(pc) (deg) (au) (L⊙) (M⊙) (M⊙yr
−1) (au)

FZ Tau 129 25 12 0.97 0.56 -6.5 – GO1 1549 (P.I. Klaus Pontoppidan)

GK Tau 129 39 13 1.48 0.58 -8.7 – GO1 1640 (P.I. Andrea Banzatti)

HP Tau 177 18 22 1.89 0.84 -8.2 2a GO1 1640

GQ Lup 154 61 24 1.44 0.70 -7.9 8b GO1 1640

IQ Tau 131 62 110 0.86 0.42 -8.5 41 GO1 1640

AS 209 121 35 140 1.41 1.20 -7.3 9 GO1 2025 (P.I. Karin Öberg)

CI Tau 160 50 190 1.65 0.65 -7.6 14c GO1 1640

Note—Distances obtained from GAIA DR3 Gaia Collaboration et al. (2023). Disk inclinations (i) obtained from Mac-
Gregor et al. (2017); Long et al. (2019); Pontoppidan et al. (2024). Sub-mm dust disk radii (Rdust) obtained from Huang
et al. (2018); Long et al. (2019, 2020); Wu et al. (2017), and correspond to the radius enclosing 95% of the emission.
Stellar luminosities (L⋆) and masses (M⋆) obtained from Andrews et al. (2018); Herczeg & Hillenbrand (2014); Alcalá
et al. (2017); McClure (2019). Mass accretion rates obtained from Salyk et al. (2013); Herczeg & Hillenbrand (2014);
Alcalá et al. (2017); McClure (2019). Innermost dust gap locations from Huang et al. (2018); Long et al. (2018, 2020). a
Putative cavity based on the near infrared index (see discussion in Banzatti et al. 2023b). b The inner gap found in GQ
Lup is very shallow and may not produce an effective trap against pebble drift (Kalyaan et al. 2023). c An additional
inner gap at 5 au has been proposed by Jennings et al. (2022) using super-resolution techniques.

Table 2. Slab model details

Region (µm) Resolving Power λ Sampling (µm)

12.0− 13.5 2950 2.2× 10−3

13.5− 15.5 2725 2.7× 10−3

15.5− 18.0 2780 3.0× 10−3

18.0− 21.0 2220 4.4× 10−3

21.0− 24.5 2235 5.1× 10−3

24.5− 27.0 1960 6.6× 10−3

Note—The resolving power and wavelength sampling
used to model the water vapor emission in each wave-
length region of interest. The values of R are esti-
mated from the empirical fits reported by Pontoppi-
dan et al. (2024).

for the cold and hot water vapor components, respec-

tively. These correspond to Normal priors centered

around 400 and 800 K, with standard deviation of ∼ 200

K. Note that the use of Normal priors does not affect the

best-fit parameters in any meaningful way, and they are

simply used to consistently guide one slab towards the

low- and another towards the high-temperature solution.

The priors are informed by previous best-fit water vapor

parameters reported by Banzatti et al. (2023b), Pontop-

pidan et al. (2024), and Muñoz-Romero et al. (2024) for

six of the disks analyzed in this work.

Figure 2 presents the best-fit emitting areas, column

densities, and excitation temperatures for each disk.

Here and in the rest of this paper, the ‘best-fit’ values

are chosen to be the median of the posterior distribution

obtained for each parameter. Table 3 lists the exact val-

ues and corresponding uncertainties for each parameter.

We find that while the emitting areas of the cold and

hot water vapor reservoirs are different from each other,

they are each similar across the sample. The cold H2O

components tend to have emitting areas of 1 − 10 au2

(or equivalent radii Req = 0.6−1.8 au assuming circular

areas), whereas the hot components have areas of order

0.1 au2 (Req = 0.2 au). The hot H2O column densities

are also fairly similar for compact and extended disks,

with typical values of 1018 − 1019 cm−2. On average,

however, we find that compact disks exhibit higher cold

H2O column densities than extended disks, by a factor

of a few. With respect to the excitation temperatures,

we retrieve comparable Tex values across the sample of

800 − 1000 K for hot H2O and ∼ 400 K for cold H2O,

with some variation: HP Tau and CI Tau have warmer

cold H2O components (∼ 500 K), while AS 209 exhibits

a very cold H2O component (∼ 250 K).

Note that the poor quality of the AS 209 spectrum af-

fects the robustness of this particular fit. In agreement

with Muñoz-Romero et al. (2024), we find that there

are multiple high-energy H2O lines with sufficient SNR

to accurately constrain the hot water vapor component.

Yet, while detected, the lower-energy H2O lines are af-
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Figure 2. Best-fit two-temperature H2O model parameters
for each disk in our sample. Error bars correspond to the
0.16 and 0.84 percentiles. Observable masses are calculated
as the product of column density, emitting area, and molec-
ular weight. The disks are listed in ascending Rdust order
from left to right, and the dashed lines separate compact
and extended disks . Note that sometimes the error bars are
smaller than the marker.

fected by noise artifacts beyond 20 µm. This results in a

significantly higher relative uncertainty for the retrieved

emitting area and column density of cold water vapor in

AS 209 compared to the rest of the sample (see Figure

2). The excitation temperature, however, appears to be

well constrained by the line ratios. As further discussed

in Section 4.4, while the peculiar properties of cold H2O

in AS 209 may arise due to the lower SNR, they could

also indicate the presence of inner disk substructure,

for which there is kinematic evidence (Banzatti et al.

2023a).

Given the variation in excitation temperatures among

hot and cold components in the sample, we caution

against over-interpreting apparent correlations (or lack

thereof) between H2O column densities and/or areas

and disk sizes at this stage. That is, some of the water

vapor classified as ‘cold’ in some disks would contribute

to the ‘hot’ component in others. While one could in

principle alleviate this by fitting the data with fixed-

temperature components (e.g. one with Tex = 400 and

one with Tex = 800 K), we find that doing so produces

significantly larger residuals. This, combined with the

fact that we do not observe strong correlations between

Tex, A, and N , seems to indicate that the source-to-

source variation in retrieved temperatures occurs due to

distinct radial temperature structures between disks.

Figure 3 shows the best-fit two-temperature H2O

model for the compact disk of GQ Lup. The contri-

butions of the hot and cold components are shown in-

dividually, and the spectrum has been broken up into

multiple panels for clarity. We emphasize that includ-

ing a cold H2O component is critical to reproduce the

low-energy water lines beyond 20 µm. Note that most

of the bright lines not reproduced by the model (e.g.

near 16.8, 18.8, 20.1, 21.5, 23.2, and 25.3 µm) are OH

emission lines. By contrast, Figure 4 presents the best-

fit two-temperature H2O model to the extended disk of

CI Tau. Note how in this case, as reported in Banzatti

et al. (2023b), the spectrum is dominated by hot H2O

even at long wavelengths, with little excess from colder

H2O emission. The two-temperature models fit to the

rest of the sample are presented in Appendix C.

3.2. Temperature and Column Density Gradients

It is likely that the two-temperature H2O fits are

tracing the average physical conditions representing ra-

dial excitation temperature and abundance gradients in

each disk, which are expected to contribute to the rota-

tional water spectrum given the large spread of upper-

level energy levels spanned by the lines in MIRI spec-

tra (Banzatti et al. 2023b). Thus, we explore whether

there is enough information in the MIRI-MRS spectra

to retrieve the properties of these radial gradients, and

whether straightforward parametric models can provide

improved model fits to the data relative to using two-

temperature models. The details are presented below.

3.2.1. Power law Profiles
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Table 3. Two-component H2O fit results

Source Ncold/10
18 Nhot/10

18 Tcold Thot Acold Ahot

(cm−2) (cm−2) (K) (K) (au2) (au2)

FZ Tau 7.64+1.39
−1.12 5.57+0.60

−0.52 420+10
−9 903+15

−23 2.60+0.11
−0.11 0.34+0.03

−0.02

GK Tau 0.98+0.18
−0.15 1.77+0.23

−0.22 365+12
−11 905+27

−25 2.04+0.20
−0.16 0.11+0.01

−0.01

HP Tau 0.42+0.11
−0.09 3.34+1.11

−0.77 468+28
−23 858+40

−32 1.32+0.17
−0.14 0.11+0.02

−0.02

GQ Lup 0.46+0.06
−0.05 1.48+0.25

−0.19 361+7
−8 836+28

−26 5.60+0.44
−0.34 0.18+0.02

−0.02

IQ Tau 0.74+0.41
−0.23 3.75+0.64

−0.56 333+27
−24 926+31

−27 0.96+0.33
−0.21 0.07+0.01

−0.01

AS 209 0.11+0.21
−0.08 4.85+1.12

−0.90 238+23
−18 807+25

−22 11.44+28.74
−6.91 0.10+0.01

−0.01

CI Tau 0.52+0.17
−0.12 3.79+0.40

−0.35 483+21
−25 917+17

−16 0.86+0.11
−0.10 0.19+0.01

−0.01

Note—The reported values for each parameter consist of the median and 0.16-
0.84 posterior distribution percentiles.

To fit a radial distribution of water vapor, the first

necessary assumption we make is that the excitation

temperature profiles can be described by a monotoni-

cally decreasing function of radius. We choose to ap-

proximate the underlying H2O excitation temperature

distribution using a power law (e.g. Kaeufer et al. 2024)

of the form

Tex = T0

( r

0.5 au

)−α

. (3)

Note that if the H2O gas is thermalized with the dust,

one would expect a ∼ 1/2 for a passive irradiated disk

(Chiang & Goldreich 1997; Dullemond et al. 2001). For

simplicity, we further assume that the distribution of

water vapor is smooth and also described by a power

law:

N = N0

( r

0.5 au

)−β

, (4)

which could either increase or decrease with radius

depending on dynamical, chemical, and/or optical depth

effects.

To implement these parametric models, we generate

the H2O spectra as the sum of 50 slabs representing

concentric rings spanning from 0.1 to 10 au in each disk.

The minimum radius of 0.1 au is an estimate based on

the typical dust sublimation radius for the disks in our

sample. We decide to construct the radial grid using

uniformly log10-spaced points, in order to more finely

sample the innermost 1 au region. Each ring has an

emitting area given by:

A = π(r2out − r2in) cos i, (5)

where i is the disk inclination, and rout and rin are

the outer and inner ring radii, respectively. The exci-

tation temperature and column density of each ring is

evaluated at the mid-point.

For these retrievals, we use the following Uniform prior

distributions:

log10 T0 = U(2.0, 3.3) K
log10 N0 = U(12, 22) cm−2

α = U(0.0, 5.0)
β = U(−5.0, 5.0),

(6)

to allow the models a reasonably large amount of

flexibility. Note that while these models consist of 50

slabs, they require fewer free parameters than the two-

temperature fits (only four instead of six).

The models achieve convergence for all disks in the

sample, with statistically well-constrained parameters.
Figure 5 shows the best-fit power law column density

and excitation temperature profiles for each disk. The

plotted profiles are truncated at the radius where Tex

drops below 150 K, which we identify as the predicted

surface snowline location. We find that extended disks

exhibit steep column density profiles, with β = 1.8−2.1.

On the other hand, compact disks exhibit a wide vari-

ety of column density profiles: the best-fit profiles for

GK Tau and GQ Lup are similar, with β = 0.9 − 1.0,

while that of HP Tau is much steeper (β = 1.8), akin to

those of extended disks. Interestingly, FZ Tau exhibits

a peculiar, radially-increasing H2O column density pro-

file, with β = −1.1, that peaks at ∼ 5 × 1019 cm−2

prior to freeze-out. As for the excitation temperature

profiles, all disks exhibit profiles with α = 0.5 − 1.0,

steeper than expected for an optically-thin, radiation-

dominated disk layer. We find an average a of 0.73,
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Figure 3. Best-fit two-temperature H2O model to the compact disk of GQ Lup. The data is shown in black, the total model
in violet, and the individual contributions of the cold and hot H2O components are shown in blue and magenta, respectively,
shifted vertically for clarity. Regions where the emission is blended with OH or organics are labeled.

with no clear temperature profile distinctions between

compact and extended disks.

3.2.2. Exponentially-tapered Column Density

One potential drawback of fitting power law column

density profiles is that in order to reproduce the de-

pletion of cold water vapor in extended disks—and the

sharp depletion of water vapor at the snowline in any

disk—the profiles may converge to steeper power law

indices (b), which in turn increase the column density of

hot water vapor. To explore whether the column densi-
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Figure 4. Same as Figure 3, for the extended disk of CI Tau. Note that unlike GQ Lup, the spectrum of CI Tau is dominated
by the hot H2O component even at longer wavelengths.

ties of high-temperature H2O found for extended disks

are only artificially higher due to a restrictive paramet-

ric model, we next include an exponential taper to the

column density profiles:

N = N0

( r

0.5 au

)−β

exp

[
−
(

r

rtaper

)ϕ
]
, (7)

where the taper radius rtaper is a free parameter. Im-

plementing the additional parameter ϕ thus allows us to
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Figure 5. Power law H2O column density (top) and exci-
tation temperature (bottom) profiles fit to each disk in the
sample. The solid lines correspond to the median profiles
generated from posterior samples, while the shaded regions
indicate the 0.16 and 0.84 percentiles at each radius. The
profiles are truncated at 150 K. The dashed-line portions
correspond to the regions where the modeled H2O emission
lies below the detection threshold (see Section 4.1).

model the depletion of cold water vapor without neces-

sarily forcing the column density profile to increase in

the innermost disk regions. For these fits, we maintain

the Uniform priors described in Section 3.2.1 and use

the following Uniform priors for rtaper and ϕ:

log10 rtaper = U(−1.0, 1.0),

ϕ = U(0.0, 5.0).
(8)

The best-fit profiles are presented in Figure 6. Ap-

pendix F shows example corner plots illustrating the

posterior distributions obtained for FZ Tau. We find

that including an exponential taper helps model the sup-

pression of cold H2O in extended disks while preventing

the hot H2O column densities from reaching unlikely

high values (> 1019 cm−2). The N profiles of three

compact disks, GK Tau, HP Tau, and GQ Lup converge
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Figure 6. Same as Figure 5, for the exponentially-tapered
column density profile fits.

to combinations of ϕ and rtaper such that they only vary

minimally compared to the previous simple power law

profile fits. However, the column density profile of FZ

Tau changed significantly. The profile now increases as

N ∝ r0.5 out to a radius of around 0.7 au, beyond which

N drops steeply with ϕ ≈ 2.4. Note that in this case

adding a taper has also prevented N from reaching ex-

tremely high values out to the snowline. Finally, we do

not observe significant changes to the excitation temper-

ature profiles, except for that of FZ Tau, which is now

less steep with a down from 0.8 to 0.6.

In Figure 7, we present a comparison between the

two-temperature, power law, and exponentially-tapered

power law best-fit models to FZ Tau. Note that all

three prescriptions provide excellent fits to the data, and

most differences are only noticed by close inspection of

the residuals. For instance some line fluxes are under-

predicted by the two-temperature model (see the region

near 23.8 µm) and others are over-predicted (see 18.55,

19.6, 20.35 µm), while the tapered-power law model can

better reproduce these lines. Distinctions like these are

observed across the sample, but the emission lines men-

tioned above are not always affected in the same way.
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Figure 7. Best-fit H2O emission models to the spectrum of the compact disk of FZ Tau. The two-temperature model is shown
in cyan (bottom), the power law model in blue (middle), and the exponentially-tapered power law model in violet (top of each
panel). The data is shown three times in each panel and the models are shifted vertically for clarity.

Similar comparisons are presented for each disk in Ap-

pendix D.

Figure 8 shows the maximum log-likelihood achieved

with each model and the range of logL spanned by the

0.025 − 0.975 (2σ) percentiles of posterior samples for
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Figure 8. The maximum log likelihood (circles) attained for each H2O emission model fit. The labels 2T, PL, and TPL
correspond to the two-temperature, power law, and exponentially-tapered power law models, respectively. The vertical bars
show the range of logL values spanned by posterior distribution samples within the 0.025-0.975 percentiles. Note that fitting a
temperature gradient always results in a statistically significant improvement, except in the case of AS 209.

every disk in the sample. The percentiles provide one

metric to evaluate which models provide better fits to

each dataset. For FZ Tau, we note that a power law

N profile provides a worse fit compared to the two-

temperature model, but a tapered power law then re-

sults in an improved fit. In general we find that fitting

Tex and N gradients results in better model fits relative

to simply using two-temperature models, with > 95%

confidence. This result is in agreement with Kaeufer

et al. (2024), who also find statistically significant evi-

dence for an H2O column density and temperature gra-

dient in the disk of GW Lup. Yet the specific parametric

model used (power law versus tapered power law) only

results in statistically significant fit improvements for

FZ Tau and CI Tau. Still, the exponentially-tapered

profiles are preferred over the power law profiles given

that the latter occasionally produce unlikely high col-

umn density values1. AS 209 is the only case in which

both gradient fits perform significantly worse than the

two-temperature model. This is further discussed in Sec-

tion 4. Note that the comparison presented in Figure 8

is rather conservative, as both models with radial gra-

dients not only achieve higher likelihoods, but also re-

quire the same or fewer free parameters. The detailed

treatment of Tex and N gradients is therefore preferred

to accurately model water emission, especially in cases

when the H2O spectrum must be subtracted to identify

and fit blended, less-abundant species.

An additional benefit of fitting N and Tex gradients is

that we can now develop a well-defined measure of ‘cold’

1 The line emission becomes highly optically thick at columns
larger than 1019.

and ‘hot’ water vapor in each disks. In particular, we

define cold water vapor as that with 150 ≤ Tex < 400

K, and hot water vapor that with Tex ≥ 400 K. The

motivation behind the 400 K choice is twofold: First,

400 K accounts for radial and vertical diffusion of wa-

ter vapor from the sublimation front. Second, 400 K is

approximately 100 K above the temperature at which

the gas-phase formation of water starts to become effi-

cient (Meijerink et al. 2009), thus ensuring that most

of the water vapor classified as ‘hot’ originates from

gas-phase chemistry rather than sublimation. The ob-

servable cold and hot water vapor masses can then be

found by integrating the column density profiles within

the corresponding radial regions. While the cold com-

ponents may be contaminated by gas-phase formation

of water, and the hot components by sublimation, we

experimented using temperature cut-offs of up to 500 K

and find no significant differences in the trends presented

below.

Figure 9 shows the derived observable cold and hot

H2O masses for each disk, and as a function of mass ac-

cretion rate and outer sub-mm dust disk radius. These

masses were calculated using the exponentially-tapered

column density profiles. A Spearman correlation test re-

veals a statistically significant anti-correlation between

cold water vapor mass and Rdust, and a tentative cor-

relation between hot water vapor mass and the stellar

mass accretion rate. The former exhibits a correlation

coefficient ρ = −0.89 with p-value 0.01, and the latter

has ρ = 0.75 with p = 0.05. In fact, the observed re-

lations can be well-fit by power law expressions of the
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Figure 9. Left : Observable cold (150 < Tex < 400 K) and hot (Tex > 400 K) water vapor mass in each disk, calculated
by integrating the best-fit exponentially-tapered power law column density profiles over each temperature range. Middle:
Observable H2O masses as a function of stellar mass accretion rates. The Spearman correlation coefficient and p-value for the
hot water mass is indicated on the top. The dashed line indicates a power law fit.Right : Same as middle panel, but for H2O
masses vs. outer sub-mm dust disk radius. The correlation coefficient corresponds to the cold H2O mass.

Table 4. Radial H2O profile fit results

Power law Tapered Power law

Source N0/10
18 T0 α β N0/10

18 T0 α β ϕ rtaper

(cm−2) (K) (cm−2) (K) (au)

FZ Tau 12.3+1.51
−1.11 472+4

−3 0.83+0.01
−0.01 −1.12+0.15

−0.13 11.75+6.02
−2.58 518+5

−4 0.63+0.02
−0.02 −0.47+0.26

−0.33 2.40+0.53
−0.55 0.71+0.12

−0.15

GK Tau 0.78+0.09
−0.09 399+5

−5 0.67+0.02
−0.02 0.85+0.15

−0.16 0.93+1.23
−0.19 399+5

−4 0.66+0.02
−0.02 0.84+0.16

−0.20 1.18+1.72
−1.05 4.92+3.42

−4.54

HP Tau 0.37+0.11
−0.09 412+15

−13 0.62+0.04
−0.05 1.78+0.34

−0.37 0.86+0.44
−0.45 411+11

−14 0.63+0.04
−0.04 1.56+0.39

−0.46 0.27+1.99
−0.19 1.45+3.72

−1.10

GQ Lup 0.72+0.06
−0.05 526+5

−4 0.48+0.01
−0.02 1.10+0.13

−0.11 0.77+0.07
−0.06 525+5

−5 0.48+0.01
−0.01 0.98+0.13

−0.12 3.30+1.18
−1.82 5.78+1.94

−1.48

IQ Tau 0.56+0.25
−0.15 344+13

−15 0.85+0.04
−0.04 1.82+0.32

−0.39 0.57+0.26
−0.15 347+12

−14 0.84+0.04
−0.04 1.80+0.38

−0.34 2.81+1.54
−1.41 3.93+3.16

−2.00

AS 209 0.34+0.60
−0.21 267+30

−32 0.91+0.11
−0.11 2.14+0.85

−0.92 0.43+1.54
−0.32 266+42

−42 0.92+0.14
−0.13 2.09+1.15

−1.25 2.75+1.50
−1.69 1.85+3.64

−1.24

CI Tau 0.54+0.13
−0.11 477+13

−13 0.72+0.04
−0.04 2.05+0.29

−0.32 4.06+4.81
−2.47 488+17

−13 0.69+0.03
−0.05 0.42+0.68

−0.51 1.62+0.84
−0.36 0.35+0.18

−0.10

Note—The reported values for each parameter consist of the median and 0.16-0.84 posterior distribution percentiles.

form

log10

(
M [cold H2O]

g

)
= p log10

(
Rdust

au

)
+ q,

log10

(
M [hot H2O]

g

)
= r log10

(
Ṁ

M⊙/yr

)
+ s,

(9)

with p = −1.23±0.2, q = 23.8±0.4, r = 0.48±0.1, and

s = 25.6 ± 0.9 as shown by the dashed lines in Figure

9. We consider the latter correlation tentative given the

larger p-value, and because the high accretion rate of

FZ Tau has a strong effect in driving the correlation.

No significant correlation is found between cold water

vapor mass and mass accretion rate, nor between hot

water vapor mass and Rdust, even after dividing out

the correlation with Ṁ . Finally, to complement Figure

9, Figure 26 in Appendix E shows the average column

density (N̂) and total emitting area for cold and hot

water vapor in each disk.

4. INTERPRETATION AND DISCUSSION

4.1. Is the Snowline Detected?

We have carried out detailed retrievals to estimate the

excitation conditions of water vapor in the innermost re-

gions of seven protoplanetary disks, including the effects

of radial gradients in excitation temperature and column

density. As mentioned in Section 3.2.1, the profiles are

truncated at the location where Tex drops below 150

K, approximately the location of the expected surface

H2O snowline. However, we further examine whether

or not H2O emission down to 150 K is in fact detected

by MIRI in each disk. To do this, we calculate the total

wavelength-integrated flux contributed by each of the 50

slab models fit to each disk, for both the power law and

tapered power law profiles. We then compare these to

the estimated background noise (see Appendix B), and

find the radial/temperature bin at which the modeled in-

tegrated H2O emission drops below a 5σ detection level.
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We denote these as emission cutoff radii (Rout) and cut-

off excitation temperature (Tout). We interpret these

radii as the outermost mid-IR H2O emission location in

each disk.

Figure 10 shows the best-fit exponentially-tapered

power law H2O model for the disk of GK Tau, with the

individual contributions of each slab spectrum shown

individually. The models above the detection threshold

are shown in green, while those undetected are shown in

orange. In this case, Rout = 1.7 au, and emission down

to ∼ 180 K is detected, which lies near the expected

range for H2O freeze-out. We detect H2O emission with

Tout down to ∼ 200 K in two other disks: GQ Lup and

IQ Tau. For the rest, the mid-IR cutoff occurs at tem-

peratures ≳ 250 K. The precise mid-IR cutoff radius and

temperature for each disk are reported in Table 5. Note

that the profiles shown in Figures 5 and 6 also indicate

the location of Rout in each disk.

Our findings indicate that there are multiple H2O

emission lines within the MIRI-MRS wavelength cov-

erage that are sensitive to gas with temperatures < 200

K. However, these lines are weak, and are only detected

in a few particularly water-rich disks. In the rest of the

sample, the abundance of observable water vapor with

Tex < 200 K is too low to be detected in the mid-IR.

Thus, the reported location of the 150 K surface H2O

snowline in each disk should be considered a prediction,

and its properties must be confirmed in the future by

far-IR observations sensitive to the lowest-energy H2O

lines.

We emphasize that truncating the column density pro-

files at either 150 K or Tout has no significant effect on

the cold and hot water vapor mass-radius correlations

reported in Section 3.2.2. Hence, whether a) the best-

fit N profiles can be extrapolated to Tex < Tout or b)

the H2O column density in this region drops due to e.g.

chemical quenching (Blevins et al. 2016) or vertical dif-

fusion (Meijerink et al. 2009) does not affect our conclu-

sions.

To complement Figure 10, Figure 11 shows the inte-

grated H2O fluxes as a function of radius for each disk,

as well as Rout, Tout, and the predicted location of the

surface snowline. The interpretation of Rout is currently

open. One possibility is that the mid-IR emission cutoff

radius is an indicator of the midplane snowline, which

could be the case under the vertical cold-finger scenario

(e.g. Meijerink et al. 2009; Krijt et al. 2016) and thus the

ratio of Rout to the Tex = 150 K radius may provide a

measure of vertical transport of gas in a disk. However,

the derived Rout are inconsistent with the expected loca-

tion of the midplane snowlines based on viscous heating

(Min et al. 2011; Mulders et al. 2015), and are further

uncorrelated to Ṁ , contrary to what one would expect

(Garaud & Lin 2007).

Rather, we find a notable distinction between the Rout

of compact and extended disks. As presented in the bot-

tom panel of Figure 11, the mean H2O cutoff radii for

extended disks lies at around 0.8 au, whereas that of

compact disks is located closer to 2 au. The vertical

axis shows the excitation temperature reached at Rout,

illustrating that, on average, most of the H2O flux in

compact disks originates from gas with Tex ≳ 220 K,

while in extended disks most of the flux comes from wa-

ter vapor with Tex ∼ 50 K warmer. Rout thus appears to

be tracing the zone where gas-phase formation of H2O

becomes efficient at ≳ 300 K in extended disks, whereas

in compact disks Rout may trace the radius where the

column of H2O sublimated from icy pebbles becomes

detectable in the mid-IR (but not necessarily the theo-

retical location of the midplane snowline).

4.2. Comparison with the Dust Temperature

The derived Tex profiles can be compared to the ex-

pected temperature structure in each disk. In particu-

lar, we compare the retrieved H2O temperature profiles

to a simple prescription for the dust temperature above

the photosphere—from where the inner-disk water vapor

spectrum is expected to arise (e.g. Woitke et al. 2018;

Bosman et al. 2022):

Tdust =
1

ϵ1/4

(
R∗

2r

)1/2

T∗, (10)

where R∗ and T∗ are the stellar radii and effective tem-

perature, and ϵ is the dust emissivity in the mid-IR (Chi-

ang & Goldreich 1997; Dullemond et al. 2001). Follow-

ing Pontoppidan et al. (2024), we assume ϵ = 0.17 for

the dust size distribution of a standard T Tauri disk,

and also explore the effects of setting ϵ = 1.0 for dust

growth beyond a few µm and ϵ = 0.058 for an ISM dust

distribution.

Figure 12 shows the modeled dust temperature pro-

files, compared to the H2O excitation temperature pro-

files fit to each disk. Two results stand out: First, the

standard dust temperature appears to be always moder-

ately higher than the H2O excitation temperature. Sec-

ond, the H2O Tex profiles are steeper than the dust tem-

perature profiles. The only disk in which the retrieved

H2O Tex is in very good agreement with the dust tem-

perature is FZ Tau, which is in line with the comparison

reported by Pontoppidan et al. (2024).

Most thermochemical models predict that the gas and

dust temperatures are decoupled in the uppermost disk

layers. However, when decoupled, PAH photo-electric

heating is predicted to raise the gas temperature by hun-

dreds to thousands of K (e.g. Kamp & Dullemond 2004;
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Figure 10. The contributions to the H2O spectrum fit to the GK Tau data at each radial bin, for the exponentially-tapered
column density model. The excitation temperature of each component is indicated on the right side. Models in green have
integrated fluxes > 5σ, whereas the models in orange lie below the detection threshold. In this case, we detect H2O emission
with Tex down to ∼ 180 K.

Jonkheid et al. 2004; Woitke et al. 2009). Evidently,

we find no indication of H2O gas super-heating. Yet

it is unclear what mechanism would lead the gas to be

colder than the dust. Assuming that the gas responsi-

ble for rotational H2O emission is thermalized with H2

and Tex ≈ Tgas, our results may rather simply indicate

that gas and dust are coupled and Equation 10 is over-

predicting the standard dust temperature. As suggested

by Figure 12, the dust temperatures could be lower and

in better agreement with the typical H2O Tex if there

had been significant dust growth in the inner regions of

these disks. The steepness of some profiles may further

arise due to a radial gradient in dust sizes. Alternatively,

the dust temperature could also be lower than expected

due to geometric effects such as shadowing from the in-

ner rim (Dullemond et al. 2001; Rafikov & De Colle

2006). Ultimately the MIRI continuum emission may

be used for detailed modeling of the dust properties and
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Figure 11. Top: Normalized wavelength-integrated H2O
flux profiles as a function of radius, extracted from the best-
fit tapered N profiles. Asterisks indicate the radii where Tex

reaches 150 K in each disk. Circles show the cutoff radius
at which the integrated emission drops below 5σ. Bottom:
The H2O cutoff radius for each disk, and the H2O excitation
temperature derived at that radius. Dashed lines indicate
the average values for compact (blue) and extended (red)
disks.

temperature in each of these disks, but such analysis is

beyond the scope of this paper.

The retrieved Tex profiles are generally well con-

strained, with power law indices a ≳ 1/2, steeper than

expected for the dust based on radiative equilibrium

alone. Interestingly, the average temperature power law

index of 0.69 found for our sample is in excellent agree-

ment with that predicted by thermochemical models

(∼ 0.7) including the effects of H2O self-shielding and

chemical heating from photo-dissociation and molecule

formation (Bosman et al. 2022). In this context, the

H2O gas could be cooler than the dust by a few hundred

K if H2O self-shielding is highly efficient and chemical

heating processes are suppressed. Note that the aver-

age power law index is also in good agreement with that

Table 5. Outer H2O cut-off pa-
rameters

Source R150K Rout Tout

(au) (au) (K)

FZ Tau 3.81 1.51 258

GK Tau 2.19 1.67 179

HP Tau 2.63 1.15 241

GQ Lup 7.25 3.81 197

IQ Tau 1.38 0.96 202

AS 209 0.96 0.42 313

CI Tau 2.89 0.96 312

Note—From left to right: The
predicted surface snowline loca-
tion based on the exponentially-
tapered models, the outer emis-
sion cutt-off radius, and the cor-
responding H2O excitation tem-
perature at that radius.

found for the surface temperature of the GW Lup disk

(index of 0.63), based on an H2O temperature gradient

fit to the MIRI spectrum (Kaeufer et al. 2024).

Viscous heating may also play some role in setting the

H2O temperature profiles. While heating from accre-

tion is generally expected to be deposited near the mid-

plane, most of the viscous heat could rather be released

near the H2O-emitting disk surface via the magnetoro-

tational instability (Hirose & Turner 2011; Ádámkovics

et al. 2014). A simple power law may then be insuffi-

cient to reproduce the underlying temperature profile,

and a more flexible model may be necessary to account

for viscous and radiative heating-dominated regions.

Finally, it is possible that viscous heating and dust

growth/disk shadowing effects collude in such a way that

the H2O Tex profiles are in fact tracing the dust temper-

ature. That is, the H2O emitting region is dominated

by a mix of viscous and radiative heating, and the dust

temperature modeled by Equation 10 may be an over-

estimate. This would explain the possible correlation

between hot water vapor and mass accretion rates, the

steep Tex profiles, and why FZ Tau—which has the high-

est Ṁ—is the only disk where H2O Tex and Equation

10 are in good agreement.

4.3. The Ring-Like Water Vapor Distribution of FZ

Tau

The best-fit tapered power law N radial profile reveals

an uncommon H2O column density distribution in the
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Figure 12. The excitation temperature profiles (blue) derived for H2O in each disk with 1σ confidence regions, compared to
the expected disk surface dust temperature (magenta) for different dust size distributions (see Section 4.2).

disk of FZ Tau. As opposed to those from the rest of

the sample, the N profile in FZ Tau exhibits a ring-like

distribution, with N ∝ r1/2 out to 0.7 au and an abrupt

exponential drop-off that brings N below 1016 cm−2 well

within the expected freeze-out location (based both on

our fits and Herschel observations (Blevins et al. 2016)).

It appears unlikely that this phenomenon is somehow

the result of inner-disk dust substructure (i.e. a cavity),

given the particularly high log10 Ṁ = −6.5 of FZ Tau

and its abundant cold water vapor reservoir.

Conversely, it may be that the high accretion rate

of FZ Tau leads to the observed ring-like H2O distri-

bution. If the midplane temperature exhibits a large
gradient and the radial velocity of icy pebbles is large

enough, the bulk of the latter might drift past the loca-

tion of the water snowline and sublimate in a noticeably

warmer disk region (e.g. Piso et al. 2015). This could

lead to the the paucity of water vapor with Tex < 300 K,

yet still produce a significant enrichment in H2O with

Tex > 400 K. The small drop in H2O column density

closer to the star could then be explained by the very

high temperatures produced by viscous heating leading

to the thermal dissociation of some water vapor (or di-

rect photo-dissociation from the radiation field produced

by the accretion itself). Indeed, kinematically-resolved

ro-vibrational lines have been observed at 5 µm with

iSHELL from the ground (Banzatti et al. 2023a), and

found to have a FWHM of 40 km/s (corresponding to a

Keplerian orbit of 0.2 au) and a temperature of 1000 K,

matching well the hotter part of the temperature gra-

dient estimated in this work. Furthermore, Salyk et al.

(2019) also find evidence of a ring-like water vapor dis-

tribution in FZ Tau based on TEXES observations of 12

µm H2O line emission. In this case the rotational H2O

lines are consistent with an inner emission cut-off radius

of 0.4 au, where we also find evidence of a drop in H2O

column density.

4.4. The Temperature Structure of AS 209

AS 209 is the disk where we observe the strongest dis-

crepancy between the H2O excitation temperature pro-

file and the expected dust temperature from radiative

equilibrium. The retrieved Tex profile is the steepest

in our sample, and the excitation temperatures are al-

ways several hundred K lower than Tdust. As discussed

above, the steep power law index closer to 1 may sug-

gest that the gas temperature is dominated by viscous

heating. However, this is difficult to reconcile with the

very low temperatures, even if Tdust from Equation 10

was over-estimated.

Note that AS 209 is the only disk for which the two-

temperature H2O model fit statistically outperforms

both Tex gradient fits, and the cold H2O component has

a much lower temperature (∼250 K) than those found

in the rest of the sample. Thus, a more speculative pos-

sibility is that the water vapor structure in AS 209 is

indeed not well described by a continuous radial distri-

bution: A gas gap somewhere within the innermost 1 au

could explain why the disk of AS 209 appears to be de-
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pleted in water vapor with Tex within 400− 600 K, but

still exhibits a typical hot (800 K) water vapor reservoir

and cool 250-300 K component that could be tracing the

region beyond the proposed gap. Recent high-resolution

iSHELL observations to ro-vibrational CO in AS 209 in-

deed support the presence of an inner gap from the sig-

nificant discontinuity in velocity between a broad and

narrow component of CO (Figure 18 in Banzatti et al.

(2023a)). Using the line velocity, we can estimate that a

narrow gap would be somewhere between 0.16 au (from

the peak of the broad component) and 0.56 au (from the

width of the narrow component). The narrow CO com-

ponent is also cold (possibly as cold as the cold H2O in

MIRI), as it significantly drops already at J ∼ 25 while

in other disks it is usually strong up to higher J levels.

Still, the AS 209 MIRI spectrum has the lowest SNR and

line-to-continuum ratio of those included in this study,

and it is entirely possible the model mismatch is a side-

effect of the low data quality.

4.5. Icy Pebble Drift

We have followed-up on the analysis carried out in

Banzatti et al. (2023b), and confirmed that the trend be-

tween low-energy H2O line fluxes and Rdust corresponds

to a significant anti-correlation between the latter and

the observable water vapor mass with 150 < Tex < 400

K. This new result supports the proposed scenario where

compact disks have more efficient icy pebble drift, and

thus present an increased flux of H2O sublimation near

the snowline. By contrast the hot water vapor mass does

not correlate with the dust disk size, confirming previ-

ous results based on line fluxes alone (Banzatti et al.

2023b).

Assuming that the cold water reservoir in each disk is

dominated by H2O sublimation from ices, we can obtain

a simple estimate of the pebble mass flux into the inner

disk from the observable water vapor mass as

Ṁpeb ≈
(
M [Cold H2O]

tH2O

)(
η

ficefH2O

)
, (11)

where tH2O is the approximate time that sublimated

H2O resides in the gas phase, η is a correction factor

to account for the unobservable water column under the

optically thick layer, fice is the ice fraction of drifting

pebbles, and fH2O is the fraction of molecular ice in wa-

ter. Based on thermochemical modeling, η is expected

to be of order 103 for water vapor with temperatures of

150-400 K (Meijerink et al. 2009; Bosman et al. 2022).

We set η = 103. For fice and fH2O we assume 0.20 and

0.80, which are typically assumed values (e.g. Johansen

et al. 2021). Finally, we assume tH2O is set by the combi-

nation of diffusion (tdiff) and chemical tchem timescales.

Table 6. Pebble flux estimates

Source tdisk Ṁpeb Mpeb

(Myr) (M⊕/Myr) (M⊕)

FZ Tau 1.1 370 410

GK Tau 1.2 220 260

HP Tau 2.4 70 170

GQ Lup 1.0 330 330

IQ Tau 4.2 30 130

AS 209 1.5 30 45

CI Tau 2.5 < 10 10

Note—Pebble fluxes estimated from
Equation 11. Disk ages obtained from
Neuhäuser et al. (2005); Andrews et al.
(2018); Long et al. (2019); McClure
(2019).

For the former, we can estimate the time it takes for wa-

ter vapor sublimated from ice in the midplane to reach

a typical emitting region at one scale height,

tdiff =
H

αcs
, (12)

where cs is the sound speed (e.g. Semenov & Wiebe

2011)

For a typical midplane snowline at 1 au and gas tem-

perature of 200 K, tdiff can range between 15-150 yr

depending on the assumed inner disk viscosity (α =

0.01 − 0.001). Once in an elevated disk region, ther-

mochemical models suggest water vapor will only reside

in the gas phase for a tchem of 10-50 yr (Calahan, J.

priv. comm.) before being photo-dissociated. We hence

proceed with an assumed tH2O of 100 yr.

Table 6 provides the assumed disk ages and estimates

of the pebble mass flux and total pebble mass deposited

in the inner disk (Mpeb). While extended disks have peb-

ble fluxes of a few tens of earth masses per Myr, those

of compact disks are an order of magnitude larger. The

compact disk of HP Tau appears to be an exception,

with a noticeably lower cold water vapor mass and di-

minished Ṁpeb of 70M⊕/Myr. As discussed in Banzatti

et al. (2023b), the near infrared index of HP Tau shows

tentative evidence of a dust cavity within the innermost

2 au. As such, HP Tau may have a different physical

structure where molecular gas is affected by different

irradiation conditions within a dust cavity, and thus ex-

hibits a reduced cold H2O reservoir that mimics those

of extended disks.
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The disk of GQ Lup presents another interesting case.

Despite being the largest of the ‘compact’ disks, it ex-

hibits a pebble mass flux comparable to that of the

smallest disk in the sample, FZ Tau. As shown in the

rightmost panel in Figure 9, its cold water vapor mass

appears to be higher than expected from the Rdust anti-

correlation inferred from the rest of the sample. Fur-

thermore, its Rout is a factor ∼ 2 greater than those

of the other compact disks. These anomalies may be

explained by the binary nature of GQ Lup, which is

known to have a close brown-dwarf-mass companion at

∼ 110 au (Neuhäuser et al. 2005): both dynamical simu-

lations (Zagaria et al. 2021a) and observations (Zagaria

et al. 2021b) suggest that radial dust drift is substan-

tially faster in binary systems due to tidal interactions,

which would explain the higher abundance of cold wa-

ter and yet a regular hot H2O reservoir. The binary

interactions may also lead to higher gas temperatures

than expected for an isolated disk (Müller & Kley 2012;

Picogna & Marzari 2013), which could lead to the par-

ticularly extended outer H2O radii found for GQ Lup.

The pebble mass flux estimates hint that compact and

extended disks not only have distinct inner disk compo-

sitions, but may also result in the formation of different

exoplanet populations. For instance, Lambrechts et al.

(2019) predict that disks may form either small terres-

trial or super-Earth planets depending whether the total

deposited pebble mass towards the inner disk is ≲ 100

or ≳ 200M⊕, respectively. In this framework, the com-

pact disks in our sample may be forming systems of

water-rich super-Earths, while the large disks may only

form small rocky planets (see also discussion in van der

Marel & Mulders 2021). Note that there is substan-

tial uncertainty regarding the parameters in Equation

11 and hence on the exact pebble flux values. Thus,

the key conclusion is that our analysis provides initial

evidence that compact disks experience approximately

an order of magnitude higher pebble fluxes compared to

extended disks. Very high resolution sub-mm observa-

tions (e.g. Guerra-Alvarado et al. 2024), together with

source-specific thermochemical modeling will be neces-

sary to obtain more accurate inner-disk pebble flux con-

straints, and refine the connection between the latter

and the observable cold H2O reservoir.

5. SUMMARY

The main results of this work are summarized below:

1. We fit two-temperature water vapor slab models to

the MIRI-MRS spectra of four compact and three

extended disks around T Tauri stars. In general,

the emission is very well-characterized by the mix-

ture of an extended (1-10 au2) 400 K component

and a compact (0.1 au2) 800 K component.

2. We infer the spatial distribution of water vapor

by fitting parametric radial excitation tempera-

ture and column density profiles. These models

achieve even smaller residuals compared to the

two-temperature approximation. Thus, when pos-

sible, we recommend this kind of modeling to ac-

curately subtract water vapor emission and search

for less abundant species in mid-IR disk spectra.

3. We find that the observable cold water vapor mass

is anti-correlated with the sub-mm dust disk size,

confirming previously reported line flux correla-

tions. The hot water vapor mass is instead tenta-

tively correlated with stellar mass accretion rate,

which may set the mid-IR emitting area.

4. The water vapor excitation temperature profiles

appear to be steeper and colder than expected

for the ‘super-heated’ dust temperature above the

disk photosphere for a passive irradiated disk. The

average power law index of 0.7 is in agreement with

thermochemical model predictions.

5. The disk of AS 209 is the only one in our sample

that can be better modeled by two independent

temperature components rather than a continuous

H2O distribution. This could be due to inner disk

substructure.

6. The disk of FZ Tau exhibits a ring-like column

density radial profile, which may be explained by

its steep radial temperature gradient and high

mass accretion rate.

7. Our models indicate that the bulk of the water

vapor emits from a smaller and warmer radial re-

gion in extended disks compared to compact disks.

This difference in emitting regions is not correlated

to the mass accretion rate, and supports the icy

pebble drift hypothesis.

8. We estimate icy pebble mass fluxes from the ob-

servable cold water masses. Compact disks have

typical fluxes an order of magnitude higher than

those of extended disks. This may suggest com-

pact disks are relatively more likely to form sys-

tems of super-earths.
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APPENDIX

A. FULL SPECTRA

Figure 13 presents the full MIRI-MRS spectra and best-fit continuum models. The continuum emission in each disk

is fit following the technique described in Muñoz-Romero et al. (2024).

B. GAUSSIAN NOISE ESTIMATION

We use a Gaussian Process to estimate the amplitude of the background Normally-distributed noise in the continuum-

subtracted spectra. In particular, we model the data in each of the six wavelength regions used in our analysis using

a squared exponential covariance function k(λ) with fixed amplitude 10.0 mJy (e.g. Muñoz-Romero et al. 2024) and a

correlation length scale given by 2 × λm/R (see Table 2). We then condition this model on the data, and fit for the

variance σ2. That is, we assume any spectral features with correlation length smaller than the estimated resolving

power in each region arise due to Gaussian noise. Inevitably, this results in some real spectral features being classified

as background noise, and thus a rather conservative estimate of the flux uncertainty. Figure 14 illustrates the resulting

decomposition in the case of HP Tau. Finally, we add a constant 10.0 mJy uncertainty in quadrature to the best-fit σ,

which accounts for the typical uncertainty in the continuum baseline fit. This sum is the uncertainty used to calculate

the Gaussian log-likelihood in the Bayesian retrievals described in Section 3. The noise estimates are listed in Table 7.

Table 7. Gaussian noise

Source σ[12.0− 13.5]µm σ[13.5− 15.5]µm σ[15.5− 18.0]µm σ[18.0− 21.0]µm σ[21.0− 24.5]µm σ[24.5− 27.0]µm

(Jy) (Jy) (Jy) (Jy) (Jy) (Jy)

FZ Tau 0.026 0.031 0.044 0.035 0.033 0.035

GK Tau 0.010 0.010 0.012 0.014 0.015 0.015

HP Tau 0.010 0.010 0.011 0.013 0.015 0.014

GQ Lup 0.010 0.010 0.012 0.014 0.017 0.019

IQ Tau 0.010 0.010 0.010 0.011 0.011 0.011

AS 209 0.016 0.014 0.018 0.025 0.031 0.032

CI Tau 0.011 0.011 0.012 0.012 0.012 0.013

Note—The best-fit Gaussian noise (1σ) to each wavelength region included in this study.

C. TWO-TEMPERATURE FITS

In Figures 15-19 we present the best-fit two-temperature H2O models for the four disks not shown in Section 3,

showing the individual contributions from hot and cold water vapor.

https://doi.org/10.17909/q60w-vr09
https://doi.org/10.17909/q60w-vr09
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Figure 13. The full MIRI-MRS spectrum of each disk (black), and the corresponding continuum emission fit (magenta).

D. MODEL COMPARISON

In Figures 20-25 we present the comparison between two-temperature, power law, and tapered power law models

for the five disks not shown in Section 3.

E. COLUMN DENSITY AND EMITTING AREA CORRELATIONS

In Figure 26 we show the average column density and emitting area for hot and cold water vapor plotted against

Rdust and Ṁ . We note that neither parameter presents a statistically significant correlation with either the mass

accretion rate or sub-mm dust disk radius, so the correlations reported for the observable mass appear to arise rather

from the interplay of both parameters.
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Figure 14. Gaussian Process decomposition of the spectrum of HP Tau. The black line shows the MIRI-MRS continuum-
subtracted spectrum, the magenta line shows the conditioned squared exponential kernel, and the blue shaded region the best-fit
±1σ region. The latter includes the uncertainty associated with the continuum baseline fit.

F. EXAMPLE POSTERIOR DISTRIBUTIONS

In Figures 27, 28, and 29 we present corner plots with the posterior distributions obtained for each of the three fits

(two-temperature, power law, and tapered power law) carried out for the disk of FZ Tau.

For the two-component and power-law posterior distributions, we do not observe strong correlations. We note,

however, that often the tapered power-law posterior distributions exhibit correlations between parameters, namely

those of the tapered column density profiles. This is because multiple combinations of parameters result in almost

identical profiles (as shown in Figure 6, the column density profiles themselves are very well constrained). These



23

12.0 12.5 13.0 13.5 14.0 14.5

0.5

0.0

0.5

Fl
ux

 +
 sh

ift
 (J

y)
FZ Tau

14.5 15.0 15.5 16.0 16.5 17.0
0.5

0.0

0.5

Fl
ux

 +
 sh

ift
 (J

y)

17.0 17.5 18.0 18.5 19.0 19.5
0.5

0.0

0.5

Fl
ux

 +
 sh

ift
 (J

y)

19.5 20.0 20.5 21.0 21.5 22.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

Fl
ux

 +
 sh

ift
 (J

y)

22.0 22.5 23.0 23.5 24.0 24.5
0.4

0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

Fl
ux

 +
 sh

ift
 (J

y)

24.5 25.0 25.5 26.0 26.5 27.0
Wavelength (µm)

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

Fl
ux

 +
 sh

ift
 (J

y) Data
Total model
Cold H2O
Hot H2O

Figure 15. Same as Figure 3, for the compact disk of FZ Tau.

correlations thus do not affect the results and conclusions presented in this paper, but only the interpretability of the

some of the column density profile parameters.
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Figure 20. Same as Figure 7, for GK Tau.
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Figure 21. Same as Figure 7, for HP Tau.

Grant, S. L., van Dishoeck, E. F., Tabone, B., et al. 2023,

ApJL, 947, L6, doi: 10.3847/2041-8213/acc44b

Guerra-Alvarado, O. M., Carrasco-González, C., Maćıas,
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Figure 22. Same as Figure 7, for GQ Lup.
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Figure 23. Same as Figure 7, for IQ Tau.
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Figure 24. Same as Figure 7, for AS 209.
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Figure 25. Same as Figure 7, for CI Tau.
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Figure 26. Top: the average column density for cold (blue) and hot (orange) water vapor, extracted from the tapered column
density profiles, as a function of mass accretion rate (left) and sub-mm dust disk radius (right). Bottom: same as top panel, for
the total emitting area of hot and cold water vapor.
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Figure 27. Corner plot for the two-temperature fit to FZ Tau. Dashed lines indicate the 1σ percentiles. The 2D histogram
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Figure 29. Same as Figure 27, for the exponentially tapered power law column density fit.
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