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ABSTRACT

Early Solar System (SS) planetesimals constitute the parent bodies of most meteorites investigated
today. Nucleosynthetic isotope anomalies of bulk meteorites have revealed a dichotomy between non-
carbonaceous (NC) and carbonaceous (CC) groups. Planetesimals sampling NC and CC isotopic
signatures are conventionally thought to originate from the “dry” inner disk, and volatile-rich outer
disk, respectively, with their segregation enforced by a pressure bump close to the water-ice sublimation
line, possibly tied to Jupiter’s formation. This framework is challenged by emerging evidence that the
oldest NC planetesimals (i.e., the iron meteorites parent bodies; IMPBs) were characterized by far
higher oxidation states than previously imagined, suggesting abundant (2 few wt.%) liquid water
in their interiors prior to core differentiation. In this paper, we employ a model for a degassing
icy planetesimal (heated by 26Al decay) to map the conditions for liquid water production therein.
Our work culminates in threshold characteristic sizes for pebbles composing the said planetesimal,
under which water-ice melting occurs. Adopting a model for a disk evolving under both turbulence
and magnetohydrodynamic disk winds, and assuming pebble growth is fragmentation-limited, we self-
consistently translate the threshold pebble size to lower limits on early SS turbulence. We find that
if NC IMPBs were “wet,” their constituent pebbles must have been smaller than a few centimeters,
corresponding to typical values of the Shakura-Sunyaev «, turbulence parameter in excess of 1073.
These findings argue against a quiescent SS disk (for < 10 AU), are concordant with astronomical
constraints on protoplanetary disk turbulence, and suggest pebble accretion played a secondary role

in building our rocky planets.

1. INTRODUCTION

The formation of planetesimals via gravitational col-
lapse of concentrated dust clouds in protoplanetary disks
marks a critical transition point in planetary growth,
straddling the gap between sub-meter pebbles and full-
fledged planets thousands of kilometers in size (Youdin
& Goodman, 2005; Squire & Hopkins, 2018; Klahr &
Schreiber, 2020). Most asteroids and meteorites in-
vestigated today constitute remnants of planetesimals
from the early Solar System (SS). As such, they provide
insight into the compositions and interior evolution of
these primordial bodies, themselves reflective of prove-
nance and prevailing conditions within the nascent cir-
cumsolar disk.

The foremost of such conditions is the degree of tur-
bulence, as it indirectly determines the characteristic
Stokes number (a dimensionless measure of aerodynamic
dust-gas coupling) and size of disk pebbles. The Stokes
number in turn governs the efficiency of planetesimal for-
mation and the dominant mode of subsequent planetary
accretion (Birnstiel et al., 2012; Ormel, 2017; Batygin &

Morbidelli, 2022; Yap & Batygin, 2024). At the macro-
scopic scale, turbulence manifests as an effective viscos-
ity driving stellar accretion, and is conventionally quan-
tified by the Shakura-Sunyaev «, parameter (Shakura
& Sunyaev, 1973). In this work, we draw a connec-
tion between «, and the oxidation states of the oldest
planetesimals in the early SS. These planetesimals are
the iron meteorite parent bodies (IMPBs), inferred to
have accreted within 1 Myr after the condensation of the
first solids in the SS [i.e., the Calcium-Aluminum-rich
Inclusions (CAls) prevalent in carbonaceous chondrites]
(Kruijer et al., 2014, 2017; Hunt et al., 2018; Spitzer et
al., 2021).

Over the past two decades, nucleosynthetic isotope
anomalies in SS materials have revealed a dichotomy be-
tween non-carbonaceous (NC) and carbonaceous (CC)
groups, testifying to the heterogeneous distribution of
isotopically distinct presolar carriers in the SS disk
(Warren, 2011; Budde et al., 2016; Burkhardt et al.,
2019; Yap & Tissot, 2023). Planetesimals sampling
NC and CC isotopic signatures are thought to originate
within and beyond the water-ice sublimation line (here-
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Figure 1. Illustrations of the icy NC planetesimal in consideration at the (a) disk-, (b) planetesimal-, and (c) pebble-scale. In
(a), the planetesimal accreted beyond the ice-line now sits interior to it, such that its surface is permeable to water vapor loss.
In (b), the packing of rocky and water-ice pebbles composing the planetesimal results in macropores, the pressure within which
increases with depth. In (c), the packing of silicate and water-ice grains composing each rocky pebble results in micropores, the
pressure within which increases with proximity to the pebble center (see Section 2 & Table 1).

after denoted the “ice-line”), respectively, with the early
and prolonged (~ few Myr) separation of the two reser-
voirs typically attributed to a pressure bump just be-
yond the said line, possibly associated with Jupiter’s for-
mation (Kruijer et al., 2017; Brasser & Mojzsis, 2020).
The notion that NC planetesimals formed “dry” (i.e.,
absent of ice) has long been underpinned by the volatile-
poor nature of NC meteorites and planetary bodies (i.e.,
Earth, Mars, the Moon) relative to CC chondrites (e.g.,
Urey & Craig, 1953; Warren, 2011; Marty 2012). This
is reinforced by the higher Fe/Ni ratios observed in
NC iron meteorites relative to their CC counterparts,
thought (prima facie) to reflect the scarcity of water in
NC IMPBEs, resulting in minimal sequestration of Fe as
FeO in IMPB mantles following core segregation (Ru-
bin, 2018; Spitzer et al., 2021; Hilton et al., 2022).
While appealing for its simplicity, this framework is
challenged by emerging evidence that NC IMPBs were
characterized by oxidation states far higher than pre-
viously imagined, corresponding to > few wt.% liquid
water therein. In particular, relying on Fe/(Ni, Co)
ratios in NC and CC iron meteorites (assumed to be
chondritic in their bulk parent bodies), Grewal et al.
(2024) recently argued that NC IMPBs were only mod-
estly reduced relative to their CC counterparts (oxygen
fugacity greater than 3 log units below the Iron-Wiistite
buffer). This paradigm shift was perhaps foreshadowed
by the high oxidation state previously inferred for IVA
(NC) iron meteorites, based on their Cr elemental and
isotopic compositions (Bonnand & Halliday, 2018). It is
additionally supported, albeit indirectly, by the substan-
tial presence of highly and moderately volatile elements
(HVEs; e.g., C, N; Grewal et al., 2023; MVEs; e.g.,

S, Ge; Chabot et al., 2004; Goldstein et al., 2009) in
several NC iron meteorite groups. Moreover, absorp-
tion features indicative of hydrated/oxidized silicates
and molecular water have been observed for E- and S-
type asteroids (e.g., Rivkin et al., 1995; Busarev, 2002;
Arredondo et al., 2024), for which NC aubrites and ordi-
nary chondrites (OC) are inferred analogs, respectively.

An abundance of liquid water in the earliest NC
planetesimals lends credence to models wherein both
NC and CC planetesimals form at the forefront of an
outward-migrating or periodically shifting ice-line, the
latter reflecting variable stellar accretion (Voryobov,
2009; Lichtenberg et al., 2021). Alternatively, NC plan-
etesimals formed beyond a stagnant ice-line over long
timescales could have been scattered inwards by (proto-)
Jupiter, with excited orbital eccentricities that are sub-
sequently damped via gas drag (Adachi et al., 1976).
Motivated by a supposed need for “dry” NC planetesi-
mals, Zhang (2023) recently developed a model for ice
sublimation and vapor degassing therein. Notably, they
showed that for icy planetesimals interior to the ice-line,
and thus with surfaces permeable to water vapor, con-
stituent pebble sizes in the few-cm- to m-scale can fa-
cilitate vapor loss while keeping pore pressures below
the triple point pressure of ~6 mbar, preventing melt-
ing and instantaneous (geologically-speaking) aqueous
alteration/oxidation.

Inspired by this newfound inclination for “wet” NC
planetesimals, we employ such a model to investigate the
conditions necessary to induce, not prevent, the melting
of water ice. Our work culminates in threshold char-
acteristic pebble sizes below which liquid water would
have been present in NC IMPBs. These sizes are trans-



lated to lower limits on «,, in the early SS, which are
discussed in the context of empirical constraints on «,,
from T-Tauri disks (e.g., ALMA observations; see Sec-
tion 5.1) and how the SS planets came to be.

2. MODEL OVERVIEW:
A DEGASSING ICY PLANETESIMAL

Envision a sub-spherical planetesimal, newly-formed
beyond the ice-line and comprising both rocky and
water-ice pebbles. In the event that this icy planetesi-
mal falls inward of the ice-line (Fig. 1a), its surface will
be permeable to water vapor. As the decay of the short-
lived radionuclide 26Al (e.g., Macpherson et al., 1995;
Hevey & Sanders, 2006) proceeds, the internal temper-
ature of the planetesimal will rise until it reaches the
water triple point value of ~273 K. At this stage, de-
pending on pore gas pressures, water-ice will either melt
or sublimate. That is, energy from further decay will
be dedicated to either the latent heat of melting or that
of sublimation. We seek the region of parameter space
in which the former is the case. Here, we provide an
outline of the model adopted for the icy planetesimal,
leaving an in-depth derivation of its constituent equa-
tions to Appendix I. This model builds on that from
Zhang (2023).

2.1. Planetesimal Structure

In our model, the icy planetesimal of radius R con-
stitutes a homogeneous aggregate of rocky and water-
ice pebbles with a characteristic size (radius) a,. The
packing of these pebbles results in a macroporosity ¢as.
The rocky pebbles have a bulk density p, and them-
selves constitute a homogeneous mixture of silicate and
water-ice grains with characteristic size ay. The packing
of these grains results in a microporosity ¢.,,. Present-
day astromaterials (e.g., chondrites) serving as analogs
to the rocky pebbles have a “anhydrous” microporosity
¢x (X denoting the analog; e.g., OC), related to ¢,
by the ice-to-silicate mass ratio f at the time of plan-
etesimal formation. In the case where rocky pebbles are
devoid of ice (i.e., f ~ 0), ¢, =~ dx. Note that p, is
not equivalent to the bulk density of the assumed analog
px, which does not account for the presence of ice. In-
stead, p, is given by px (1 + f). The silicate grains have
a density ps, while water-ice pebbles and grains have a
density p;. An illustration of the icy planetesimal struc-
ture as described is given in Figs. 1b & 1c.

With the exception of R, constraints for the above
parameters are obtained through experimental efforts.
Hydrodynamic instabilities in protoplanetary disks con-
centrate pebbles in clouds that subsequently collapse
by self-gravity to form planetesimals. Theoretical crite-
ria for such collapse coupled with numerical simulations
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suggest planetesimal initial mass functions centered at
R on the order of ~100 km (Klahr & Schreiber, 2020;
Gerbig & Li, 2023), consistent with the sizes of Main
Belt asteroids inferred to have evaded over four billion
years of collisional evolution (between ~ 35 and 105
km), constituting a population of “original” planetes-
imals (Delbo et al., 2017). Here, we allow R to vary be-
tween 10 to 250 km, covering the range of radii inferred
from IMPBs from iron meteorite/core cooling rates (Qin
et al., 2008; see Section 3.2). The characteristic peb-
ble size a, is treated as either a free parameter or model
output. The characteristic grain size ag4, unless stated
otherwise, takes on a fiducial value of ~100 nm, as de-
termined for matrix grains in the C2 ungrouped chon-
drite Acfer 094 (Bland et al., 2009). Regarding ¢as,
we note that random close packing of equal-sized spher-
ical particles results in a minimum porosity of ~0.36
(e.g., Scott & Kilgour, 1969). The constituent pebbles
of a planetesimal are, of course, neither perfectly spher-
ical nor defined by a single size. Variations in pebble
shape and/or size facilitate lower porosities, owing re-
spectively to a greater number of rotational degrees of
freedom in packing and the filling of interstitial spaces
between larger pebbles that would otherwise be voids
(e.g., Donev et al., 2004; Zhang et al., 2006). We let
¢ range between ~ 0.2 and 0.4.

The bulk, rocky pebble density p,, silicate grain den-
sity ps, and present-day microporosity 1 are depen-
dent on the assumed analog material. In this work,
we explore two endmember analogs: (i) OC and (ii)
high-porosity (i.e., low thermal inertia) B-type asteroid
Bennu surface rocks investigated in situ by the OSIRIS-
REx spacecraft that do not appear to be represented
in the present meteoritic record, likely being too friable
to survive atmospheric entry (Rozitis et al., 2020). For
OC (mean of H, L, and LL falls), poc and ps are ~3300
and 3600 kg/m?, respectively, with ¢oc ~0.07 (Consol-
magno et al., 2008). For Bennu surface rocks (hence-
forth denoted “BA” for Bennu Analog), we take the av-
erage bulk and grain densities of CI and CM chondrites
(lowest densities of all CC groups), yielding pcr/cnr and
ps of ~ 1900 and 2700 kg/m3. respectively. We assume
¢pa ~0.45 for BA. The water-ice pebble/grain density
pi ~ 1000 kg/m3. At the pebble-scale, f is limited by
Ps, pi and ¢x (see Appendix I). For simplicity, we set
f to half its maximal value (anti-correlated with ¢x),
such that ¢,, for the OC analog and BA are ~ 0.04
and 0.23, respectively (i.e., ¢x/2). Accordingly, p, [re-
call ~ px(1+ f)] for OC and BA are ~ 3368 and 2190
kg/m3. Table 1 summarizes the viable ranges and/or
fiducial values for the structural parameters discussed.
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Figure 2. Plots of pressure at the centermost point in
the planetesimal P, . as a function of characteristic peb-
ble radius a, for different (a) macroporosities ¢ and (b)
grain radii ag. Here, we assume R ~ 100km, ¢y ~ 0 Myr,
Pp ~ 107" bar, and OC as pebble analogs. For a given choice
of ¢ and ag, there are two threshold a, at which Pp, . ex-
ceeds the water triple point pressure of ~ 6mbar, correspond-
ing to two regimes in the model. The relevant threshold in
the context of planetesimal formation is the smaller of the
two (see Section 3.1 for discussion).

2.2. Degassing Driven by Pore Pressures

The vapor production rate within the icy planetesimal
(per unit mass) is a function of its formation time t;
following the condensation of CAls, serving as a proxy
for 26Al activity. Vapor loss from the rocky pebbles
constituting the planetesimal is driven by the pressure
gradient between micro- and macro-pores (i.e., pore
spaces within and between them). In turn, the pres-
sure gradient between macropores and the planetesi-
mal surface drives vapor loss to the protoplanetary disk
(Zhang, 2023). The micropore pressure P, required to
balance vapor production in a rocky pebble at ~273
K depends on the macropore pressure Py, itself de-
pendent (albeit insignificantly; see Section 3) on the

disk/surface pressure Pp. The key parameter that re-
lates P, to Py is the micro-permeability k,,, dependent
on the pebble-scale structural parameters (i.e., a; &
¢m). Likewise, the macro-permeability ks, dependent
on the planetesimal-scale structural parameters (i.e., a,
& énr), relate Py to Pp. These permeabilities may be
thought of as the effective cross-sectional area of the two
“conduits” between micropore, macropore, and disk.

The expression for P, at some radial distance r,,, from
the center of a pebble, itself at a radial distance rp;
from the center of the planetesimal, takes the form of
a quadratic (see Appendix I). The highest P, is re-
alized at the heart of the rocky pebble sitting at the
center of the planetesimal (i.e., r,, ~ rpr ~ 0). As such,
the threshold for water-ice melting, however expressed,
is determined with reference to P,, at that point, de-
noted P,, .. Having defined the two permeabilities, we
can evaluate the P, . required to balance vapor produc-
tion. In particular, if P, . exceeds the water triple point
pressure of ~ 6 mbar, melting occurs.

2.3. Underlying Model Assumptions

Before implementing our model just described, it is
proper to consider caveats concerning its simplifying as-
sumptions, which mark fertile ground for future devel-
opments. The first and foremost of these assumptions is
that liquid water was the principal cause for high oxida-
tion states in NC IMPBs. Occam’s razor certainly sug-
gests so, given that water has long been recognized as
the primary oxidizing agent in early planetesimals (e.g.,
Ciesla & Cuzzi, 2006; Grossman et al., 2012). Moreover,
in the sole presence of water ice and/or vapor, alter-
ation rates are expected to be negligibly small (Zhang,
2023). This is supported, for instance, by the preserva-
tion of abundant presolar silicate grains in volatile rich
comets (e.g., 81P/Wild 2; Floss et al., 2013; Nguyen
et al., 2023). In the event that oxidation is rapidly
induced by water vapor, it would conceivably be con-
fined to thin veneers that shield the bulk silicate ma-
terial from further oxidation. The formation of such
veneers has been investigated, and evidenced, in exper-
iments of iron/alloy oxidation with water vapor, albeit
at pressures and temperatures much higher than those
relevant to our model (Fry et al., 2002; Bertrand et
al., 2010; Yuan et al., 2013). While we proceed with
our assumption, we stress that vapor-rock interactions
should be explored in greater detail, and considered in
future works. In addition to water (as either liquid or
vapor), there exists alternative, and not mutually ex-
clusive, explanations for oxidized material in the early
SS. Notably, Ebel & Grossman (2000) showed that equi-
librium between gas and condensates under significant



Table 1: Planetesimal model parameters discussed in main text.

Parameter Symbol Viable Range Fiducial Value
Planetesimal radius R 10 to 250 km 100 km
Time of formation ty 0 to 2 Myr 0.5 Myr
Characteristic pebble radius ap, Free parameter or model output
Characteristic grain radius ag 0.01 to 10 um 0.1 um
Macroporosity O M 0.20 to 0.40 0.30
Microporosity (early SS) Om ~0.04 (OC); ~0.23 (BA)
Microporosity (today; analog X) 0x 0.07 (OC), 0.45 (BA)
Pebble ice-to-silicate mass ratio f Half of maximum value (see Appendix I)
Rocky pebble density Py ~3300 (OC); ~1900 (BA) kg/m ’
Silicate grain density Ds ~3600 (OC); ~2700 (BA) kg/m ’
Water-ice pebble/grain density pi 1000 kg/m ’
Macropermeability Ky Function of a, and ¢ y
Micropermeability Km Function of a, and ¢ ,,
Surface/Disk pressure Py <107 bar ~10"" bar
Macropore pressure Py Function of P p and macro-structural params.
Micropore pressure P, Function of P y; and micro-structural params.

Bolded are "structural parameters."

dust enrichment can endow the latter with oxidation
states in excess of that inferred for IMPBs. More re-
cently, Charnoz et al. (2024) suggested that in the case
of either rapid (< 1 year) or low pressure (< 1075 bar)
kinetic condensation, appreciable production of oxidized
species can occur.

An important yet subtle assumption of our model is
that the NC IMPB moves inward of the ice-line (render-
ing its surface permeable to water vapor) before its in-
terior pressure and temperature reach the phase bound-
ary between solid and gas, at which point sublimation
takes place. An expansion of our present work could (or
should) consider the possibility of delayed transport to
within the ice-line, and the implications on planetesimal
structure and interior evolution resulting therewith.

Regarding structure, two central assumptions deserve
mention: the negligence of (i) distributions in pebble
size and shape, hinted above, and (ii) compaction ac-
companying sublimation (i.e., creation of void space).
The former assumption is necessitated by uncertainty in
the said distributions. This uncertainty is, nonetheless,
captured in the range of (characteristic) pebble/grain
sizes and macro-/microporosities explored, and in treat-
ing size and porosity as independent parameters (while
they are related, note that two agglomerates with differ-
ent monomodal particle sizes can have the same porosity
on sufficiently large spatial scales, despite no variations
in particle shape). Moving on to (ii), we note that re-
structuring can be confidently neglected so long as the
planetesimal is rock/silicate-dominated. At the plan-
etesimal scale, unless the planetesimal comprises abun-
dant pebbles of ~ pure water-ice, void space generated

by sublimation is negligible. Indeed, Zhang (2023) (on
whose work our planetesimal model is based) did not
consider such pebbles in the first place. As detailed
in the Appendix, the model simply assumes that most
of the energy produced via 26Al decay is dedicated to
ice sublimation. This ice can reside wholly in micro-
pores. If water-ice pebbles were abundant, it can be
safely assumed that the planetesimal will shrink over
time (i.e., shortening the “macro-conduit”; see Section
3), though it is unclear how/if the macroporosity would
change. Compaction (i.e., decrease in macroporosity)
over time would lead to a need for higher macropore
pressures to drive vapor out. At the same time, the de-
crease in vapor production rate (i.e., 26Al activity) and
planetesimal radius would decrease required macropore
pressures. Future work exploring cases with abundant
water-ice pebbles could, for instance, invoke a layered
planetesimal structure, where macroporosity is a func-
tion of both depth and time.

As with the planetesimal scale, at the pebble scale, re-
structuring is insignificant unless rocky pebbles comprise
substantial water-ice grains. In modeling the formation
and interior evolution of icy planetesimals, Lichtenberg
et al. (2021) assumed an ice-rock ratio of unity. It is
worthwhile to compare this value to the minimum ice-
rock ratio (i.e., solely ice in micropores) for our model
planetesimal. Assuming fiducial values for our icy plan-
etesimal listed in Table 1, and rocky pebbles akin to
BA, its minimum ice-rock ratio (i.e., solely ice in mi-
cropores) is calculated to be ¢m,pi/(1 — dx)ps =~ 0.15.
If all micropores were filled with ice (not half as as-
sumed), this value comes out to be ~ 0.30 (see finqz In
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Appendix), a factor of a few less than unity. Of course,
the ice-rock ratio can be increased by invoking a more
microporous analog for the rocky pebbles, representing
a precursor to observed astromaterials today. We note
that the pebble-scale ice-rock ratio plays only a marginal
role in our results, so long as pebble sizes do not change
appreciably (and rapidly, since vapor production dimin-
ishes over time; see above) with sublimation. As dis-
cussed below in Section 3, in the regime relevant for
planetesimal formation, the gradient in macropore (not
micropore) pressure is key.

While the pursuit of developments aimed at relaxing
the above assumptions are worthwhile, we do not foresee
them altering our first-order conclusions dramatically
(see Section 4).

3. THRESHOLD PEBBLE RADIUS FOR MELTING

Having identified a lithological analog for the peb-
bles constituting the planetesimal, we are left with three
structural parameters to explore: (i) the characteristic
pebble radius ap, (ii) the macroporosity ¢r, and (iii)
the surface pressure Pp. Given a disk model, the latter
is a proxy for heliocentric distance. In the disk region of
interest (close to the ice-line; >1 AU), Pp ~ 10~* bar in
a standard viscous disk model, and we adopt this as its
fiducial value. Accordingly, Pp bears an insignificant in-
fluence on Py, . (the planetesimal surface is effectively a
vacuum). Here, we investigate the relationship between
P, ¢, ap, and ¢y, showing how a threshold (maximum)
ap for melting of water-ice emerges as a meaningful value
to pursue (Section 3.1). We proceed to find the thresh-
old a, as a function of t; and R (Section 3.2).

3.1. Interplay between Structural Parameters

While it is reasonable to assume a characteristic grain
size agy on the order of 100 nm regardless of the pebble
analog chosen (OC or BA), varying a, illuminates an in-
teresting regime of model behavior. In Fig. 2, we plot
P,, . as a function of a, for (a) a range of ¢ (15 to
40%) and (b) a range of ag4 (0.01 to 10 pm). We assume
pebbles of OC composition, B ~100 km, and ¢ty ~ 0.
The leading order feature of both plots is the concave
form of P, ., outlining a limited range of pebble radii a,
within which no melting of water-ice occurs. The min-
imum in P, ., given ¢y in Fig. 2a or a4 in Fig. 2b,
constitutes a boundary between two regimes. To its left
(i.e., towards smaller a,), the macropore pressure Py
(at rpr ~ 0) dominates P, . as the distance between
micropores at the pebble center and the pebble surface
is negligible. In other words, the “micro-conduit” with
permeability x,, is short, such that P, . >~ Py. As a,
decreases, the Py; required to drive degassing at a rate

comparable to that of vapor production increases (since
the macropermeability ;s decreases). This proceeds
until the triple point pressure is reached. To the right
of the P, . minimum (i.e., towards larger a,), the peb-
ble acts as a long “micro-conduit.” In this case, Py, . is
largely set by the need to drive vapor out of the pebble
to the macropores. As a,, increases, the P, . required to
accomplish this increases until the triple point pressure
is reached.

Knowledge of these two regimes allows us to under-
stand the trends observed in P,, . with changes in ¢/
and a4. For Fig. 2a, as ¢y enters into the calculation of
ks (i.e., the permeability of the dominating “conduit”
at small ay,), its variance primarily affects the point at
which melting occurs to the left of the P, . minimum.
As ¢y increases, a, must decrease to yield the same
kar- Accordingly, the point at which Py ~ P, . ~ 6
mbar shifts to smaller a,. Increasing ¢as by a factor
of a few, from ~ 15 to 40%, leads to a decrease in the
threshold a, by an order of magnitude, from ~ 15 to
1 cm. For Fig. 2b, a4 enters into the calculation of
Km(i.e., the permeability of the dominating “conduit”
at large a,), such that its variance affects the point at
which melting occurs to the right of the P, . minimum.
As a4 increases, the point at which P, . ~ 6mbar > Py
is obtained for a greater length of the “micro-conduit”
ap. In particular, 2 an order of magnitude increase in
the threshold a, accompanies the increase in a, by three
order of magnitude, from ~ 0.01 to 10 um.

In planetesimals, the relevant/meaningful threshold
ap, at which water-ice melting occurs is the smaller of
the two, to the left of the P, . minimum and in the cm-
to ~ 1 dm-scale. Indeed, both astronomical observations
(e.g., Testi et la., 2003; Ricci et al., 2010; Birnstiel, 2023
& references therein) and dust coagulation models (e.g.,
Birnstiel et al., 2012; Batygin & Morbidelli, 2022; Yap &
Batygin, 2024) infer an abundance of mm- to cm-sized
pebbles in protoplanetary disks. Moreover, bearing in
mind the eminent “meter-size barrier” to pebble growth
from radial drift (Weidenschilling & Cuzzi, 1993; Blum
& Wurm, 2008), it is improbable that pebbles larger
than several decimeters characterize the size distribu-
tion in any disk region. Moving forward, we denote the
threshold (i.e., maximum) characteristic pebble radius
for the presence of liquid water in the planetesimal in-
terior as ay tp.

3.2. Probing Parameter Space

Having established the existence of a melting thresh-
old ap ¢p, we now account for its dependence on (i) plan-
etesimal radius R, (ii) pebble microporosity ¢, (repre-
senting the analog chosen), and (iii) post-CAI formation
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(a) OC and (b) BA as pebble analogs. As is clear, a,, decreases with increasing formation time ¢y, macroporosity ¢as, and
microporosity ¢, but increases with R. Points corresponding to R ~ 50 km and ¢y ~ 0.5 Myr are designated with a blue

marker (see Section 3.2 for discussion).

time ¢, a proxy for the 26Al activity in the planetesi-
mal’s silicates. The activity directly relates to the vapor
production rate, assuming all energy derived from decay
is expended on ice sublimation (see Appendix I). In
Fig. 3, we plot ap ¢ as a function of R assuming (a) OC
and (b) BA pebbles, each for two ¢ (20 and 40%) and
ty spanning the 2 Myr following CAI condensation. The
trends observed with changes in R, ¢, and t; are easily
understood given the intuition developed in the previ-
ous section. Starting with the former, as R (i.e., the
“macro-conduit” length) increases, the cumulative pres-
sure change in going from planetesimal surface to center
increases, requiring larger pebbles to keep the planetesi-
mal “dry.” An increase in ¢,, corresponds to a decrease
in the pressure gradient between macro- and micropores.
This places a greater burden on the “macro-conduit”
to generate the difference between P, . and Pp. This
difference increases with decreasing a,. Note that this
effect is insignificant, as expected for the low-a, regime
wherein Py, . ~ Py (see Section 2.2). Finally, the later
a planetesimal with a given macropermeability xy; and
radius R forms, the smaller its vapor production rate,
and the smaller the pressure gradient required to drive
degassing. This means a, (and thus ks for a set ¢ar)
must decrease to induce melting, and so a, 5, is lower.
At this stage, it behooves us to consider the values of R
and t applicable to NC IMPBs. Metallographic cooling
rates of NC iron meteorites (i.e., IVA, IIIE, ITAB, IITIAB,
and IIC groups) suggests their parent bodies ranged in
size from R ~ 10 to > 200 km (Qin et al., 2008; Gold-

stein et al., 2009). A fiducial R ~ 50 to 100 km is thus
reasonable to assume. Regarding ¢y, Hf-W core forma-
tion model ages of NC IMPBs range between ~ 1 to
3 Myr after CAIs (e.g., Spitzer et al., 2021; Hellmann
et al., 2024). Using these ages as an anchor, thermal
models assuming 26 Al decay prompted planetesimal dif-
ferentiation constrain the accretion time of NC (and CC)
IMPBs to < 1 Myr. Assuming R ~ 50 km and ¢y ~ 0.5
Myr (Fig. 3), we obtain a, ), between a few mm to cm
across the range of ¢pr. For R 2 100 km, this range is
shifted up by a factor of a few.

4. CONSTRAINTS ON DISK TURBULENCE
4.1. From planetesimal to disk model

Threshold (maximal) characteristic pebble radii ap
for melting water-ice in the planetesimal interior can be
translated to lower limits on disk turbulence, the typical
range for which is 107 < «a,, < 1072 (e.g., Armitage,
2020; Rosotti et al., 2023). This connection derives from
the assumption that hit-and-stick pebble growth in disks
is limited by collisional fragmentation, due to relative
velocities arising from either turbulent motion or radial
drift (Ormel & Cuzzi, 2007; Birnstiel et al., 2012; Baty-
gin & Morbidelli, 2022; Yap & Batygin, 2024). Relative
drift velocities relate to turbulence as it facilitates an-
gular momentum redistribution in the disk, driving the
accretionary flow of gas and dust. The larger pebbles
grow (i.e., the larger their Stokes numbers, St, grow),
the greater their (turbulent and drift) velocity dispersion
and collisional velocities. As such, depending on loca-
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tion in the disk and pebble composition (rock and ice dif-
fer in tensile strength, and thus fragmentation threshold
velocities), a characteristic radius/St is reached at which
fragmentation and growth are at quasi-equilibrium. As
planetesimals originate from pebble clouds, this charac-
teristic radius is roughly equivalent to that in the icy
planetesimal a,. Indeed, steaming instabilities (or more
generally, resonant drag instabilities) thought to form
pebble clouds tend to do so with the largest pebbles in
the disk locality (Youdin & Goodman, 2005; Squire &
Hopkins, 2018). Greater o, translates to greater colli-
sional velocities for a given distribution of pebble St, in
turn leading to smaller a, and ultimately higher pres-
sures in the planetesimal. An important assumption
worth noting here is that disk pebbles do not grow sub-
stantially within clouds before their collapse (if they do,
the threshold «, obtained for the onset of melting re-
mains a lower limit — pebbles need to be even smaller
before partaking in gravito-hydrodynamic instabilities).
The conversion of ap 1, to a threshold (minimum) tur-
bulence parameter «, ¢, requires a disk model, with
which we can position ourselves close to the ice-line and
calculate St. Here, we provide a brief overview of such a
model, and defer the reader to Appendix II for a more
detailed explanation thereof (for an comprehensive de-
scription of the model, see Yap & Batygin, 2024). The
model adopted features a steady-state disk whose accre-
tion is driven by turbulence and magnetohydrodynamic
(MHD) disk winds (Tabone et al., 2022), and is built
upon a well-established framework that self-consistently
relates the disk surface density to its midplane temper-
ature, macroscopic viscosity, etc. (Shakura & Sunyaev,
1973; Lynden-Bell & Pringle, 1974; Armitage, 2020).
The region of interest is assumed to be sufficiently far
within the characteristic outer radius of the disk such
that stellar irradiation contributes negligibly to the mid-
plane temperature (e.g., Chambers, 2009). Accordingly,
we assume heating is derived from viscous shear alone.
Barring constants that define the physical dimensions
of the disk (e.g., the total disk mass), two free param-
eters specify the significance of turbulence in regulat-
ing pebble-to-planetary growth. The first of these is &,
quantifying the total torque on the disk and constitut-
ing a sum of «, and an analogous parameter apy for

MHD winds:
a=ao,+apw. (1)

To specify the relative strength between turbulence and
winds, we have 1, defined by the ratio of apw to a,:

zD:aDW/oz”. (2)

As such, low and high 1 correspond to turbulence and
wind dominance, respectively. Having specified & and
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Figure 4. Flowchart displaying the procedure for comput-
ing the threshold turbulence parameter «, :p, involving an
iterative process seeking to minimize the deviation between
the threshold Stokes number St (from ap :n) and the char-
acteristic Stokes number of disk pebbles limited by fragmen-
tation, independent of the planetesimal model (see Section
4.2 for details).

P, ay, is given by
oy = &/(1+). (3)

With a disk model established, ay :;, as obtained via
the planetesimal model can be converted to a threshold
St, denoted Sty assuming the proper drag regime (at ~
the ice-line; defined by T' ~ 170K). In the ensuing anal-
ysis, it was affirmed a posteriori that the Epstein drag
regime is applicable given the fiducial values adopted
in both the planetesimal and disk models. This regime
is valid so long as app S 9\ rp/4, where A, pp is the
mean free path of (predominantly Hs) gas molecules.
The St thus obtained cannot be converted directly to
Qu th, a8 (1) there are two fragmentation barriers to peb-
ble growth (see above), and it is unclear which is domi-
nant a priori, and (ii) the relationship between «,, and
St for fragmentation due to relative drift velocities is
not analytically solved, involving as it does a quartic
equation (see Appendix II).

4.2. From disk model alone



Independent of the planetesimal model, the character-
istic St of pebbles is defined at any given region in the
disk through the competition between turbulent and rel-
ative drift fragmentation. These two barriers each set a
maximal St attainable by pebble undergoing collisional
growth, the smaller of which constitutes the character-
istic St, henceforth denoted Stg;sx. Put simply, pebble
growth starting at the micron-scale is halted by the first
fragmentation barrier it encounters. Underlying this
framework is the assumption that growth operates at a
sufficiently high efficiency such that most pebbles have
St ~ Stgisk. The maximal St values are denoted Sty
and Stgf, respectively, and so

Staisk = min[Sttf, Stdf}. (4)

As with details of the disk model, the equations relat-
ing oy, to Sty and Sty are provided in Appendix II.
A key parameter in these equations is the fragmenta-
tion threshold velocity of icy grains vy ;ce, for which we
adopt either 5 or 10 m/s, larger than that typically as-
sumed for pure rock v o >~ 1m/s (e.g., Armitage,
2020; Yap & Batygin, 2024). Recent laboratory exper-
iments suggests at low disk temperatures (T' < 150K),
icy pebbles have no advantage over their silicate coun-
terparts interior to the ice-line in tensile strength (e.g.,
Gundlach et al., 2018; Musiolik & Wurm, 2019). As
such, it is conceivable that vy ;.. peaks close to the ice-
line before decaying to a value akin to vy rock farther out
(Yap & Batygin, 2024). As the NC planetesimal under
consideration is envisioned to form at or just beyond
the ice-line, it is safe to assume vf,ce > 1 m/s. Owing
to the difference in density between the pebble analogs
OC and BA, they ought to be characterized by different
v¢. Moreover, vy in general depends on pebble size and
temperature (e.g., Benz & Asphaug, 1999; Leinhardt &
Stewart, 2009; Gundlach et al., 2018). These caveats
are omitted for simplicity.

4.3. Linking aptn to o n

Armed with a “planetesimal-constrained” St;;, and a
“disk-constrained” Stg;sx, we can proceed to convert
ap.+h t0 oy ¢p. To do so, and having specified v, we vary
a, to seek the value that yields the minimum deviation
between Sty, and Stg;sr at the ice-line. Expressed dif-
ferently, oy, +n, is that which yields most self-consistency
(Styn, = Staisk) when our planetesimal and disk models
are coupled. In this way, St acts as a bridge between
models, yielding «, ;5 by way of numerical brute force
computation. In Fig. 4, we present a flowchart of the
procedure as described.

4.3.1. Turbulence-dominated disk

9

Assuming a turbulence dominated disk (i.e., ¥ ~ 0,
oy, >~ &), we depict in Fig. 5 how «, 4, varies as a func-
tion of R and ¢y, for (a,c) OC and (b,d) BA pebbles,
Vfice ~ 5 (a,b) and 10 (c,d) m/s, and ¢ty ~ 0.5 Myr.
Radii of NC IMPBs inferred from Qin et al. (2008)
are marked in Fig. 5a for reference. Several key ob-
servations can readily be made. First, in going from
OC to BA pebbles (i.e., in increasing the microporos-
ity ¢m), autn values increase across parameter space,
in accord with the decrease in ap, observed in Fig.
3. Essentially, increased turbulence is required to yield
smaller pebbles as the pressure increase in going from
macro- to micropores becomes negligible. Comparing
upper and lower panels, an increase in vy ;.. also leads
to an increase in oy, ¢p, as greater turbulence is required
to fragment pebbles of a given size (i.e., ap ). For a
planetesimal of R ~ 100 km and ¢ns =~ 30%, oy is
> 1073, suggesting the early SS could not have been
quiescent (i.e., a,, ~ 10~*) for water-ice to have melted
in NC IMPBs. Even in the lower right corner of Fig.
5a, at the minimum of the o, 4, range produced, o, +p
is ~ 3x10~%. Recall that ou, ¢, corresponds to the onset
of melting, at the centermost point in the planetesimal.
Disregarding the possibility that a minuscule amount of
liquid water could have led to additional melting (e.g.
via hydrothermal circulation), for several wt.% liquid
water to have been present (Grewal et al., 2024), «,,
must be > a,¢,. The recognition of a, ;, as a lower
limit is also motivated by the potential for (i) pebble
growth in clouds (see Section 4.1 above), and (ii) a less
massive disk than presently assumed during the early
stage of SS formation when IMPBs formed (Lichten-
berg et al., 2021). A smaller disk mass corresponds to
a smaller surface density and cooler disk, which calls
for higher «,, to produce pebbles < the threshold size
aptn- In each raster, a, 4, contours “flatten” towards
high R, suggesting the formation of larger planetesimals
does not alleviate the need for substantial turbulence.

4.3.2. Inclusion of MHD winds

In exploring the behavior of oy, with respect to
the structural parameters R and ¢ in the turbulence-
dominated disk, we have obtained a sense of how large
a, must be to generate pebbles small enough for melt-
ing to occur (i.e., ~ 1073). Here, we extend our analysis
to disks evolving under MHD winds as well. In particu-
lar, we first compute «, ) across & — parameter space
(once again at the ice-line), bearing in mind each & and
1 pair corresponds to a different disk. We then compare
those ¢, values to the “true” «, of their respective
disks, as calculated with Eq. 3. The region of param-
eter space wherein «,, > a4 is that in which liquid
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Figure 5. Rasters of the threshold turbulence parameter o, :, as a function of planetesimal radius R and macroporosity ¢nr
for OC and BA pebbles, two different fragmentation threshold velocities vy ;ce, and ty ~ 0.5 Myr after CAls. Red vertical lines
in Fig. 2a correspond to inferred radii of NC IMPBs based on metallographic cooling rates of their respective iron meteorites
groups (e.g., IVA) from Qin et al. (2008) (see Section 4.3.1 for discussion).

water would be produced in the planetesimal interior.
For this analysis, we assume R ~ 100 km, t; ~ 0.5 Myr,
o =~ 30%, and v e > 5 m/s. Along with the fiducial
values established for other structural parameters (see
Table 1), these specifications yields a,:n >~ 2.2 and 1.5
cm for OC and BA pebbles, respectively.

It is worthwhile to note that a, ¢, in our model is a
function of ¥ but not &. This is due to the fact that &
does not enter into X(r), and thus T'(r), for our steady-
state disks, such that it bears no influence on the con-
version between a, ., and Sty,, nor the calculation of
Stgisk for any trial «, (see Fig. 4 and Appendix).
Indeed, the utility of & is realized only when the evolu-
tion (i.e., decay) of ¥ with time is considered, in which

case & sets the rate thereof (Tabone et al., 2022; Yap &
Batygin, 2024). While the average relative drift velocity
between two pebbles of given sizes depends intrinsically
on & [= a,(14%)], which drives the accretionary flow, it
is v, that is varied to find «, 1. Thus, for pebble growth
limited by relative drift fragmentation, the question un-
derpinning our analysis is: Given v, what o, yields the
& that sets the characteristic pebble radius at the ice-line
to ap+n ? As it turns out, for both OC and BA pebbles,
we find that turbulent fragmentation sets a, ~ ap
across parameter space. That is, Staisr >~ Stey.

Results from our analysis are depicted in Fig. 6. The
key takeaway, as may be intuited from Fig. 5, is that
a,, must be > 1072 for melting to occur. For disks that
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are relatively quiescent, meaning those wind-dominated
(high ) and slow-evolving (low &), «,, is simply too low
to yield pebble radii < ap . Conversely, disks occupy-
ing the upper left corner have ~ an order of magnitude
greater than what is required to produce pebbles of radii
~ ay, . For OC pebbles (Fig. 6a), Sty (~ Stg;sk) and
ou, ¢, Sit tightly at o~ 1.65x 1072 and ~ 107396 across pa-
rameter space, respectively, with the former (latter) in-
creasing (decreasing) negligibly from low to high . For
BA pebbles (Fig. 6b), Sty and ay, 4, are ~ 8.47 x 1073
and ~ 107277, respectively, trending with ¢ in the same
way as for OC pebbles. To summarize, for NC IMPBs to
have been “wet,” the (very; < 1 Myr post-CAls) early
SS must have been considerably turbulent around the
ice-line, safely within 10 AU.

To complement Fig. 6, we provide a schematic of our
search for a, s, given a, 4, and ¢, in Fig. 7. As is ex-
pected with viscous heating, an increase in «, leads to
that in overall disk temperatures, pushing the ice-line
to greater heliocentric distances. The maximal helio-
centric distance in the parameter space explored is ob-
tained for a turbulence-dominated disk (¢ << 1) with
a, ~ 1072, in which the ice-line sits at ~ 10 AU. That
said, given that proto-Jupiter formed at the ice-line close
to its present-day location at ~ 5.2 AU (e.g., Raymond
et al., 2009; Izidoro et al., 2014), disks characterized
by «, at the upper end of the range considered (i.e.,
~ 1072) appear to have ice-lines that are too far from
the Sun. While it is tempting to suggests that «,, is thus
well constrained to be just in excess of 1073, it is impor-
tant to keep in mind that our disk model is not anchored

to CAI formation (the conventional SS time zero), nor
are its assumed parameters (e.g., initial disk mass; see
Appendix) undoubtedly representative of the early SS.
Stated differently, 3(r) for our disks does not necessar-
ily correspond to a post-CAI time of ¢y ~ 0.5 Myr, as
assumed for NC IMPBs in our analysis. Inward drift of
the ice-line accompanies the decay in ¥ over time. As
such, if the X(r) profiles adopted reflect a pre-CAI disk,
an ice-line close to ~ 5 AU by ty ~ 0.5 Myr may be
conceivable despite high «,, (note that a decrease in
ultimately leads to an increase in oy, ¢, for a given a, in;
see equations for St(a,) and St;s in the Appendix).
We emphasize that these complications/degeneracies do
not influence the first-order result of our work: the early
SS could not have been quiescent (a,, < few times 10~%)
if liquid water was abundant in the oldest NC planetes-
imals (see also Fig. 5).

5. DISCUSSION
5.1. Comparison to empirical constraints on turbulence

Our estimates for a,, in the early SS derive from a
confluence of meteoritics, fluid dynamics, and disk the-
ory. Here, we consider how these estimates fare with
empirical constraints on turbulence from telescopic in-
vestigations of protoplanetary disks, primarily through
ALMA (see Rosotti, 2023 for a review). Such investiga-
tions may be categorized broadly into two groups: those
measuring turbulence “directly” via turbulent broaden-
ing of spectral lines, typically in the infrared (IR) or
sub-mm (e.g., Carr et al., 2004; Flaherty et al., 2020),
and those that do so “indirectly” by assessing the phys-
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ical consequences of turbulence, such as the scale height
of the dust sub-disk (e.g., Villenave et al., 2020) and
the rate of viscous spreading from angular momentum
redistribution (e.g., Trapman et al., 2020). Excluding
direct detection in the IR, which probes «, at small he-
liocentric distances (r ~ 0.1 AU), all methods do so at r
in the tens to hundreds of AU. As such, no direct com-
parison can be made to our estimates for a,, around the
ice-line (typically 2 < r < 10 AU; e.g., Yap & Batygin,
2024). It remains worthwhile, nonetheless, to gauge the
range of o, measured so as to evaluate the soundness of
our results, as least to first order.

The characteristic velocity scale for turbulent eddies,
assuming the turnover frequency of the largest eddies is
comparable to the Keplerian orbital frequency, is given
by /oy, times the isothermal sound speed ¢, (e.g., Sen-
gupta et al., 2024). Observations of IR line broaden-

ing indicate turbulent velocities comparable to ¢, at the
disk inner edge, corresponding to «,, > 10~2. Such high
values are consistent with expectations of high ioniza-
tion in proximity to the star, and especially at upper
disk layers, where ideal MHD can be achieved (e.g., Ar-
mitage, 2020). Far from the star, analyses of sub-mm
line broadening and indirect methods yield an array of
a, values suggestive of disk diversity, ranging between
10=* to 1072, Sub-mm observations yield o, values to-
wards the upper end of this range, though results are far
from clustered. For instance, using CO and DCOT as
tracers, Flaherty et al. (2017) obtained an upper limit
of a,, ~ 2.5 x 1073 for HD163296. This limit is ~ an
order of magnitude smaller than the «, measured for
DM Tau using CO alone, at ~ 6.3 x 1072 (Flaherty et
al., 2020).

Indirect methods have been more extensively applied,
and yield «, values at the lower end of the said range.
The most prevalent of such methods involves the mea-
surement of the degree of dust settling (i.e., its vertical
extent). It is well established that pebbles settle into a
solid sub-disk about the disk midplane, the scale height
of which (denoted hg) depends on their St, setting the
extent to which turbulent diffusion can compete against
gravitational settling. The expression for hy takes the
form (Dubrulle et al., 1995)

(e 5

h o,

where h is the hydrostatic scale height of the disk gas.
Measurements of hg/h from ALMA’s Disk Substruc-
tures at High Angular Resolution Project (DSHARP)
yield values of «, /St ranging between few times 1072
to few times 0.1. (Dullemond et al., 2018; Rosotti et al.,
2020). Assuming St ~ 1072 to 0.1 (and bearing in mind
this source of degeneracy), a,, is centered around 1073.
Other indirect methods (see Table 3 in Rosotti, 2023)
typically yield o, < 1073,

Our region of interest for NC IMPBs is bracketed by
disk domains probed with astronomy. With a, > 1072
measured close to the star, and a,, < 1073 measured
far from it, respectively, telescopic investigations at
the population level are concordant with our estimated
lower limit of «,, > 1073 for the early SS.

~

5.2. Implications for terrestrial planetary accretion

Planetesimals, having formed, can proceed to grow
by either (i) mutual collisions aided by gravitational
focusing (e.g., Safronov, 1972; Greenberg et al., 1978;
Kokubo & Ida, 1998) or (ii) pebble accretion (e.g.,
Ormel & Klahr, 2010; Lambrechts & Johansen, 2012).
The dominant mechanism depends largely on the effi-
ciency of the latter, itself dependent on the scale height



of the dust sub-disk from above (Eq. 5; Ormel, 2017).
Pebbles with low St are tightly coupled to the gas, and
so remain vertically dispersed about the midplane. In
this case, pebble accretion operates in the so-called “3D”
regime. Conversely, pebbles with high St settle readily
towards the midplane, allowing planetesimals to partake
in the more efficient “2D” regime. For a given St, it is
clear that higher a,, leads to a greater inclination for 3D
pebble accretion.

Recently, Yap & Batygin (2024) argued that pebble
accretion can only dominate rocky planet growth within
the ice-line in extremely quiescent disks (a, ~ 1079),
that is, those characterized by low & and high ¢ (see
Section 4; note the flipped inequality sign in Fig. 12a
of their paper). Our results constraining «,, around the
formation region of rocky NC planets in the early SS
to at least > few times 10™* are thus in favor of their
growth by planetesimal collisions (assuming «,, does not
decay appreciably, and rapidly, across the ~ 4 to 5 Myr
circumsolar disk lifetime; Weiss et al., 2021). This is
consistent with nucleosynthetic isotope anomalies sug-
gesting Earth (and Mars) did not accrete substantial CC
materials as inward drifting pebbles (e.g., Burkhardt et
al., 2021; Kleine et al., 2023; Morbidelli et al., 2025).
In fact, reconstructions of Earth’s accretion history us-
ing elements (i) exhibiting such anomalies and (ii) char-
acterized by varying siderophilic affinities (or “mantle
memory” of accretion; e.g., Mo, Fe, Cr, Ni) suggest our
planet accreted mostly NC materials in its initial ~ 60
to 80% of growth (Dauphas et al., 2017; Dauphas et al.,
2024). This first-order finding is corroborated by stud-
ies focused on the Earth’s volatile inventory, pointing to
its origin from “dry,” differentiated planetesimals deep
within the inner SS (and NC reservoir), perhaps close to
the silicate sublimation line at T' ~ 1400 K (Morbidelli
et al., 2020; Sossi et al., 2022; Tissot et al., 2022; Liu
et al., 2023). CC planetesimals contributing to the fi-
nal ~ 20% of Earth’s mass are suggested to have been
dynamically introduced into the inner SS following disk
dissipation at ~ 4 Myr post-CAls (Dauphas & Chaussi-
don, 2011; Wang et al., 2017; Borlina et al., 2022; Kleine
et al., 2024; Nimmo et al., 2024).

The “dry” accretion of the early Earth naturally begs
the question as to how it acquired its present-day abun-
dance of water, an ongoing subject of debate (e.g.,
O’Brien et al., 2018). While NC IMPBs may have been
“wet,” explaining the high oxidation states inferred from
their cores, it is unlikely that they contributed a signifi-
cant portion of Earth’s water. This follows from the low
water contents measured in NC (and CC) achondrites,
testifying to substantial water loss during differentia-
tion (Newcombe et al., 2023), and supporting the need
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for either late accretion of CC chondrites, cometary ma-
terial, and/or interstellar ices (McCubbin et al., 2019)
to Earth, and/or extensive Hy ingassing (e.g., Olson &
Sharp, 2018) during the lifetime of the SS disk. The
likely “dry” nature of NC IMPBs following differenti-
ation does not necessarily imply that they reflect the
primary building blocks of the Earth. As hinted above,
Earth may owe its accretion to early planetesimals con-
structed from anhydrous dust piled up at the silicate
line (see framework of planetesimal “ring” from Baty-
gin & Morbidelli, 2023), isotopically akin to, and yet
chemically distinct from materials formed at the ice-line
(Morbidelli et al., 2020; Tissot et al., 2022).

As a final point, note that pebble accretion can, and
likely does, dominate planetary growth in the outer
disk (beyond the ice-line) where characteristic pebble St
(equivalent to Stg;sx in our model) can be ~ an order
of magnitude larger than they are in the inner disk, re-
solving timescale conflicts associated with giant planet
cores (Lambrechts & Johansen, 2012; Yap & Batygin,
2024).

6. CONCLUDING REMARKS

Motivated by emerging evidence for liquid water in
NC IMPBs, we have utilized a model for a degassing icy
planetesimal to find a threshold characteristic pebble ra-
dius below which melting of water-ice occurs. Adopting
a disk model, we translated the said radius to a lower
limit on the degree of turbulence around the ice-line in
the early SS. Key to this translation is the Stokes num-
ber, linking pebbles composing the planetesimal to their
fragmentation-limited growth in the circumsolar disk.

Major gaps in our understanding of SS history stem
from the mutually orthogonal approaches with which
researchers in different disciplines have investigated the
early SS. Our work is an attempt to remedy part of this
scholastic divide, uniting cosmochemistry and theoreti-
cal astrophysics in constraining early SS turbulence.

APPENDIX I:
THE ICY PLANETESIMAL

Central to this study is the “two-scale” model for a
degassing icy planetesimal described in Section 2 and
inspired by Zhang (2023). As a brief overview, the plan-
etesimal of radius R forms at t; after CAI condensation
(i.e., SS time zero), and consists of rocky and water-ice
pebbles of characteristic size/radius a,, the packing of
which yields a macroporosity ¢ns;. The rocky pebbles
consists of silicate and water-ice grains of characteristic
size a4, the packing of which yields a microporosity ¢g,.
The rocky pebbles, silicate grains, and water-ice have
densities p,., ps, and p;, respectively. For self-consistency
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in using present-day, anhydrous, materials (e.g., chon-
drites) as pebble analogs, we relate their microporosity
¢x (X denoting the analog: OC or BA; see Section
2.1) to ¢, with the ice-to-silicate mass ratio (at time
ts), denoted f (see Table 1 for the compilation of key
parameters describing the planetesimal structure). Be-
low, we first relate ¢,,, ¢x, and f before providing a full
derivation of the (macro- and micro-) pore pressures re-
quired to drive vapor loss.

RELATING MICROPOROSITIES

At the pebble-scale, the specification of pg, p;, and ¢x
enforces a maximum f, corresponding to all interstices
between silicate grains being filled with ice. This value,
denoted f,q4z, takes the form

piPx
ps(l - ¢X)
The microporosity ¢,, is given by

f(L—ox)ps
Pi .

fmax =

¢m = ¢X -

In our model, we set f ~ 0.5 fynqz, such that ¢, ~ ¢x /2
(i.e., half the available space for ice is filled). The rocky
pebble density p, is given by px (1 + f).

DERIVING PORE PRESSURES

At the pebble-scale, degassing is driven by the gra-
dient between micro- and macropore pressures, P, and
Py, respectively. Likewise, the gradient between macro-
pore pressures and the disk pressure at the planetesimal
surface Pp drives degassing at the planetesimal-scale.
The key parameter relating P, to Pys, and Py to Py,
is the permeability x. Intuition suggests s ought to
depend on the characteristic pebble/grain size and the
porosity, and indeed it does. To parameterize k, we
adopt the Kozeny-Carman equation, which assumes the
porous medium across which a fluid flows can be mod-
eled as a series of conduits with constant cross-sectional
area but differing and complex shapes (Dullien, 2012).
The micropermeability &, then, is given by

e
T 45(1 = )2
Similarly, the macropermeability is given by
KM = 7%27 all
M AR — ¢ )?”
It is useful to define the characteristic micropore size a,,

as well:
2a4Pm

3(1 - ¢m)

A =

as its relation to the vapor mean free path A will de-
termine the regime in which flow operates within the
rocky pebbles. From the kinetic theory of gases, A can
be expressed as

/\NL kT
P, 2u

where v ~ 10~° Pa- s is the vapor viscosity at T ~ 273K
(Sengers & Kamgar-Parsi, 1984), kg = 1.38 x 10723
m?kg/s?K is the Boltzmann constant, and p ~ 3 x 10726
kg is the mean molecular mass of HyO.

Let us first derive the relationship between P,, and
Pys. The total mass flux, accounting for the transition
between gas transport in the Poiseuille (A/a,, << 1)
and Knudsen (A/a,, >> 1) regimes is given by (Klinken-
berge, 1941)

Note that the volume flux ¢, can be obtained simply
by dividing ¢, by the gas density p, = Pnu/kpT, as
given by the ideal gas law. For A << a,,, Darcy’s Law
describing Poiseuille flow is recovered:
. P,k =
dm,Poi = _%Bj:nvpm

For A >> a,,, the equation reduces instead to that for
Knudsen flow:

. ANP, ikm,

qm,Knud = — ﬁPm

V]{,‘BTam

(For gas flow through the macropores between pebbles
later on, Poiseuille flow dominates due to the large
macropore size). Substituting A and a,, into ¢,,, and
assuming spherical symmetry, we obtain

B 7Pm;mm - 6v(l — ¢p,) [mkpT \ dP,
I = kT agbmPr \| 200 | drm

rm being the distance from the center of a rocky pebble.

With an expression for the outward flux of water vapor
defined, let us turn our attention to vapor generation by
26 A1 decay. We first derive the rate of energy produc-
tion per unit mass from such decay, which we denote 6.
As 26Al is virtually extinct today, the present-day abun-
dance of Al reflects solely that of 27Al, the only stable
and naturally-occurring isotope of Al. The mass frac-
tion of 27Al thus calculated is [Al]oday ~ 8.68 x 1073,
and the number of 2"Al atoms for ~ [Alltoday/(27my),
where m,, ~ 1.67 x 1072"kg is the proton mass. The




atomic abundance of 26Al at some time t following the
CAI formation ngg(t) is simply far x (2A1/27Al);, where

26Al - 26Al gt
27 A] . T\ 2747 CAIe

from the decay equation. The canonical CAI initial
26A1/27Alis ~ 5.2 x 1075 (i.e., MacPherson et al., 1995;
Jacobsen et al., 2008), and the 26Al decay constant
Ao =~ 3.06 x 10714571 (half-life ~ 0.717 Myr). Each
decay produces an energy Ey ~ 3.3 Mev ~ 5.3 x 10713].
Thus, the energy production rate per unit mass at time
tis

dn
9 = Edﬁ = Ed)\26n26(t)
 BEalag[Alltoday (P AL/?T Al) g ape™ 20

27Tmy,

The energy production rate within a sphere of radius
rm from the center of a rocky pebble is expressed as

4
Qm = g’l‘f?“;g’n(l - ¢X)p597

where the factor 1 —¢x is the fraction of silicates within
the sphere. The vapor production rate within the sphere
is simply Q,,/AH, where AH ~ 2.8 x 10° J/kg is
the HoO latent heat of sublimation (Feistel & Wagner,
2007). Now, we impose that vapor production is equal
to vapor loss, or

_ Qn
m = drr2 AH'

This condition yields not P, at the onset of sublima-
tion, but that which is needed to expel the vapor pro-
duced from the pebble. If 4712, ¢,, < Q./AH, pressure
buildup will proceed until 4772 ¢, = Q,,/AH. We sim-
ply ask whether P,, at that steady-state point is above
or below the triple point pressure of 6 mbar.

Equating the two expressions for ¢, derived, and solv-
ing the differential equation with the boundary condi-
tions P, (rm = ap) = Pum(rar), where ry is the ra-
dial distance from the center of the planetesimal to the
location of the rocky pebble, we arrive at a quadratic
equation for Py,:

/-“'Qm 2 2 65771(1 - ¢m) 7T'M
P — P
avkpr L m — Pulran)] + aghm 2%pT

AP = Pulrag)] - L2000

(ai —r2)=0.

This can be solved once we obtain an expression for
Pys(rar) below. For clarity, the terms p; corresponding
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to the second-, first-, and zeroth-order powers of P, are:

N pagén,
P2 = 900k T (1 — )2
2a,02, Ly
=

T 15(1 — ) \ 2k5T
(1 - ¢x)psb(a, — Tfn)]

po~— |p2Py; +p1Py +

6AH

where we have expressed k,, in terms of a, and ¢,,.

Now, let us consider the macropore pressure Pp;. As
mentioned above, gas transport between the pebbles
takes place in the Poiseuille regime. As such, the mass
flux ¢y takes the form

Within a sphere of radius rj;, the energy production
rate is given by

Qur = 51— 203)(1 — 9x)psb.
where we have assumed that ~ half the space between
rocky pebbles is occupied by ice, and the factor 1 — ¢ x
accounts for the fact that only the silicate portion of
rocky pebbles host 26Al. Equating the vapor production
in the sphere Qu/AH to the vapor loss rate 473, qnr,
we obtain

(1 —2¢n)(1 — ¢x)pst
3AH '

qm =

Finally, equating the two expressions for ¢y derived, as-
suming (once again) spherical symmetry, and solving the
resulting differential equation with the boundary condi-
tion Py (rypr = R) = P,, we obtain

+ P2

Py~ 15(1 - 2¢M)(1 - ¢X)VkBTp59(R2 - 7"]2\4)
" paZoR, (1= on) ?AH

With P,; defined, it is now possible to solve the
quadratic equation from above for P,,. In our model,
we set 7, = ry = 0, meaning we evaluate the mi-
cropore pressure at the very heart of the planetesi-
mal (see Section 2.2). In the main text, we denote
P, (rym = r = 0) as P, . for convenience. If P, . ex-
ceeds 6 mbar, melting occurs. Only under the condition
that P, (r,, = r = 0) < 6 mbar is it appropriate (i.e.,
self-consistent) to vary s to find the pressure within a
pebble at some location above the planetesimal center.

APPENDIX II:
THE DISK & STOKES NUMBER
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Translating the threshold characteristic pebble radius
ap.th t0 a constraint on early SS turbulence (i.e., ay h)
requires a disk model with which we can (i) convert a, .,
to a threshold Stokes number St,p,, and (ii) compute the
characteristic Stokes number of disk pebbles as defined
by collisional fragmentation Stg;sk (i.e., the smaller be-
tween St r & Stqr; the maximal St permitted by turbu-
lent and relative drift fragmentation, respectively). Re-
call that a, 4, is obtained through comparison of St4;sk
to Stip, (see Section 4 & Fig. 4). Here, we provide an
outline of the disk model adopted (see Yap & Batygin,
2024 for an in-depth description), the equations for St;;
and Stgr, as well as the relationship between a, , and
Sty in the Epstein drag regime.

DISK MODEL

We assume a steady-state disk subject to angular mo-
mentum transport by both turbulence and magnetohy-
drodynamic (MHD) winds (Tabone et al., 2022; Yap &
Batygin, 2024). The combined torque exerted on the
disk by these two mechanisms is quantified by &, consti-
tuting a sum of the Shakura-Sunyaev turbulence param-
eter a,, and an analogous parameter apyy, representing
the contribution from winds:

a = oy + apw.

The relative strength between turbulence and winds is
quantified the ratio of apw to «,, denoted 1:

1;[} = aDW/au~

Assuming a disk midplane temperature scaling with
heliocentric distance r as T' ~ 77~3/2 the disk surface
density 3(r) takes the form

-5 (5) "enl (1)

inspired by the analytical solution for the ¥ evolution
under constant «, by Lynden-Bell & Pringle (1974).
Here, X, is the characteristic surface density, and r. the
characteristic disk outer radius at which ¥ ~ ¥./e. The
former can be expressed in terms of the disk total mass
Mg;si. as

)

M gisk
2mr2

Y.~p

where 3 is a factor of order unity introduced to ensure
fOﬁAU 21rY(r)dr retrieves Myqp ~ 0.05Mg (Mo ~
2 x 1039 kg). This choice of My;s yields X(r = 1AU)
close to that in the Minimum Mass Solar Nebula model
of Hayashi (1981) (i.e., ~ 2 x 10* kg/m?) for an in-
termediate oy, value of ~ 1073. We set 7. ~ 12 AU,

bearing in mind that its exact value is insignificant so
long as it lies away from the ice-line (< 10 AU). Note
that 0.1 AU is taken as the disk inner edge, correspond-
ing to the magnetospheric truncation radius. The term
¢ is the so-called “mass ejection index” (Tabone et al.,
2022), serving to flatten the X profile in reflecting mass
extraction from winds. It is given by

_y+l 14 _
$=7 <\/1+(,\—1)(w+1)2 1)’

where A\ ~ 3.5 is the magnetic lever arm parameter, a
measure of the angular momentum per unit mass ex-
tracted by disk wind streamlines (Blandford & Payne,
1982). Accordingly, v is the power law index of ¥(r) in
disks dominated by turbulence (i.e., ¥ ~ 0 = £ ~ 0),
and at small r (before the exponential decay term takes
hold).  The disk is assumed to be heated by viscous
shear between disk annuli alone, as stellar irradiation is
negligible in the region of interest r << 7. (Chambers,
2009; Yap & Batygin, 2024). Its relevance increases,
nonetheless, with lower «,, and larger r.. The midplane
temperature of such a disk T is established via equi-
librium between heat generation and radiative loss, ex-
pressed as (Armitage, 2020)

3
T4 =~ Fviscv
o 17
where 0 = 5.67x107% W/m?K* is the Stefan-Boltzmann
constant, 7 the optical depth, and F,;s. the heating rate
per unit area. The latter is given by (Nakamoto & Na-
gakawa, 1994)

1 O\
Fuise = 527/ <raarK> = gzauCEQK,

where the turbulent viscosity v = a,c?/Qg (Shakura &
Sunyaev, 1973), with ¢; = \/kgT /' being the isother-
mal sound speed and Qi = /GMg/r® the Keplerian
angular velocity. The mean molecular mass of the Hs-
He disk gas mixture p’ o~ 2.4m,, the gravitational con-
stant G ~ 6.67 x 107! m?/kgs?, and the solar mass
My ~ 2 x 103 kg. The optical depth takes the form
(Bitsch et al., 2014)

1
= — fakq2
T 2fd d~
where the dust-to-gas ratio (i.e., metallicity) fy4 ~ 0.01,

and the dust opacity kg ~ 30 m?/kg. Altogether, the
above equations yield

97 fakacky Qi 52\ /?
Taisk = 6100 :



The coupled scaling of the midplane temperature (~
r7=3/2) and surface density (~ r¢~7) profiles is enforced
by the condition that, for » < r., the disk is defined
by a constant stellar mass accretion rate Mg ~ Yv ~
r? (note ¢ is constant) under the Shakura-Sunyaev a-
prescription for viscosity. The self-consistent choice for
v yields a X profile which, upon substitution into the
above equation for T', leads to a T profile with a power
law index (y—3/2) concordant with that . We find that
~v =~ 0.6 results in power law indices for 1" consistent to
within 5% across the range of o, explored. Moreover,
with v determined, we find that g ~ 1.45 yields 3 pro-
files that reproduce My;., to within 3%.

THE CHARACTERISTIC STOKES NUMBER:
DISK-CONSTRAINED

As discussed in Section 4, the characteristic St of
disk pebbles (i.e., Stgisx) is given by the smaller of the
maximal St permitted by turbulent and relative drift
fragmentation (i.e., Stiy and Stgr, respectively). The
former is expressed through the equivalence between the
average relative velocity of similar-sized pebbles in tur-
bulent motion Av; = /3, Stcs and the fragmentation
threshold of those pebbles vy (Ormel & Cuzzi, 2007):

2

1 Uy
Sty = 3a,c2

Recall that v for the icy pebbles in composing the plan-
etesimal in our model is assumed to be ~ 5 or 10 m/s
(see Section 4.2 & Fig. 5).

To obtain St4r, we equate some characteristic relative
drift velocity between similar-sized pebbles Awv, to vy.
The radial drift velocity of pebbles subject to drag in
protoplanetary disks takes the form (Nakagawa et al.,
1986, Armitage, 2020)

St L0r gas + [e|(c2/vK)
St + St—1 ’

Vyp =

where v,. gos = (3/2)(2—7)?ac?vy' (Tabone et al., 2022)
is the radial drift velocity of disk gas, vxgk = rQk is
the Keplerian orbital velocity, and |e| = 3.5/0.5 + /3 —
£/3| the power law index of the disk’s midplane pressure
profile. Assuming the smaller of the colliding pebbles
has Sto = NSt1, where N ~ 0.5 (Birnstiel et al., 2012),
Awv,. can be expressed as

a (B[au/(l + )2 —1)?/2 + |e|Sta
St? 41
3l /A4 ¥)I2—9)%/2+ IeNStl)
N2St7 +1 '
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Setting Av, = vy and rearranging for St (i.e., Stgs)
yields a quartic equation with coefficients given by

v N2

pa= o pa = [e(V — N?)
S
_ ook (N2 +1) 3len /(14 9))(2 = )1 = N?)
p2 = 5 +
c: 2
VfU

p1=le[(N —1); po = %

where p; corresponds to the ith-order term in St4r. Note
that Av, is intrinsically dependent on &, but expressed
in terms of a,, and ¥ above. This is done to emphasize
that «,, is the parameter of interest that is varied in the
computational search for a, ¢, corresponding to some
ap.th- Accordingly, in Section 4.3.2, disks that share
the same 1 but different & (i.e., those sharing a column
in the rasters of Fig. 6) have the same ¢, despite
different actual o, as computed by Eq. 3, given here
for completeness:

o, =af(1+9).
As a reminder (Eq. 4),
Staisk = min[Sttﬁ Stdf].

THE CHARACTERISTIC STOKES NUMBER:
PLANETESIMAL-CONSTRAINED

Having obtained a characteristic pebble radius a, ip
(via specification of planetesimal structural parameters
and post-CAI formation time) we convert it to St via

ap,th’frpr

T
S th 25 )

valid in the Epstein regime, in which a, ¢, < 9/4 times
the mean free path of disk gas (largely Hy) molecules
Am fp, Where

2mes !
EgZKUmol ’

with omer =~ 2 x 10712 m? the cross-section for Hy mu-
tual collisions (Armitage, 2020). For every «,, tested in
searching for «, 4, (with which Sty ~ Stgsk), we cal-
culated A, fp to ensure pebbles with radius ay ¢, were in
the Epstein regime before proceeding to calculate Styy,.
Disk parameters in both St;, and Ay, were evaluated
at the ice-line (T ~ 170K) for every trial «, (see Fig.
4).

Amfp ~
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