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ABSTRACT

Atacama Large Millimeter/Submillimeter Array has revolutionized the field of dust polarization

in protoplanetary disks across multiple wavelengths. Previous observations and empirical modeling

suggested multiple mechanisms of dust polarization toward HL Tau, including grain alignment and

dust scattering. However, a detailed modeling of dust polarization based on grain alignment physics

is not yet available. Here, using our updated POLARIS code, we perform numerical modeling of dust

polarization arising from both grain alignment by Magnetically Enhanced Radiative Torque mechanism

and self-scattering to reproduce the HL Tau polarization observed at three wavelengths 0.87, 1.3,

and 3.1mm. Our modeling results show that the observed multi-wavelength polarization could be

reproduced only when large grains contain embedded iron inclusions and those with slow internal

relaxation must have wrong internal alignment (i.e., the grain’s major axis parallel to its angular

momentum). The abundance of iron embedded inside grains in the form of clusters is constrained to

be ≳ 16%, and the number of iron atoms per cluster is Ncl ∼ 9× 102. Maximum grain sizes probed at

wavelengths λ = 0.87, 1.3, and 3.1mm are constrained at ∼ 60, 80, and 90µm, respectively.

Keywords: Protoplanetary disks; Polarimetry; Radio astronomy; Circumstellar dust; Magnetic field

1. INTRODUCTION

Magnetic fields are thought to play a crucial role in

protoplanetary disks in driving magnetorotational in-

stability (Velikhov 1959; Balbus & Hawley 1991), disk

formation (e.g., magnetic braking and angular momen-

Corresponding author: Nguyen Tat Thang

thangnguyentat3@gmail.com

tum transport) (Balbus & Hawley 1991, 1998; Hawley

et al. 1994), protostellar outflow launching (Blandford

& Payne 1982; Sharkawi et al. 2021), and planet for-

mation (Quillen & Trilling 1998; Fendt 2003; Johansen

2009). Polarized thermal emission from aligned grains

has been known as the leading tool to investigate the

magnetic fields in the interstellar medium (ISM) and

molecular clouds (MCs). Therefore, dust polarization

is expected to be a powerful tool in studying mag-

netic fields (Stephens et al. 2014) and dust properties
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(Kataoka et al. 2015) in disks. Since the emergence

of the Atacama Large Millimeter/submillimeter Array

(ALMA), the field of (sub)millimeter-wavelength disk

polarization has progressed significantly with the polar-

ization signatures being observed to incredible detail and

accuracy (Stephens et al. 2017; Kataoka et al. 2017; Cox

et al. 2018; Harrison et al. 2019; Sadavoy et al. 2019;

Tang et al. 2023).

HL Tau is a perfect example to illustrate the evolu-

tionary process of the field. It is a young protoplane-

tary disk (SED class I/II, age ∼ 1 Myr) (White & Hil-

lenbrand 2004) located in the Taurus molecular cloud,

which is ∼ 140 pc from Earth (Rebull et al. 2004). It

is one of the earliest disks observed with polarimetry by

Combined Array for Research in Millimeter-wave As-

tronomy (CARMA) and Submillimeter Array (SMA).

Its polarized emission was used to study the disk’s mag-

netic fields, supposing grains are magnetically aligned

(Stephens et al. 2014). However, the study concluded

that a simple magnetic field structure could not fully

explain the detected polarization. Coming to the age

of ALMA observations, the disk has been revealed to

have a transition of polarization morphology from az-

imuthal to parallel to the disk’s minor axis when probing

at longer to shorter wavelengths (Kataoka et al. 2017;

Stephens et al. 2017). These new observations essen-

tially raise questions about the validity of tracing mag-

netic fields by dust polarization within the disk.

The complex polarization patterns indicate the possi-

bility of multiple mechanisms involved in producing the

dust-polarized emission of HL Tau at (sub)millimeter

wavelengths. Indeed, previous studies have suggested

that a superposition of self-scattering and thermal emis-

sion from azimuthally-aligned prolate grains can ex-

plain such observed polarized emission (Yang et al.

2019; Mori & Kataoka 2021; Lin et al. 2022). Self-

scattering is caused by dust grains with sizes comparable

to the observed wavelengths scattering and polarizing in-

cident lights from the thermal emission of other grains

(Kataoka et al. 2015). Grain alignment, on the other

hand, has elongated grains being systematically aligned

with a preferred direction and emitting polarized ther-

mal electromagnetic waves. Nevertheless, which mech-

anisms exactly induce grain alignment in such a way is

still a mystery since most of the proposed mechanisms

(i.e., magnetic alignment, radiative alignment, aerody-

namic alignment) fail to interpret the observed disk po-

larization (Tazaki et al. 2017; Yang et al. 2019; Mori &

Kataoka 2021).

Grain alignment in the ISM and MCs has been studied

with great success and made dust polarization an invalu-

able tool to trace magnetic fields within the environment

(Andersson et al. 2015; Pattle & Fissel 2019). However,

its applicability to the protostellar environment is com-

plex due to the presence of very large grains (grain size

a ≳ 10µm) and significant gas randomization effect.

Recently, Hoang et al. (2022) considered a more realis-

tic grain alignment model within such an environment in

contrast to previous modelings where only perfect align-

ment is included. The process of grain alignment therein

consists of the alignment of the axis of maximum mo-

ment of inertia (â1) with the angular momentum (J),

so-called internal alignment (IA); and the alignment of

J with a preferred direction, so-called external align-

ment (EA). Internal alignment can be achieved by inter-

nal relaxation (INR), e.g., Barnett relaxation (Roberge

et al. 1993) and inelastic relaxation (Molina et al. 2003).

External alignment, on the other hand, can be accom-

plished by grain precession (e.g., Larmor precession, ra-

diative precession, and mechanical precession). Grains

achieving external alignment with Larmor precession,

radiative precession, or mechanical precession have J

aligned along the direction of the magnetic field (B),

radiation beam (k), or gas flow (ν). The mechanisms

behind such alignments are called magnetic alignment

(Hoang 2022), radiative alignment (k-RAT; Lazarian &

Hoang 2007a), or mechanical alignment (v-MET; Lazar-

ian & Hoang 2007b), respectively.

Recently, Giang et al. (2023) incorporated such grain

alignment model (i.e., realistic internal alignment and

external alignment model) into POLARIS (Reissl et al.

2016) taking into account only the grain alignment

mechanism of Magnetically-enhanced Radiative Torque

(MRAT) (Hoang & Lazarian 2016) which was specif-

ically applied to study thermal dust polarization to-

wards protostellar cores. With this mechanism, grains

can be aligned with the disk magnetic fields by ra-

diative torques (RATs; Dolginov & Mitrofanov 1976;

Draine & Weingartner 1997; Hoang & Lazarian 2008)

with enhanced efficiencies by (super)paramagnetic re-

laxation (Davis & Greenstein 1951; Hoang & Lazarian

2008; Hoang & Lazarian 2016).

In this paper, our main goal is to test the validity of

grain alignment with the MRAT mechanism and put a

strong constraint on grain magnetic properties as well

as grain growth in HL Tau. To do so, we perform

multi-wavelength modeling of disk polarization using the

updated POLARIS (Giang et al. 2023) for three well-

studied ALMA Bands 3, 6, and 7 corresponding to the

wavelengths λ = 3.1, 1.3, and 0.87mm.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section 2,

we describe the disk and dust model used in our model-

ing. Subsequently, our main results including synthetic

polarization from thermal aligned dust emission with
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MRAT mechanism; and from the mixture of grain align-

ment and self-scattering are shown in Section 3.1 and

3.2, respectively. We further discuss the implications,

grain alignment properties, and grain growth in Section

4. Finally, the main findings are summarized in Section

5.

2. DUST AND DISK MODELS

The outline of our model is briefly described as follows.

Firstly, we construct a dust model and a best-fitted disk

model to the Stokes I emissions obtained by ALMA at

the three wavelengths λ = 3.1, 1.3, and 0.87mm. Then,

by separately measuring direct thermal emission from

grains aligned by MRAT and scattered emission from

self-scattering1, we combine their Stokes parameters to

obtain the combined linear polarization from the dust

emission.

Figure 1 shows ALMA Stokes I intensity overlaid with

polarization vectors of HL Tau disk at λ = 3.1, 1.3, and

0.87mm. The details of the information regarding the

observational data used in this paper are summarized

in Table 1. The observational data is taken directly

from the ALMA archive, which has been reduced and

calibrated by ALMA staff. We only further perform de-

biasing the polarized intensity and polarization degree

via the method described in Hull et al. (2014) and Hull

& Plambeck (2015). The ALMA minimum detectable

polarization degree is expected at 0.1%, and defined

as three times the systematic calibration uncertainty.

Hence, we use the error of 0.033% when the polariza-

tion degree uncertainty is less than this value.

The notable features of the observations are (1) the

transition of the polarization patterns from azimuthal

to parallel to the disk’s minor axis from 3.1 to 0.87mm

and (2) the polarization degree is generally at the level

of ∼1% for the whole three wavelengths.

2.1. Dust Model

We adopt a dust model with compositions from Birn-

stiel et al. (2018), where dust grains are a mixture of

astronomical silicate, troilite, refractory organics, and

water ice. The refractive index used in the calculation

is from Draine (2003) for astronomical silicate, Henning

& Stognienko (1996) for troilite, and Warren & Brandt

(2008) for refractory organics and water ice. Assuming

compact grains, the mean refractive index of the mix-

1 The updated POLARIS code described in Giang et al. (2023)
was built up from a rather old version of POLARIS, whose dust
scattering feature is less well-tested. Hence, for the Monte-Carlo
radiative transfer calculation of dust self-scattering, we use the
POLARIS code taken from https://github.com/polaris-MCRT/
POLARIS/tree/master-old instead.

ture is then calculated with the effective medium theory

using Bruggeman rule (Bohren & Huffman 1998).

The grain sizes are assumed to follow a power-law dis-

tribution with a power index q = −3.5 (Mathis et al.

1977), a maximum grain size amax, and a fixed mini-

mum grain size amin = 0.05 µm. We assume the grain

population to be the same throughout the disk. As dis-

cussed in Lin et al. (2022), the value of amax does not

converge for the three ALMA wavelengths (i.e., there is

no single value could satisfy the polarization constraint

at the three wavelengths at once). Therefore, we leave

amax as a wavelength-dependent parameter. We assume

the Rayleigh regime (Lee & Draine 1985) for the polar-

ization calculation. This approximation holds when the

size parameter x = 2πa/λ << 1. Indeed, later on, this

is shown to be the case with the maximum grain sizes

found to be ∼60, 80, and 90µm for the three probing

wavelengths 0.87, 1.3, and 3.1mm, respectively.

We assume two different grain shapes for direct ther-

mal dust emission ray tracing and Monte-Carlo radiative

transfer (MCRT) calculation (i.e., radiation field, radia-

tive heating, and dust scattering calculations). For dust

emission ray tracing, which is used to trace aligned grain

emission, oblate grains with aspect ratio s (0 < s < 1)

are assumed. Note that grain shape has a strong effect

on the degree of polarization. Grains with smaller s are

expected to produce higher polarization degrees. How-

ever, since the exact grain geometry in the disk environ-

ment is not yet constrained, we choose an average value

of s = 1/2 for simplicity. The grains’ optical properties

including extinction and RAT efficiencies are then pre-

calculated with DDSCAT (Draine & Flatau 1994). For

the MCRT calculation, we adopt spherical grains (i.e.,

s =1), whose dust optical properties can be analytically

calculated with Mie theory (Wriedt 2012). Though the

two-grain shapes are not consistent, we neglect the effect

of scattering with non-spherical grains for simplicity. As

pointed out by Kirchschlager & Bertrang (2020), assum-

ing perfect compact spherical grains yields quantitative

errors compared to non-spherical grains. However, the

errors are negligible in the Rayleigh regime (i.e., spher-

ical grains are still an acceptable representation).

Self-scattering-induced polarization is achieved by

treating dust as photon emitters in dust scattering ra-

diative transfer simulation. The controlling parameter

of scattering is the maximum grain size, amax. Self-

scattering polarization is most effective when amax ∼
λ/2π (Kataoka et al. 2015).

In the present work, grain alignment is considered

to be induced only by MRAT. Under the framework

of MRAT, grains can efficiently be aligned with mag-

netic fields owing to the enhanced efficiency by RATs

https://github.com/polaris-MCRT/POLARIS/tree/master-old
https://github.com/polaris-MCRT/POLARIS/tree/master-old
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Figure 1. Left to right: Stokes I intensity overlaid with ALMA polarimetric observations of HL Tau at Band 3, Band 6, and
Band 7. The line segments represent the polarization vectors and are set to follow the scale of polarization degree. The ones
with polarized intensity below signal-to-noise of 3 are not plotted. A reference vector of 1% is shown in the lower-left corner of
each panel. The contours represent the intensity levels of (10, 25, 50, 100, 200) × the noise level, which is σI = 58, 170, and
409µJy/beam at λ = 3.1, 1.3, and 0.87mm, respectively. The beam sizes and their position angles are (0.45′′ × 0.29′′, −12.8◦),
(0.33′′ × 0.24′′, −53.4◦), and (0.2′′ × 0.13′′, −80.9◦), respectively.

Table 1. Information of the observational data used in this paper

Band λ σI σPI BMAJ BMIN BPA Proj.code P.I. Reference

(mm)
(

µJy
beam

) (
µJy
beam

)
(arcsec) (arcsec) (deg)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10)

3 3.1 58 22 0.45 0.29 −12.8 2016.1.00115.S Kataoka, Akimasa (I), (II), (III)

6 1.3 170 37 0.33 0.24 −53.4 2016.1.00162.S Stephens, Ian (II), (III)

7 0.87 409 92 0.20 0.13 −80.9 2019.1.01051.S Stephens, Ian (III)

Note (1) Name of the observation band; (2) Central wavelength; (3) Noise level of Stokes I emission; (4) Noise level of polarized
emission; (5) Beam’s major axis; (6) Beam’s minor axis; (7) Beam’s position angle; (8) Project code; (9) Principal Investigator;
(10) Associated reference.
References. (I) Kataoka et al. (2017); (II) Stephens et al. (2017); (III) Lin et al. (2024).

Table 2. Key Parameters of the Dust Model

Parameter Denotation Value

Dust mixture - silicate, organics, water ice, troilite

Grain size distribution dn/da Ca−3.5

Minimum grain size amin 0.05µm

Maximum grain size amax λ - dependent

Grain aspect ratio s 1/2 (ray-tracing) or 1 (MCRT)

Iron fraction of PM grains fp 0.1

Iron cluster volume filling factor of SPM grains ϕsp 0.1

Number of iron atoms per cluster of SPM grains Ncl [ 20, 105 ]

IA efficiency at low-J and slow INR QX,low−J −0.4 (wrong IA) or 0.4 (right IA)

IA efficiency at high-J and slow INR QX,high−J 0.4

Notes. PM/SPM grains denote the grains made of paramagnetic/superparamagnetic materials. IA denotes
internal alignment process, and INR denotes internal relaxation.
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and (super)paramagnetic relaxation due to iron inclu-

sion within the grains (Lazarian & Hoang 2008; Hoang

& Lazarian 2016). Recent observations show more ev-

idence for iron inclusion in the form of clusters in dif-

ferent environments such as in protostellar core (Giang

et al. 2023), filament (Ngoc et al. 2023), and the enve-

lope of evolved stars (Truong et al. 2023). RATs can spin

grains up to suprathermal rotation (so-called high-J at-

tractors) or de-spin them down to thermal rotation (so-

called low-J attractors). Grains with iron inclusion are

dubbed paramagnetic material (PM) or superparamag-

netic material (SPM). Considering paramagnetic grains,

we assign the value of the fraction of iron atoms dif-

fusely distributed within grains as fp = 0.1. For su-

perparamagnetic grains, we fix the volume filling factor

of iron clusters to ϕsp = 0.1, which corresponds to an

iron abundance of ∼30% presented in the form of iron

clusters2 and vary the number of iron atoms per cluster

Ncl to describe different degree of grain alignment en-

hancement due to superparamagnetic relaxation. The

possible value of Ncl spans from ∼ 20 to 105 (Jones &

Spitzer 1967).

Note that for internal relaxation of grains, although

the case of RATs quickly bringing J to align with

â1 (fast internal relaxation, Lazarian & Hoang 2021)

has been well-studied, the case of internal relaxation

timescale being much longer than gas damping timescale

(slow internal relaxation) is not as well-defined (Hoang

et al. 2022). Hence, in this study, for the case of slow

internal relaxation, we fix the values of internal align-

ment efficiency QX as follows. When grains are aligned

at high-J attractors, the internal alignment efficiency is

QX,high−J = 0.4. On the other hand, when grains are

at low-J attractors, they can be aligned at either right

or wrong internal alignment (Hoang & Lazarian 2009).

In the case of right internal alignment, J is aligned par-

allel to â1, which coincides with the minor axis of the

ellipsoidal grains. In the case of wrong internal align-

ment, their alignment direction is perpendicular instead.

When QX,low−J = −0.5, grains are defined to achieve

perfect wrong internal alignment (Giang et al. 2023).

We set QX,low−J = 0.4 for the case of grains aligning at

right internal alignment, and QX,low−J = −0.4 at wrong

internal alignment. The choice of the values ofQX,high−J

and QX,low−J at wrong internal alignment is taken as

the median value of the constraint which will be given

in Section 4.3. The value of QX,low−J at right inter-

nal alignment is set to be similar to QX,high−J based on

2 In reality, ϕsp can be as large as 0.3, which corresponds to an
iron abundance of ∼100% presented in the form of iron clusters
(Hoang & Lazarian 2016)

the assumption that J would have a negligible effect on

the grains’ internal alignment efficiency when they are

aligned with slow internal relaxation. Throughout the

paper, we will call wrong internal alignment/right inter-

nal alignment for short in referring to the case of grains

aligned with wrong or right internal alignment when

they are at low-J attractors and aligned with slow inter-

nal relaxation. The procedure to calculate the alignment

degree of dust grains with magnetic fields in POLARIS

is nicely summarized in Figure 2 of Giang et al. (2023).

A summary of the critical parameters used in our dust

model is given in Table 2.

2.2. Disk Model

In this section, we construct an axisymmetric disk

model that best reproduces Stokes I images of the po-

larization observations at 3.1mm, 1.3mm, and 0.87mm,

which corresponds to ALMA observation band 3, 6, and

7, respectively.

First, we assume a single radiation source to be the

protostar at the disk center. The protostar has the

effective temperature T⋆ = 4000 K and radius R⋆ =

7R⊙, which corresponds to a luminosity L⋆ ∼11L⊙
(Men’shchikov et al. 1999; Pinte et al. 2016; Liu et al.

2017). The radiation field and dust temperature within

the disk are then calculated using radiative transfer cal-

culation. Since temperature is a strong function of grain

size, we fix amax = 100 µm for temperature calculation

to fix the disk’s temperature profile.

Next, we build the surface density profile for the disk.

It is commonly estimated by using the spectral energy

distribution (SED) fitting. However, it is only simple

when the temperature profile is fixed or can be ana-

lytically approximated. In our study, the main source

of the disk temperature is radiative heating requiring

radiative transfer calculation which is computationally

costly. Thus, for simplicity, we assume a surface density

profile taken from Kwon et al. (2011),

Σ ∝
(

R

Rc

)−γ

exp

[(
R

Rc

)2−γ
]
, (1)

where R is the distance to the disk center, Rc = 78.9 AU

and γ = −0.2. Note that the dust surface density profile

is assumed to have a smooth radial distribution and ig-

nore all the gaps and rings observed with higher spatial

resolution in ALMA Partnership et al. (2015); this is

the case for the lower resolution of ALMA polarimetric

observations that we are attempting to reproduce.

The vertical dust density is assumed to follow Gaus-

sian distribution,

ρ =
Σ√
2πhd

exp

(
−z2

2h2
d

)
, (2)
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Figure 2. From left to right: Stokes I emissions of model, observation, and residual (observation−model) at 3.1mm (top),
1.3mm (middle), and 0.87mm (bottom), respectively. The left and middle panels show contours identical to that in Figure 1.
The right panels show residual contours at (−35,−5, 5, 35)× σI

where z is the height from the disk midplane and hd is

the disk dust scale height whose profile is taken as

hd(R) = h0

(
R

100 AU

)β

, (3)

with h0 = 10 AU being the scale height at 100AU from

the center of the disk, and β = 1.15 the exponent fac-

tor characterizing the flaring effect of the disk (Pinte

et al. 2016; Liu et al. 2017). However, HL Tau was

studied to have a high degree of dust settling based on

the appearance of rings and gaps on millimeter obser-

vations (Pinte et al. 2016). Dust settling is expected

to have a significant effect on polarization due to self-

scattering (Yang et al. 2017). Hence, in the calculation

for self-scattering only, we take into account the effect

of dust-settling by dividing the scale height hd by a fac-

tor fsettle = 10, which is defined as the dust-settling fac-

tor from the disk scale height, following Kataoka et al.

(2016). In this calculation, the temperature distribution

is taken identical to that from the radiative heating cal-

culation with the original scale height. We assume that

the disk geometrical thickness would have a minor effect

on the intrinsic dust thermal emission at (sub)millimeter

wavelength for simplicity.

Assuming the fiducial grain size of amax = 100 µm,

we take the total dust mass of the system Md as a cali-

brating parameter to reproduce the three Stokes I emis-
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sions at the three wavelengths mentioned earlier. Md

= 1.3 × 10−2M⊙ is found to be the best-fitted value,

which produces total emissions comparable to the ob-

servations as shown in Figure 2. This value is similar

to the level of Md ∼ 1 × 10−2M⊙ as estimated in Mori

& Kataoka (2021) and Zhang et al. (2023), in the case

where grain size at ∼ 100µm is employed. Although

the residuals are still significant, we stress that our aim

is to reproduce axisymmetric continuum emissions for

the whole three wavelengths with a simple model and

ignore the asymmetries of the disk in the later mod-

eling. Therefore, we will not further search for more

optimal parameter sets. For the gas part, under the

common assumption of gas-to-dust ratio equal to 100

(i.e., the typical value in the ISM), the total disk mass

(gas+dust) would be Mdisk ∼ 1.3M⊙. This total disk

mass is similar to that of the central star (M⋆ = 1.7M⊙,

Pinte et al. 2016), which would imply that the disk is

extremely unstable and therefore, unrealistic. On the

other hand, Kwon et al. (2011), Liu et al. (2017), and

Carrasco-González et al. (2019) give the value of total

dust mass is Md = 1 × 10−3M⊙. Assuming gas-to-

dust ratio equal to 100, the value of total disk mass is

Mdisk = 0.1M⊙, which is an order-of-magnitude lower

than our estimated value and much more reasonable.

Thus, to obtain the gas density, we normalize the den-

sity profile with Mg = 0.1M⊙, which is equivalent to a

gas-to-dust ratio equal to ∼ 10.

The radiation field and temperature profile resulting

from radiative transfer calculation with this disk model

are shown in Appendix A. We assume gas temperature

to be the same as the dust temperature for simplicity.

Concerning the magnetic field, we assume that it is

dominated by toroidal component as indicated in Flock

et al. (2015) with the strength’s profile as estimated in

Bai (2011) assuming the accretion process within the

disk is solely driven by magnetorotational instability in

the active layer.

B = 1.0 G×

(
Ṁ

10−8 M⊙ yr−1

)−1/2(
R

1 AU

)−11/8

(4)

where Ṁ = 1.6 × 10−7M⊙ yr−1 is the accretion rate

measured by White & Hillenbrand (2004).

3. NUMERICAL RESULTS

3.1. Effect of Grain Magnetic Properties on Disk

Polarization

Here, we investigate the effect of grain magnetic prop-

erties on disk polarization due to the MRAT mechanism

at λ = 3.1mm with fiducial grain size amax = 100 µm.

Note that although the same disk and dust models as

described in Section 2 are applied, we temporarily ignore

the effect of self-scattering for this study.

In Figure 3, we show the resulting polarization de-

gree maps overlaid with polarization vectors considering

three different scenarios of internal alignment. The dif-

ferent grain alignment scenarios considered in this sec-

tion are summarised in Table 3.

Initially, we examine the ideal scenario (top left panel)

in which all grains have perfect internal alignment (i.e.,

the fraction of grains aligned at high-J attractors is

fhigh−J = 1). In this case, grains are expected to have

their longer axis aligned perpendicular to the toroidal

magnetic field with optimal efficiency, which results in

the radial polarization pattern with a very high polar-

ization degree of up to the level of ∼10%.

In the subsequent scenarios, we take into account

the effect of slow internal relaxation and enhanced (su-

per)paramagnetic alignment by MRAT. We consider

both cases of right and wrong internal alignment (mid-

dle and right panels). The effect of paramagnetic grains

(top panels) and superparamagnetic grains with Ncl =

103 and 104 (middle and bottom panels) are also in-

cluded for comparison.

In the case of right internal alignment (middle panels),

the polarization vectors are the same as in the ideal case,

yet the polarization degree is significantly lower. When

grains are made of paramagnetic material, the polariza-

tion degree is ∼0.01%. In this case, the alignment of

very large grains is extremely weak and easily dwarfed

by other mechanisms such as k-RAT (Tazaki et al. 2017).

Hence, it would be impossible to observe such a disk po-

larization in reality. For superparamagnetic grains, the

alignment is considerably more efficient (i.e., the polar-

ization degree is two orders of magnitude higher than

in the paramagnetic grains scenario). With increasing

Ncl, higher values of fhigh−J (i.e., more efficient grain

alignment) are expected due to increasing magnetic re-

laxation (Hoang & Lazarian 2016). However, when

grains are aligned with slow internal relaxation in the

same direction, their internal alignment efficiencies are

the same whether at high-J or low-J attractors. Thus,

the polarization degrees observed at Ncl = 103 and 104

are seemingly identical.

In the case of wrong internal alignment (right pan-

els), the polarization morphology is more diverse. Grain

alignment is weak for paramagnetic grains with polar-

ization degrees as low as ∼0.01%. The polarization vec-

tors show an azimuthal pattern owning to the inefficient

internal alignment of grains’ â1 perpendicular to J at

low-J attractors with slow internal relaxation and exter-

nal alignment of J along B. superparamagnetic grains,
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Figure 3. Top left image represents the polarization map of the ideal scenario where all of the grains achieve perfect internal
and external alignment (i.e., fhigh−J = 1). The central and right panels include the effects of slow internal relaxation and
enhanced (super)paramagnetic relaxation. Central panels show the case of right internal alignment (rIA), while the right ones
correspond to wrong internal alignment (wIA). Three different dust models are taken into consideration with paramagnetic
grains (top) and superparamagnetic grains which have Ncl = 103 (middle) and 104 (bottom), respectively.

conversely, induce a higher polarization degree with in-

creasing Ncl. However, the polarization pattern alters

when we keep increasing Ncl. Indeed, the increased level

of iron inclusion also causes the increased abundance of

grains at high-J attractors (i.e., higher fhigh-J) and more

efficient Barnett relaxation, which would drive them to

have more efficient internal alignment with the grains’

longer axis being aligned perpendicular to the magnetic

field. As a result, the polarization vectors would even-

tually have the radial direction when Ncl = 104.

Note that the features of disk polarization only in-

duced by grain alignment observed above also hold for

observations at both wavelengths λ = 1.3 and 0.87mm.

3.2. Mixture of MRAT Grain Alignment and

Self-scattering: Final Results

Mori & Kataoka (2021) concluded that a superpo-

sition of azimuthally aligned grains and self-scattering

can produce the HL Tau disk polarization. In the pre-

vious Section 3.1, we demonstrate that only the grain

alignment model of wrong internal alignment with su-

perparamagnetic grains having Ncl at the level of ∼103
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Table 3. Summary of grain models considered in Section 3.1.

Grain Alignment Model

perfect IA right IA wrong IA

Grain
Magnetic
Property

χ ∼ ∞ Ideal

PM grains rIA, PM wIA, PM

SPM grains (Ncl = 103) rIA, SPM, Ncl = 103 wIA, SPM, Ncl = 103

SPM grains (Ncl = 104) rIA, SPM, Ncl = 104 wIA, SPM, Ncl = 104

Notes. χ is the grain magnetic susceptibility, which takes a very large value for the ideal case.
Grain alignment models right IA/wrong IA denotes the models where grains are aligned with right
internal alignment/wrong internal alignment when they are at low-J attractors and slow internal
relaxation.

Table 4. Summary of the correlation between the Models and Observations.

Grain Magnetic Property (SPM)

Ncl = 102 Ncl = 9 × 102 Ncl = 104

Grain
Size

λ = 3.1mm

amax = 50µm 0.91 0.24 0.85 0.61 −0.77 1.77

amax = 90µm 0.61 0.03 0.93 0.69 −0.76 2.18

amax = 200µm 0.07 −0.26 0.39 −0.34 −0.52 1.83

λ = 1.3mm

amax = 50µm 0.91 0.24 0.86 0.25 −0.22 −0.44

amax = 80µm 0.83 0.38 0.93 0.63 0.17 −0.82

amax = 100µm 0.84 0.52 0.87 0.64 0.50 −0.38

λ = 0.87mm

amax = 50µm 0.97 0.04 0.93 0.06 0.58 −0.87

amax = 60µm 0.97 0.06 0.93 0.09 0.77 −0.57

amax = 100µm 0.88 0.50 0.82 0.30 0.93 0.85

AM cP AM cP AM cP

Notes. We only consider superparamagnetic (SPM) grains in the model. Each column represents the
model with a different value of the number of iron atoms per cluster (Ncl). Each row represents the model
with different grain sizes at each wavelength. Each model with a couple value of Ncl and amax has two
validating factors AM and cP. AM is the average value of alignment measure across the image. cP is the
correlation factor of pixel-by-pixel polarization degree between the models and observations. The closer
the values of AM and cP to unity, the better the model compared to the observations.

can produce the azimuthal polarization morphology and

the polarization degree at ∼1%, which are ones of the

notable features of the observations and in line with the

description from the literature. Hence, in this section,

we limit our grain alignment model to this scenario and

add the effect of self-scattering to reproduce the obser-

vational data.

To validate the agreement between models and obser-

vations, we compare separately their polarization degree

and polarization patterns. We check the pixel-by-pixel

correlation for the polarization degree (cP) while com-

puting the Alignment Measure (AM) as introduced in

González-Casanova & Lazarian (2017) to compare the

polarization orientation.

AM = 2

(
cos2θr −

1

2

)
, (5)

where θr = |θmod − θobs| is the angle difference between
the model and observation. The scale of AM is from −1

to 1, where AM = 1 corresponds to a perfect match of

polarization vectors and AM = −1 indicates that the

two vectors are perpendicular to each other. We then

take its average value across the image AM to represent

the overall correlation between polarization vectors of

the model and observations. Finally, the values of cP
and AM are compared between each model to find the

best model for the observations. Note that the closer
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Figure 4. The top panels show the total dust polarization induced by both self-scattering and aligned grains via the MRAT
mechanism. These results are obtained for grains aligned with wrong internal alignment, Ncl ∼ 9 × 102; and amax = 90, 80,
and 60 µm at λ = 3.1, 1.3, and 0.87mm, respectively. Second-row panels show the ALMA polarization observations at the
corresponding wavelengths. The third-row panels show the maps of alignment measure (AM), which is an indicator of the
similarities between the polarization pattern from the model and that from the observations. The bottom panels are the pixel-
to-pixel correlations between the polarization degree from the model and that from the observations. The blue dots correspond
to the polarization degree data points of each pixel. The red lines are linear fits to the correlations. The values of (AM, cP) of
the model are ∼ (0.93, 0.68), (0.93, 0.63), and (0.93, 0.09) at λ = 3.1, 1.3, and 0.87mm, respectively.

the values of cP and AM to unity, the better the agree- ment between the model and the observations. Table
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4 summarizes the values of cP and AM of the typical

models that we considered.

As shown in Table 4, the model that best reproduces

the disk polarization observed by ALMA is found at

Ncl = 9 × 102; amax = 90, 80, and 60 µm for λ =

3.1, 1.3, and 0.87mm, respectively. The disk polariza-

tion corresponding to this model is displayed in Figure

4. As expected, very large grains with wrong inter-

nal alignment produce azimuthal polarization vectors

with strong polarization degrees along the major axis

while self-scattering produces both polarization vectors

and strong polarization degrees along the disk minor

axis. Furthermore, as the probing wavelength decreases,

the optical depth of the disk increases, which induces a

weaker polarization signature from grain alignment due

to dichroic extinction (Lin et al. 2022). As a result of

their superposition at different wavelengths, the polar-

ization shows a transition from azimuthal to parallel to

the disk minor axis patterns as in the observations.

4. DISCUSSIONS

4.1. Comparison to Previous Studies and Implications

Since ALMA’s first polarimetric detection of HL Tau

(Stephens et al. 2014), there have been many observa-

tional and theoretical studies aiming to understand the

diversity of dust polarization observed toward the disk.

Using the RAT alignment theory, Tazaki et al. (2017)

first performed a theoretical study of grain alignment in

protoplanetary disks and concluded that magnetic align-

ment is impossible for mm-sized grains in this environ-

ment, even with a high degree of iron inclusion, consis-

tent with predictions in Hoang & Lazarian (2016). The

authors suggested that such large grains can be aligned

via radiation direction (i.e., k-RAT, Lazarian & Hoang

2007a), which can produce the observed azimuthal po-

larization pattern. However, Tazaki et al. (2017) as-

sumed the right internal alignment for very large grains

with slow internal relaxation, but their wrong inter-

nal alignment cannot be ruled out (Hoang et al. 2022).

In this paper, our detailed modeling for HL Tau using

the updated POLARIS shows that the disk polariza-

tion can be reproduced with magnetic alignment via the

MRAT mechanism, but very large grains with slow in-

ternal relaxation must have wrong internal alignment.

Therefore, dust polarization can still trace the magnetic

field within protoplanetary disks. Moreover, due to the

wrong internal alignment, the polarization vectors are

along the magnetic field direction, so that one does not

need to rotate the polarization vectors by 90◦ to infer

the magnetic field, as in the case of right internal align-

ment.

However, Yang et al. (2019) and Mori & Kataoka

(2021) modeled the HL Tau polarization observed at

ALMA Band 3 (λ = 3.1mm) and concluded that k-RAT

could not explain its polarization pattern, which turns

out to be more delicate being elliptical, namely the po-

larization radiation is required to be emitted only in the

disk plane. Therefore, the authors suggest that the HL

Tau polarization could be reproduced by effective pro-

late grains that are aligned with their major axis along

the azimuthal direction. However, the reason why the

grains could be aligned in such a way is not discussed.

In our detailed modeling, such a scenario is the outcome

of grain alignment physics in which the grains’ longer

axes are aligned along their angular momenta due to

wrong internal alignment for grains with slow internal

relaxation, and the grains’ angular momenta are aligned

along the direction of the toroidal magnetic field as a re-

sult of enhanced superparamagnetic relaxation and Lar-

mor precession for grains with embedded iron inclusions.

Guillet et al. (2020) proposed that in the Mie regime

(x = 2πa/λ ∼ 1), the polarized emission can turn into

a negative value, which results in the polarization vec-

tors parallel to the toroidal magnetic field for elongated

spheroidal grains aligned with right internal alignment.

This idea can provide an alternative to our model in

explaining the azimuthal polarization pattern observed

in the disk. However, the persistence of the azimuthal

polarization pattern across a large range of wavelength,

from λ = 0.87mm up to 7mm (Lin et al. 2023), means

that they must all be well within the Mie regime, or

the effective grain size must be up to amax ∼ 1mm.

This is in contradiction with our constrained grain size

where they are only placed at ∼ 100µm-scaled. Hence,

the grain size constraint would have implications in de-

termining whether the ALMA observations are in the

Rayleigh or Mie regime. Alternatively, it is also worth

noticing that as soon as λ > 2πa, the polarized emis-

sion of aligned grains is predicted to become positive.

Therefore, observing whether there is a polarization flip

to a radial pattern at a shorter wavelength than 0.87mm

or longer than 7mm can help further clarify which is the

correct explanation for the observed disk polarization.

In addition to the polarization properties, grain

growth in HL Tau has also been in the spotlight due

to the conflict of its constraint from polarization de-

gree and spectral index of thermal emission (Mori &

Kataoka 2021; Ueda et al. 2021; Lin et al. 2023; Zhang

et al. 2023). Earlier in the current study, amax was con-

strained to be different when probing at different wave-

lengths (90µm, 80µm, and 60µm at λ = 3.1mm, 1.3

mm, and 0.87mm, respectively). However, they are all

at ∼ 100µm, which is still greatly differs from the 1 mm
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grain size constrained from spectral index SED fitting.

Further discussions are presented in Section 4.5.

4.2. Constraints on Iron Abundance within Grains in

the form of Clusters

Our results in Section 3 show that paramagnetic

grains produce a very low polarization degree, ∼0.01%,

which is much lower than the observed polarization level.

On the contrary, grains with embedded iron clusters

can produce the observed polarization level. Therefore,

iron atoms are unlikely distributed diffusely inside dust

grains, but must be present in the form of iron clusters.

In Section 3, for convenience, we fixed the value of

ϕsp = 0.1 and varied Ncl to obtain the different mag-

netic susceptibility of grains (see e.g. Equation 3 in Gi-

ang et al. 2023). In this section, we treat ϕsp as a free

parameter to investigate its effect on disk polarization.

For simplicity, we test the effect using q′100, which is the

polarization degree of Stokes Q in the principal frame at

the radius of 100 AU along the disk minor axis. A prin-

cipal frame is a frame whose ordinate coincides with the

disk minor axis. In this way, q′100 would have a positive

value when the polarization vector is radial and nega-

tive when it is azimuthal. We demonstrate the effect

at λ = 3.1mm, where alignment is expected to be the

dominant component over self-scattering. The value of

−q′100 = 1.95 due to the alignment component as decom-

posed in Lin et al. (2022) will be chosen as the reference

value. An error of 0.5% is assigned to represent the un-

certainty of the method.

The demonstration is shown in the top panel of Fig-

ure 5. Generally, at each value of ϕsp, the curve describ-

ing the dependence of −q′100 on Ncl follows a parabolic

shape. The reason behind this is as described in Section

3.1 in which increasedNcl not only increases polarization

degree through enhancing external alignment but also

increases fhigh-J which drives polarization vector from

azimuthal to radial direction. The value of −q′100 is at

its peak when the effect of superparamagnetic alignment

from Ncl is not negligible so that grains can efficiently

align with the magnetic field, yet not too significant so

that fhigh-J is small enough to keep the polarization vec-

tors at the azimuthal direction. With the higher value

of ϕsp, this peak shifts to the position corresponding to

the lower value of Ncl.

This test puts a constraint on ϕsp with its minimum

value at ∼0.05, which corresponds to ∼16% of iron

locked inside grains in the form of cluster. Finally, it is

crucial to point out that not only our constrained value

of Ncl ∼ 9 × 102 is consistent with the −q′100 reference

when considering ϕsp = 0.1 as in our dust model, but

Figure 5. Dependence of polarization degree −q′ of Stokes
Q due to grain-alignment-only in the principal frame at
100 AU along the disk’s minor axis on Ncl. The dashed line
corresponds to the value measured in Lin et al. (2022) using
a plane-slab model with an image of HL Tau at Band 3. The
filled area corresponds to an uncertainty of 0.5%. The top
panel takes into consideration different values of ϕsp with
the original dust model set-up. The middle panel considers
the varying values of QX,high−J with the extreme scenario
when ϕsp = 0.3 and QX,low−J = −0.5. The bottom panel is
plotted with different values of QX,low−J when ϕsp = 0.3 and
QX,high−J = 0.01. Only the value of ϕsp ≳ 0.05; |QX,high−J| ≲
0.8, and |QX,low−J| ≳ 0.15 can reach the threshold.

the range of Ncl is also found to be at ∼2×102 - 2×103

within the valid values of ϕsp.

4.3. Constraints on Internal Alignment Efficiency for

Slow Internal Relaxation

Slow internal relaxation is generally responsible for in-

ternal alignment of large dust grains within protoplane-

tary disks since large grains above∼10 µm and high den-

sity are ubiquitous in these environments (Hoang 2022).

However, the efficiency of internal alignment for the case
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of slow internal relaxation is not yet available from the-

ory (Hoang & Lazarian 2009; Hoang et al. 2022). Usu-

ally, the efficiency of internal alignment by slow internal

relaxation is represented by two quantities QX,low−J and

QX,high−J. In Section 3, our modeling results showed

that QX,low−J must have a negative value (i.e., wrong

internal alignment) to reproduce the azimuthal polar-

ization pattern observed toward the HL Tau disk. On

the contrary, grains at high-J attractors always have the

right internal alignment or QX,high−J is always positive

(Hoang & Lazarian 2009). It indicates that the direc-

tions of internal alignment of grains aligned at low-J

and high-J attractors are opposite.

Here, we will attempt to empirically constrain the

magnitude of QX,low−J and QX,high−J for slow internal

relaxation using the observed polarization data. To do

so, we consider the extreme scenarios where parameters

involved in the internal alignment process are set to their

respective extremes. We initially fix ϕsp = ϕsp,max =

0.3. To obtain the maximum value of |QX,high−J|, we set
|QX,low−J| = |QX,low−J,max| = 0.5. On the other hand,

|QX,high−J| = |QX,high−J,min| ∼ 0.01 is set to constrain

the minimum value of |QX,low−J|. Following Section 4.2,

we use −q′100 at λ = 3.1 mm as the referenced polariza-

tion degree for the disk polarization. Its value is calcu-

lated for different values of QX,high−J or QX,low−J and

over the range Ncl = [102, 104]. The plots are shown in

the middle and bottom panels of Figure 5. By consider-

ing the values satisfying the reference value, we can de-

duce the maximum possible value of |QX,high−J| is ∼0.8,

while the minimum value of |QX,low−J| is at ∼0.15.

4.4. Other Grain Alignment Mechanisms

Besides MRAT, grain alignment due to interaction

of the gas flow and grains, including Gold alignment

(Gold 1952) and mechanical torque (MET) alignment

with the grain’s long axis along the flow velocity (so-

called v-MET; Hoang et al. 2022) can also produce an

azimuthal polarization pattern.

Gold alignment was thought to be the most promis-

ing mechanism to explain the polarization morphology

caused by grain alignment in HL Tau (Yang et al. 2019).

However, the possibility of the Gold mechanism causing

grain alignment in disk environments is highly question-

able (Mori & Kataoka 2021). Since the mechanism re-

quires supersonic gas speed to have effectively aligned

grains, whereas it is generally subsonic in protoplane-

tary disks (Cho & Lazarian 2007), it is unlikely to induce

grain alignment within this environment.

v-MET, on the other hand, offers a rather promising

alternative. If grains with Keplerian motions align with

the drift direction with wrong internal alignment, the

polarization pattern is also expected to be azimuthal

(Hoang et al. 2022). However, it may not be the case

if we take a more thorough inspection. The polariza-

tion direction depends on the direction of gas flow in

the frame of dust grains, which is a strong function of

Stokes number denoting how well dust grains couple to

ambient gas. With amax ∼ 100 µm, and assuming a gas

surface density of Σg ∼ 5 g cm−2, the Stokes number

is estimated to be St ∼ 5.4× 10−3. This value is much

smaller than unity which indicates that the direction

of gas velocity with respect to the grains will be radial

(see Figure 2 in Kataoka et al. 2019). In the case of

right internal alignment, a circular polarization pattern

is produced. On the other hand, if grains are aligned

with the wrong internal alignment, the pattern will be

radial. Both cases are not compatible with the elliptical

patterns from observations (Yang et al. 2019). Note that

the argument still holds even when considering grain size

up to 1 mm as constrained in Carrasco-González et al.

(2019), which corresponds to St ∼ 5.4× 10−2 ≪ 1.

Nevertheless, it is crucial to stress that we cannot rule

out the possibility of enhanced alignment with grain

drift (Hoang et al. 2022), which is neglected in our

model. Since the direction of gas flow with respect to

the grains is radial, which coincides with the direction

of the radiation beam, the combined effect of grain drift

and radiation can significantly improve the efficiency of

grain alignment within the disk.

In conclusion, it has been demonstrated that MRAT

is the only grain alignment mechanism in the constraint

of current understanding on grain alignment theory that

can explain the polarization signatures observed in the

HL Tau disk by ALMA.

4.5. Grain Size Population

Grain size was constrained primarily from the dust po-

larization of the self-scattering component. Therefore,

in order to address the detailed view of the grain size

constraint given in Section 3, we provide the polariza-

tion efficiency from dust scattering of each dust model,

as a function of wavelength in Figure 6. Polarization ef-

ficiency is represented by the polarization degree at 90◦

scattering times the albedo Pω following Kataoka et al.

(2015).

We could reproduce the observed dust polarization as-

suming that the three wavelengths trace different layers

of the disk, which contain grains of discrete sizes. In

the optically thick region of HL Tau, this is the case be-

cause the differential dust-settling effect can cause light

at different wavelengths to trace different layers of the

disk with longer wavelengths leaning towards the disk

midplane where larger grains are expected to be present
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Figure 6. Polarization degree at 90◦ scattering times the
albedo Pω against the observing wavelength at the three-
grain size models amax = 60µm, 80µm, and 90µm. The
three vertical lines correspond to the three ALMA wave-
lengths 0.87mm, 1.3mm, and 3.1mm, where observations
were used as references in our work. The three red dots
correspond to the maximum grain size constrained at each
observing wavelength.

(Brunngräber & Wolf 2020; Ueda et al. 2021). Indeed,

the grain size in our results is constrained at larger val-

ues when tracing the dust by longer wavelengths, namely

amax = 60, 80, and 90µm at λ = 0.87, 1.3, and 3.1mm,

respectively.

However, this argument is only valid at the optically

thick inner region of the disk. The optical depth would

decrease with the radial distance from the disk center.

Thus, the dust differential settling effect would have a

weaker impact on the outer region. Irregular grain struc-

tures have been studied to alleviate the grain size con-

flict between polarization and spectral index SED fit-

ting (Lin et al. 2023; Zhang et al. 2023). Moreover, it

offers a promising explanation for the spectral depen-

dence of the polarization degree across (sub)millimeter

wavelengths as in Figure 6. According to the literature,

grain size can be larger than 1mm depending on the

grain porosity. Furthermore, grains with large porosity

have less steeper-slope spectral dependence of scattering

efficiency, which generates a similar trend for polariza-

tion degree resulted from self-scattering. Therefore, it

is crucial to incorporate the effect of grain porosity into

detailed modeling of grain alignment to have a more

complete picture of HL Tau polarization.

4.6. Disk Polarization with Substructures

Previously in our original disk model in Section 2.2,

the disk is assumed to have a smooth radial density dis-

tribution. However, ALMA Partnership et al. (2015)

has revealed that the disk contains an alternate distribu-

tion of rings and gaps, which is a crucial sign for planet

formation. Stephens et al. (2023) are recently able to

detect the dust polarization within the substructures at

λ = 0.87mm and find the distinguishable features ob-

served in gaps compared to the rings. In the gaps, the

authors find the polarization vectors to be azimuthal

with a higher polarization degree (up to ∼4%) than

within the rings. This is understandable considering

within the gaps, the optical depth is at unity, which in-

duces a higher polarization degree due to self-scattering

(up to ∼3%, Kataoka et al. 2016). The lower dust opac-

ity also induces lower dichroic extinction, which means a

higher polarization degree of the intrinsic emission from

aligned grains. The lower gas density in the gaps is

also expected to make the grain alignment process more

efficient with less effective gas damping (Hoang et al.

2022). However, too low gas density may also induce

more grains aligning with fast internal relaxation and

lower the degree of azimuthal polarization. This es-

sentially signifies the importance of having accurate gas

density for polarization calculation. Furthermore, with

lower gas density, dust and gas are expected to couple

more efficiently and the effect of grain alignment due

to grain drift would be non-negligible. We attempt to

model the disk with substructures in Appendix B. How-

ever, it is only a rough estimation and cannot repro-

duce the entire detailed polarimetric observation as in

Stephens et al. (2023). One of which is the high po-

larization degree at the gaps, where their further mod-

eling suggests that the intrinsic polarization could be

up to 10-15% without beam smearing effect. This is

potentially because the dust vertical settling effect has

not been taken into account, which ignores the larger

grain size being probed in the gaps due to less opacity.

The gas-to-dust ratio contrast in these gaps and rings is

also still uncertain (Pinte et al. 2016; Yen et al. 2019)

and the simple assumption of constant gas-to-dust ratio

throughout the disk is no longer acceptable. The ac-

cumulation of magnetic field inside the gaps also needs

to be considered if they were formed due to magneto-

hydrodynamic (MHD) effects (Flock et al. 2015). More-

over, the effect of mechanical torque alignment (Hoang

et al. 2022) has not been taken into account. Its in-

corporation into modeling still faces difficulty due to its

significant sensitivity to grain shape (Reissl et al. 2023).

Hence, additional studies are needed to fully reproduce

the high-resolution HL Tau dust polarization observed

by ALMA.

4.7. Caveats

Our model is subject to the unresolved grain shape

inconsistency. While we calculate the direct polarized

thermal emission from aligned elongated dust grains,



15

spherical grains are used in the MCRT calculations.

This is due to the difficulties in computing the opti-

cal properties of non-spherical dust grains, especially its

scattering property.

The assumed geometrically thick disk in intrinsic dust

thermal emission calculation may cause unwanted near-

far side asymmetry in the disk emission at optically thick

region due to more dichroic extinction in the near side

of the disk. However, we ignore this effect due to the

nature of our simple disk model setup and the preferred

need to use a precise approximation of the radiation field

and gas density for grain alignment calculation.

5. SUMMARY

The origin of the polarized emission of HL Tau at dif-

ferent wavelengths has been debated in previous stud-

ies. In this work, through our detailed multi-wavelength

modeling, the following results are found.

1. The ideal scenario of magnetic alignment signifi-

cantly overestimates the polarization degree com-

pared to the realistic cases. In the realistic sce-

nario, especially when grains are aligned at low-J

attractors with slow internal relaxation, grains can

either align with wrong or right internal alignment,

which manifests in azimuthal or radial polarization

patterns, respectively. Additionally, paramagnetic

grains cannot reproduce the observed polarization

data and thus cannot be the primary dust material

in HL Tau.

2. A mixture of self-scattering and MRAT grain

alignment mechanism where grains are aligned

with wrong internal alignment at low-J attrac-

tors and slow internal relaxation can reproduce the

dust polarization observed in HL Tau by ALMA

at (sub)millimeter wavelengths.

3. Grains are shown to be made of superparamag-

netic materials with the number of iron atoms in-

side each cluster is Ncl ∼ 9× 102. The abundance

of embedded iron inside grains identified from our

model is at ∼16% minimum.

4. By assuming grain sizes probed to be λ-dependent,

maximum grain sizes are constrained at amax ∼ 60,

80, and 90µm when probing at λ = 0.87, 1.3, and

3.1mm, respectively.

5. MRAT is found to be the only mechanism in the

contemporary grain alignment theory that can ex-

plain the polarization morphology caused by the

grain alignment component within the HL Tau

disk.
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APPENDIX

A. RADIATION FIELD AND DUST TEMPERATURE

With the radiation source at the disk center, the radiation flux Jrad, spectrum weighted wavelength λ, and anisotropy

parameter γ (defined in Bethell et al. 2007) are calculated and illustrated in Figure 7.

While stellar radiation dominates the upper layers of the disk, the inner disk region is dominated by emission from

warm dust from the surface and intermediate layers. The upper layers of the disk correspond to the disk photosphere,

where it can be observed with IR/NIR observations. The inner disk region, on the other hand, can be traced by radio

observations, which is the case in our modeling. Calculations show that the radiation at this region is dominated at

λ ∼ 140 µm, with anisotropy parameter γ ∼ 0.1. Therefore, only about 10% of the radiation flux primarily at λ ∼ 140
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µm can contribute to RATs towards the grains within the disk because only the anisotropic radiation is important for

RAT alignment.

In our model, we also use radiative heating to calculate the temperature profile of the disk. Our radiative transfer

calculation yields a temperature profile at the disk mid-plane of

T (R) = 347

(
R

1AU

)−0.64

K. (A1)

Figure 7. From left to right: Radiation flux Jrad, spectrum weighted wavelength λ, and spectrum weighted anisotropy parameter
γ. The calculation is made assuming a single radiation source to be the central protostar with luminosity L⋆ ∼ 11L⊙.

B. DISK MODEL WITH RING/GAP STRUCTURES

Throughout this work, we adopted the smoothed structure of the HL Tau disk. However, Stephens et al. (2023)

reported ring and gap structures with the new ALMA observations. They found that the polarization degree is much

higher in the gaps than in the rings, and the polarization vectors are azimuthal.

This section aims to understand this newly observed phenomenon based on the same physical model. We first mimic

the disk structure at λ = 0.87mm as in Stephens et al. (2023), which yields the surface density profile

Σ ∝ Σa

(
R

R0

)−p

exp

[
−
(

R

Rc

)1.5
]
+

N∑
i=1

Σi exp

[
−1

2

(
R− Ci

Wi

)2
]
, (B2)

where Σa = 2.3, R0 = 10AU, p = 0.5, and the parameters for the rings are given in Table 5. In this investigation,

instead of using temperature calculated from radiative transfer calculation, for simplicity, we adopt directly the tem-

perature profile as in the literature: T (R) = 110 × [R/(10AU)]−0.5. We then normalize the dust density by the total

dust mass of Md ∼ 5 × 10−3M⊙ to produce a comparable Stokes I emission at λ = 0.87 mm as in Stephens et al.

(2023). The gas density, on the other hand, is obtained by normalizing the density profile with the total gas mass of

Mg = 0.1M⊙ similar to that done in Section 2.2. This is equivalent to a gas-to-dust ratio of ∼ 20.

For the polarization calculation, we adopt the same dust models as constrained in Section 3.2 with Ncl = 9 × 102,

and amax = 60µm. The predicted polarization degree and polarization angles with the ring/gap disk are shown in

Figure 8. Even with the simple dust model, we can spot differences between the polarization observed in the rings and

gaps. In the gaps, we found that the polarization degree is higher, and the polarization caused by the self-scattering

component becomes less dominant, resulting in a more azimuthal polarization pattern. These features are consistent

with the new observations in HL Tau.
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Table 5. Parameters for the identified rings in HL Tau.

Ring number Σi Ci [AU] Wi [AU]

1 8 24 4

2 5 39 3

3 5 49 3

4 8 59 2

5 3 73 4

6 8 88 3

7 8 102 2

8 8 116 2

Figure 8. Prediction of the toy model of the HL Tau disk with the ring-gap structures at λ = 0.87mm. The polarization
degree is higher in the gap, and the polarization orientation becomes azimuthal.
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