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ABSTRACT

Investigating the dynamical evolution of dust grains intprplanetary disks is a key issue to
understand how planets should form. We identify under whainditions dust settling can be
constrained by high angular resolution observations at nawelengths, and which observa-
tional strategies are suited for such studies. Exploringrgel range of models, we generate
synthetic images of disks with different degrees of duslisgt and simulate high angular res-
olution (~ 0.05-0.3") ALMA observations of these synthetic disks. Tlasulting data sets are
then analyzed blindly with homogeneous disk models (whast @nd gas are totally mixed)
and the derived disk parameters are used as tracers of thiegsttctor. Our dust disks are
partially resolved by ALMA and present some specific behavim radial and mainly vertical
directions, which can be used to quantify the level of geitlWe find out that an angular res-
olution better than or equal te 0.1” (using 2.3 km baselines at 0.8mm) allows us to constrain
the dust scale height and flaring index with sufficient piieciso unambiguously distinguish
between settled and non-settled disks, provided the igtidin is close enough to edge-on
(i > 75°). Ignoring dust settling and assuming hydrostatic equiilin when analyzing such
disks affects the derived dust temperature and the radp@rdiency of the dust emissivity
index. The surface density distribution can also be seydiaked at the highest inclinations.
However, the derived dust properties remain largely uitgtif the disk scale height is fitted
separately. ALMA has the potential to test some of the dusitraemechanisms, but for real
disks, deviations from ideal geometry (warps, spiral wawesy provide an ultimate limit on

the dust settling detection.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Grain growth and dust settling are two key ingredients irptla@e-
tary system formation process. Recent observational reetesug-
gest that ISM dust grains start to grow in the early phase af st
formation, as soon as dense pre-stellar cores begin to fdieory
and numerical simulations predict that in Class |l protangtary
disks, the dust orbiting the Pre-Main-Sequence (PMS) statirc-
ues to grow but also very quickly settles along the mid-plame

typical characteristic time of a feh0* yrs (Dullemond & Dominik
[2004; Fromang & Nelsbh 2009). The growth is the first step to-

wards the formation of even larger solid bodies, which udtiefy
culminate with planetary embryos. Settling will speed up tfro-
cess by favouring grain collisions, firstly by increasing telative
vertical velocities, as settling acts differently in fuioct of the dust
dynamic properties (see MMO), andrsdlg by
concentrating dust close to the midplane. On top of that,ga hi
dust to gas ratio in this area, can affect the gravitatioteis
ity and control the initial step of the formation of planeteals

(Goldreich & Warl 1973).
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Quantifying the dust evolution process is a complex prob-
lem since the two physical processes (grain growth and aist s
tling) are simultaneously shaping the disk. The big grairs a
expected to fall down relatively quickly to the mid- plane nmh
only small grains, reflecting the stellar Ilg
Mlm& should remain located on the dISk serfat
3-5 gas scale heights.

At aradius of 100 AU from the central star, typical hydrostat
scale heights range between 10-20 AU00.1” at the distance of
the nearest low-mass star forming regions{D40 pc). Therefore,
observing settling requires both the most sensitive andibst
resolving astronomical facilities.

Some evidence of dust settling has been obtained from
studies using Near-Infrared (NIR) maps obtained by the HST
(Duchéne et al, 2003), or by the analysis of the Silicatedbain
10um (Pinte et all 2008; D'Alessio etldl. 2001). IR observations
only characterize grain growth for small particles withesiz ~
0.1 — 10 um, as images at wavelengthare mostly sensitive to
particles of sizer ~ \/(27). Moreover, as the dust opacity in the
NIR is still quite large, the particles we observe are neadlydo-
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cated high above the disk plane, typically around 3-5 scailgtits
(Chiang & Goldreich 1997).

Contrary to IR, the moderate opacity of the mm/submm do-
main should probe material throughout the disk structuhe. &arly
bolometric observations of envelopes and disks aroundgstars
(Beckwith et all 1990) indicated that both the dust absormptioef-
ficientx, and its spectral inde® at mm wavelengths have evolved
compared to the ISM dust. However, only spatially resolvieskeo-
vations could alleviate the ambiguity left by the possilatcibu-
tion of the inner optically thick core. Furthermore, contaation
of the long wavelengths (longer than 4 mm) flux density by-free
free emission can be substantial and should be removeddpepr
determination of the spectral indeéx (Rodmann ét al. 2008)nd)
the VLA (at 7 mm), PdBI and OVRO to probe the dust properties
and the dust disk surface density in CQ Tau, Testilet al. (po6s-
cluded that particle have grown up to sizes as large axm. Sim-
ilar results were obtained on larger samplep Dph (with ATCA)
and in Taurus-Auriga bb,a). The overadlig
growth in proto-planetary disks thus seems a well estafdish

More recently] Guilloteau et al. (2011) performed a high an-
gular resolution dual frequency study of disks in the Taukusiga
region with the IRAM array. Apart from disks with inner holesch
as LkCa15[(Piétu et Al. 2006), all sources observed wiffcseritly
high angular resolution (0.4-0'8exhibit steeper brightness gradi-
ent at 3 mm than at 1.3 mm. This is the signature of an evolu-
tion of the dust spectral index with radius, with smaltewalues
near the central star. The inner part of disks, up to 60-80 &gJ,
pears dominated by large particles leading to a spectraixird
below 0.5 betweer\ = 3 and 1.3 mm while beyond 100 AlB
reaches value consistent with ISM-like grains (1.7). Trossti-
tutes the first observational evidence of radial variationglust
properties, and the characteristic transition radius betwsmall
and large grains is consistent with recent models of dudutua
in disks by Birnstiel et &1/ (2010).

In this paper, we go one step further and study the impact
of dust settling on the disk imaging at mm wavelengths, ireord
to define adequate observational strategies to constrarpkie-
nomenon with ALMA. For this purpose, we utilize the code DISK
FIT (Pietu et all 2007), which has been upgraded to takednto
count the dust settling. The ALMA simulator developed at RA
2) is then used to generate realistic ALMAskis
within the wavelength range 0.5 to 3 mm. Finally, we analymsée
synthetic observations (pseudo-observations) as real akgum-
ing a vertically uniform dust distribution in order to findtawbust
criteria of dust settling. We also explore some hidden degmries
which may bias our estimate of the dust properties. We theruds
what would be an ideal ALMA observation.

Our dust disk models are described in Secfidn 2. Section
[B presents the ALMA predictions (pseudo-observations) thed
method of analysis. We then discuss in Sedfibn 4 the imjicat
of our results.

2 MODEL DESCRIPTION
2.1 Disk Model

As in|Guilloteau et gl (2011), we assume a simple parameisic
model. In Model 1, the gas surface density is a simple power la
with a sharp inner and outer radius:

Zo(r) =0 ()

@

for Rint < 7 < Rout.
In Model 2, the density is tapered by an exponential edge:

2y(r) =0 () exp (~(r/R)*T). @

Note that Model 1 derives from Model 2 by simply settiRg —
oo andp = + in the above parametrization. Model 2 is a solution of
the self-similar evolution of a viscous disk in which theaoasity
is a power law of the radius (with constant exponent in time
(Lynden-Bell & Pringlé 1974).

The kinetic temperature in the disk mid-plane is also assume
to be a power law of the radius:

Tk(T,ZZO) :To(T/Ro)iq. (3)

We assume that grains and gas are fully thermally couplethato
the dust temperaturEy,st = Tx. We shall further assume that the
disk is vertically isothermal]. (r, z) = T (r,z = 0). Models of
dust settling show that most of the dust should mostly sefitlein
one scale-height (Dullemond & Dominik 2004), thereforeuass
ing that the dust is isothermal, is at first order a reasoreggemp-
tion. The impact of this assumption will be discussed ldteder
hydrostatic equilibrium, the resulting vertical gas disition is a

Gaussian
X(r) ( z ) :
rz) = —————=ex — | — . 4
S AON p( 7,0) @
With this definition, the gas scale heighy, is:
[ 2r3kT(r)
Ho(r) =\ Gt o ®)

with £ andG the Boltzmann and the gravitational constants respec-
tively, M. the star masg; the mean molecular weight amdy the
mass of the Hydrogen nucléil,, is also a power law of the radius

Hy(r) = Ho(r/Ro)", (6)

with the exponent = 3/2 — ¢/2. The mean molecular weight
is equal to 2.6 in our analysis.

2.2 Dust Properties
2.2.1 Mass and grain size distributions

Dust settling implies local changes in the dust-to-ga®rats well
as local variations in the grain size distribution, whostaie de-
pend on the mechanism controlling the dust evolution. Warass
here no radial re-distribution of dust: the dust surfacesigri:,
follows the gas surface density, and at any radiusatlerage(i.e.
vertically integrated) dust-to-gas ratio is equal to ttedard ratio:

Sa(r)/Sg(r) = (sea = 1/100 (7

Eq[7 ensures mass conservation independently of setflihg.
value of(sq is only a scaling factor for the total disk mass in non-
settled disks, but also affects settling in some specificetsod
We further impose that dust settling does not change the over
all dust distribution as a function of grain size, and usewagrdaw
size distribution
a
=no (= (®)

fdn(a,r, z)dz

da
no is the number of grains at the reference size ami» and
amaz are the minimum and maximum radius of the particles and
pa the exponent of the power law (usually taken from 2.5 to 4, e.g

—Pd
) Amin g a g Amazx -
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[Ricci et all 2010b). While the vertically integrated graiesdistri-
bution is a power law (and a fortiori, the disk averaged gsine
distribution), because of the effect of dust settling, theal grain
sizen(a, r, z) distribution is no longer a power law af

2.2.2 Dust emissivity

-2
The dust emissivity as a function of frequency depends on the 10 3

dust size distribution and grain composition. Once the dizt
distribution and grain composition are specified, severethads

can be used to derive the emissivity values. This has to be don
with grain sizes varying up to 5 to 6 orders of magnitude. A se-

rious limitation is our poor knowledge of the grain compiosgit
and shape. Moreover, several recent observations andiegues

show that the dust spectral ind&in the Far IR/mm range depends

on the dust temperature_(Pollack eftlal. 1994; Agladzelet@61

[Coupeaud et &l. 2011). The Mie theory is the most popular odeth

(see, e.6) to predict dust emissivities buarearig-
orously exact for spherical grains only. Other methodshasthe
Discrete Dipole Approximation (DDA), are heavier to hantliee,

e.g. Draine_1988; Draine & Flatau 2012, and references ithere

and still suffer from the dust composition and shape liriotzs.

One often uses approximate laws for the dust emissivity in

the mm domain, such as a simple power law prescripticn =

ro(v/1)?. Although in general applicable to the molecular clouds

where grains remain small, in disks, this approximation ng/o
valid over a relatively narrow range of frequencies. Réialidisk
grains can result in emissivity curves which cannot be isgreed
in this way at mm wavelengths, especially when the largesingr

become comparable in size to the wavelength (Nattal bt a;200

Ricci et al! 2010b; Isella et Al. 2§109). Furthermore, inledttlisks,

such a representation would no longer be convenient, asngla
the effectivero andj to the dust settling parameters is a non triv-

ial task. Thus a 2-D (r,z) distribution of the dust emissivds a
function of wavelength needs to be computed once the sgfibnA
rameters are specified.

Given the important unknowns in the dust geometry and com-

position, we have elected to use a parametric method to ntloelel
dust emissivity as a function of grain size and wavelength.

Our approach is based on the fact that the emissivity as a func

tion of frequency displays two asymptotic regimes, the smave-

lengths ¢ > \) where the absorption coefficient is dictated by the

geometrical cross section, and the long wavelengihs( \) for

which a power law applies. These two regimes are connected by
resonance region near = 2wa. To study the thermal structure

of disks,l.9) parameterized the emissivityves

by only retaining the two asymptotic laws. However, at mm evav

lengths, the resonant region can contribute significantiie emis-
sivity. The detailed behaviour of this resonant region it erii-
cal, as integration over a size distribution will smooth any fine
structure: only the width and height matter. We thus eletigab-
rameterize the asymptotic regimes and the width and hefghis
resonant region in a simple way. The details are given in Adpe
Al

To integrate over a given distribution in size, the disttitwi is
sampled on discrete bins. We typically use two (logarithrbios
per decade in size, except for the smallest sizes (below) ivhere
1 bin per decade is used because these small grains coatvidmyt
little to the emissivity at mm wavelengths (and are also ddfested
by settling effects). Within each bin, the size distribatisassumed
to remain a power law with the same expongpgs the integrated
grain size distribution. Our selected functional for theisgsivity

© 0000 RAS, MNRASD00, 000-000
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Figure 1. Contribution of various dust grains to the total emissidr8(and
0.5mm wavelengths), depending of their size, for an asswsizecexponent
pa = 3. The vertical red dotted line represents approximatelypédding
of disk density) the separation between grains well mixetti e gas and
grains starting to settle.

k(v,a) allows analytic integration over this truncated power law
size distribution to derive the mean emissivity per unit snas

In the example presented in this article, the parameters hav
been adjusted in order to match the dust properties used by
Ricci et al. b). The resulting emissivity per size hia given
in Table[d, and Fifil1 shows the relative contribution of eichto
the total emission, for a size distribution index equal to 3.

2.3 Dust Settling

Although dust settling mechanism does not in general lead to
Gaussian vertical distribution of grains of a given siz¢his often
remains an acceptable approximation. Deviations from secti-
cal profile only occurs high above the typical scale heigkt, in
regions which contribute very little to the total dust masse(e.g.
[Fromang & Nelsdh 2009).

It is convenient to define a grain-size dependent scale feigh
Hg(a,r), and a “settling factor’s(a,r) = Ha(a,r)/Hgy(r) with
a being the grain size. In our binned dust representatigadaus
independent dust settling can be simulated by specifying the val-
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Table 1. Dust Emissivity calculated from our simplified model.

grain size K (cm2g—1)

a— at 05mm 08mm 1.3mm 3mm
0.0lum 30um 8.33 3.80 1.69 0.418
30um 100pum 40.1 7.69 1.84 0.418
0.1lmm 0.3mm 51.4 345 111 0.610
0.3 mm 1mm 8.60 8.74 9.52 4.12

1mm 3 mm 2.75 2.75 2.58 2.58
3mm 10 mm 0.860 0.860 0.826 0.826
10 mm 30 mm 0.275 0.275 0.270 0.270
30mm 100mm 0.0860 0.0860 0.0860 0.0859

ues ofs, = s(an) for each bin. A two-bin representation (one
layer of large grains, close to the mid-plane, and one of lsmal
near the disk surface) is also used|by D’Alessio etlal. (2066)
study the impact of dust settling on disk SED. A small diffeze is
that in[D’Alessio et dl[(2006) the two grain categories aatilly
separated, while in our case they would only have differeates
heights.

To obtain the s(a,r) value, we decided to use instead a
more physical approximation based on the results of global

numerical calculations derived from theoretical appresch
(Eromang & Nelsdrl_2009) which take into account ideal MRI-
induced MHD turbulence prediction$ (Balbus&HayI/Iby 1991,

1998) as well as vertical stratification of dust and gas.
In a Keplerian disk, the angular velocity is:

a=q (L) 9
= (7 ©
and relates to the scale height in hydrostatic equilibriym b

Cs
0= \/EE (10)

1.5 - —

Ho/H

L
107° 10
(@7),

Figure 2. Dust scale height as a function ¢f2.75)o (adapted from

Fromang & NeIsQ). The black diamonds represent theesatal-

culated by the simulations. The red and dashed blue lingsaitedthe two
functions adopted in our study.

For large grains, Dubrulle etlal. (1995) and Carballido B(2006)

have shown that a power law:
_ Hd(a7 T)

s(a,r) = ——"—= = (Q.70)°

H,(r) (14)

with o0 = —0.5 is a suitable function. With a similar representation,

[Pinte et al.[(2008) found an exponent= —0.05 from a multi-

wavelength study of IM Lupi. However, their value is mosttyne
strained by infrared data, and more specifically the siidands
which are essentially sensitive to small grains. We havepiadb

wereC is the (isothermal) sound speed. The dust stopping time is the following law, which matches the previous asymptot&uits

the typical time, for a particle of size and densitypg, initially at
rest to reach the local gas velocity. In typical T Tauri pphémetary
disks, aerodynamic interactions between gas and solidcpkas

smaller than~ 10 meters are well described by the Epstein regime

4). We have then for the dust stopping titee t
expression:
_ pad

Ts = oC.
The main factor controlling the degree of settling is theelision-
less product of the dust stopping time by the angular velocity
which fixes the dynamical time. Whenr < 1, the dust particles
are coupled to the gas. Wheén >> 1, the dust particles are decou-
pled from the gas and settles towards the midplane. Thisugtasl
linked to the particle size by:

V2mpaa
Bg(r)
where the surface densily, (r) is given by Eq§lld2, depending on
which disk model is used. As this quantity is therefore isedy
proportional to the gas surface density, in general théirgpin-

creaseswith radius.

It is convenient to further approximate the effects of dest s
tling by relating the “settling factors(a, r) to the settling parame-
terQmo = (Q7s)(r, 2 = 0):

Hg(a,r)

s(a,r) = W = f(Q.10)

(11)

Qrs(r,2) = exp (z/H,(r))* (12)

(13)

s(a,r) = 1 it Qo <we

—0.5
= (QTO) if Qo > we

We

(15)

wherew. =~ «, the viscosity parameter, within a factor of or-
der unity (Dubrulle et dl. 1995). From Fig.2, we use in ted =
6.5107*, a value which slightly overestimates the settling effi-
ciency found by Fromang & Nelsoh (2009). We will also discuss
Sec[4.4P of the value. = 1.7 1073, in blue, which on contrary
tends to underestimate it. For small grains, the small diffee be-
tween our adopted exponent of O for snfait and the value -0.05
found bI8) is unimportant for our purposeces

the emission in the mm/submm domain is largely dominated by
grains affected by dust settling, as illustrated by[Fig.1.

2.4 Radiative Transfer

We used the ray-tracer of the radiative transfer code DISKFI
7) to generate brightness distributidrdifeerent
wavelengths. As settling can only be observed at suffigidngh
disk inclinations, special care was taken in defining thegensam-
pling to limit the numerical effects, as described in Gudiau et al.
dZTli). This required to have radial and vertical cells $enahan
0.05 AU.

© 0000 RAS, MNRASD00, 000-000
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Table 2. Disk physical parameters for aM, star.

Physical characteristics Adopted values

type of grains Moderateq 3 mm)
or Large € 10cm)

gas scale height Hydrostatic Equilibrium (Eq.5)

Averaged Gas/Dust 100
Kinetic Temperature Ty (r) = 30 (RLO) ~%* Kelvin
Dust Temperature Taust = Tk
Reference radius Ry =100 AU
Inner Radius Rint =3 AU
Inclinations 70, 80, 85 and 90°

Gas Surface Density (g.cn?) Truncated disk (model 1, Hd.1)

. -Pp
2y(r) 4.35 ()
P 1
Outer edge Rout =100 AU

Gas Surface Density (g.cn?)  Viscous disk (model 2, Egl.2)
. - —
Sg(r) 17.4 (RLO) exp ((%)2 'Y)
0.5

ol
Tapered edge R.=50AU

Table 3. Settling factorss for the various grain size distributions

grain size s(a) = Hq/H4 at Radius (AU)
a_ a4t Rint = 3 50 Rout = 100
0.01pm 10um 1.00 1.000 1.000
10 um 30um 1.00 0.867 0.613
30um 100pm 1.00 0.481 0.340
0.1 mm 0.3 mm 1.00 0.274 0.194
0.3mm 1mm 0.621 0.152 0.108
1 mm 3mm 0.354 0.0867 0.0613
3mm 10 mm 0.196 0.0481 0.0340
10 mm 30 mm 0.112 0.0274 0.0194
30mm 100 mm 0.0621 0.0152 0.0108

The settling factors is calculated fopy = 3, pg = 1.5 g.cm™3 with a
corresponding to the mean (mass weighted) grain radiughardisk model
described in Tablgl2.

3 SIMULATIONS
3.1 Sampleof Disk Models

The disks parameters (Talble 2) are representative of tke slisd-
ied by|Guilloteau et all (2011). The disks are in hydrostatjai-
librium with no vertical temperature gradient and orbitward a
1 Mgstar. The total (gas+dust) disk mass is 0MI3,.

3.1.1 Dust Settling and Emissivity

We simulate the settling using the prescription of [Eh.1%Id8
gives the corresponding settling factors and[Fig.3 inéis#be ap-
parent scale height for various grain sizes as a functioadifis.

Following the formalism described in Section 2.2, dust para
eters were adjusted to mimic the emissivity curves

), see AppendxJA. The minimum grain size was Q@1

and the maximum grain size 3 mm for the moderate grain model or
10 cm for the large grain model, wigh, = 3. We took 9 grain bins
for the moderate grains and 12 for the large ones for enssitifig

© 0000 RAS, MNRASD00, 000-000
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dust: 0.01-10 microns and gas

dust:
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1-3 cm
3-10 cm

scale height in AU

20 40
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Figure 3. Dust and gas scale heights as a function of the radius fardiit
grain sizes for the settled model. The black curve also spoeds to the
gas scale height.

Table 4. Flux densities (mJy) of settled disks (Model 1)

Frequency 100GHz 230GHz 340GHz 670 GHz
Moderate grains

70° 65 450 989 3490
80° 48 300 634 2100
85° 32 180 377 1240
90° 7.6 56 137 564
Large grains

70° 9.6 60 134 512
80° 9.0 56 123 462
85° 8.1 49 107 393
90° 2.4 17 39 166

ficient precision at the ALMA noise level. While compact mials
have large specific densities@f = 3—4 g.cm 2, we have chosen
to use a smaller valug; = 1.5 g.cm 3 to account for the fact that
(large) grains are expected to harbor a substantial icer ameto
be fluffy. The resulting emissivities are given in Talble 1.

3.1.2 Gas Surface Densities

The gas surface density used to generate the settled diskl mod
follows either EQ.IL (power law model, Model 1) or Elg.2 (vigso
model, Model 2). Fig#d5 were obtained using the Model 118gb

5 and 6 correspond to pseudo-observations using the Model 1.
Table 7 and 8, the pseudo observations were obtained uséng th
Model 2. The resulting integrated flux densities are givemahle

3.1.3 ALMA Configuration

The simulated brightness distributions obtained from CFEK
were then processed through the regularly upgraded ALMA sim
ulator implemented in the GILDAS software packa@et a
[2002) in order to produce the visibilities.

As a first guess, we choose to simulate observations obtained
using 50 antennas with a single antenna configuration, seothka
servations at different wavelengths can be performed yesariul-
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Figure 4. Disks observed at 670 GHz under inclinations of 985°, 80°
and 70, from top to bottom. Left: settled disks. Middle: non-sadtldisks
of same gas mass distribution and same amount of dust. Ritfleence
between these two models (non settled - settled). Simaktioe made with
moderate grains. The hatched ellipse is the PSF.

taneously. A maximum baseline length of 2.3 km was used and

the observations were assumed to be around the transitdéseu
observations of settled disks, located at declinatioa= —23°,
have been created at four different frequencies, 100, 28D a8d
670 GHz (or in wavelengths: 3mm, 1.3 mm, 0.88 mm and 0.48 mm,
corresponding to the 4 initial ALMA bands 3,6,7 and 9). Tleiads
to a spatial resolution of 0.300.13’, 0.089" and 0.045 for Bands
3,6,7 and 9, respectively. At the distance of the nearesf@taing
regions (120 — 140 pc fop Oph and Taurus-Auriga), the corre-
sponding linear resolutions are 39-42, 16-18, 11-12 and\b-an
our case, we assume a distance of 140 pc. Thermal noise wed add
to the simulated.v data (corresponding to 30 min of observations
for each frequency). The resulting image noise (point saEnSI-
tivity) are 13pJy at 100 GHz, 20 at 230 GHz, 30 at 340 GHz and
111 at 670 GHz.

Each disk has been imaged at 4 inclination anghes,(85°,
80° and70°). The resulting number of visibilities in the pseudo
tables is 1096704. This number can be compared to the noogddu
x? given in Tables 5to 8.

3.2 Prominent Effectsof Settling

To understand the effect of settling, it is useful to compheeim-
ages of the same disk (i.e. having the same gas spatiabdisom
and mass) with or without settling.
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Figure 5. Radial and vertical cuts in brightness temperature digiob
(K) of disks with moderate grains, observed at 670 GHz undésrent
inclinations. Left: black curves correspond to the settiemtiel. Red curves
correspond to the non-settled model. Right: the differer{c®n settled -
settled) between these two models is shown in blue. The dvgg bar
indicates the angular resolution.

as well as the flaring index. At very high inclinations (ontyo8°
in our model), ther = 1 region of settled disks is reached at larger
radial distances from the star, which are colder. This tesola
lower brightness temperature.

We find the same effect with large grains: their lower absorp-
tion coefficient is partially compensated by higher colurangities
in the mid-plane due to stronger settling. The self-absonpffect
will be smaller for less massive disks. Thus, a change in iaks
and a modification of the grain sizes result in different @fein
particular as a function of observing frequency.

Finally, because the intrinsic aspect ratio is of order H/R
0.1, these opacity effects are critically dependent onribknation
(see Figg ¥ andl5). At 70 the impact of dust settling becomes in
general difficult to see.

3.3 Inversion Process

We investigate here potential ways to distinguésty settled disk
from any non-settled one. Our approach is to analyze simulated
images of settled disks with non-settled, homogeneous rdisi#-

els. Under this approach, settled disks may result in vensual
parameters which cannot be ascribed to “normal” non-skditeks.

For example, the dust scale heidtiy should be small, as well as

Figurel4 represents the expected images for disks obsetved athe flaring index:, in comparison with the hydrostatic scale height.

670 GHz, while Figlh gives brightness profiles for cuts aland
perpendicular to the disk midplane at the disk center.
As expected, the vertical extent is smaller in the settlestca

The resultinguv data sets were fitted by non-settled and verti-
cally isothermal models under the assumption of power laad®l
1, Eq) or exponential decay (Model 2, [Hq.2) for the surfiee-

© 0000 RAS, MNRAS0D00, 000-000
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Figure®6. Left: settled disks at 850f inclination. Middle: results of the best
model obtained with the non-settled disk model (Case 1hRajfference
between these two models (non settled - settled). Modelsnaie with
large grains. The hatched ellipse is the PSF.

sity distribution. All frequencies were fitted simultanstu Tables
5, 6 and 8 were obtained with minimizations performed ushey t
Model 1 and Table 7 using the Model 1 and Model 2).

Non-settled disks are characterized by the following paam
ters: the position angle PA, the inclinatiénthe intrinsic param-
eters Rint, Rout, 20 and p (for the power law,R., v for the vis-
cous model) Ty, q, Ho, h and the dust characteristics. The later
being a priori unknown, we assume the simple power Adw) =
;-so(u/z/o)ﬁ for the dust emissivity. We use herg = 10'? Hz and
ko = 0.1 cm?g™* (for a dust to gas ratio of 1/100). Agis a free
parameter in our analysis, the choicespfwill affect (/) at other
frequencies, which is compensated in our analysis by adgitie
disk density. The derived disk density profilE$r) (and in par-
ticular the disk mass) is thus somewhat dependent on thenassu
value ofvyg.

Each pseudo-observation was fitted with 4 different non-

settled disk models. The scale height was derived eithesrumgt
drostatic equilibrium constraint or independently fittegd dust

emissivity exponens was assumed to be independent of the radius

r, or evolving like its logarithm:

B(r) = Bi + Brlog(r/Ro) (16)

This leads to 4 cases (see Talilfg 5-6). Case 1 assumes htidrost

equilibrium andg, = 0, Case 2 hydrostatic equilibrium and free
Br, while Case 3 uses free scale heidhi¢ and h with 3, = 0
and Case 4 all free parametef), h and 3,.. As the impact on

Rint Was found to be non significant in all cases, this parameter is

ignored thereafter. The disk inclinatiéns recovered accurately in
all cases (with typical error around 0.2°), but its knowledgntrols
the error bars on some critical parameters, in particHlgandh.
The position angle is also easily recovered, but has lesseimie
than the inclination.
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Figure 7. Radial and vertical cuts in brightness temperature digiob
(K) at several wavelengths for disks inclinedsaf and large grains corre-
sponding to Fifll6. Left: black curves correspond to thdexkthodel. Red
curves correspond to the non-settled model. Right: therdiffces (non set-
tled - settled) between these two models is shown in blue.hbnizontal
bar indicates the angular resolution.

4 DISCUSSION
4.1 Analysisof the Inversion Process

TablegH-B show the results of the inversion process. Iregbhnd
[6, both pseudo-observations and models for the minimizatise
the truncated disk surface density (Model 1), with grainsiofier-
ate size in TablE]5 and large grains in Tddle 6. In Thble 7,dseu
observations, made with the viscous Model 2 and contairarggl
grains, are analysed by both Models 1 and 2. Finally, Tabédeg's
to pseudo-observations obtained with Model 1 and fittedgigie
Model 2, for moderate size grains.

The case with grains of moderate size illustrates best the pr
lems. It leads to rather strong continuum flux (TdBle 4), dedap-
tically thick zone is sufficiently large to measure diredthe dust
temperature from the surface brightness. The formal ear@rsery
small, indicating that thermal noise is not a limitationdner

4.1.1 Deriving the Scale Height

When viewed edge-on, the hydrostatic equilibrium assumnpti
(cases 1 and 2) leads to unusual results. The derived tetapera
is forced towards low values to better mimic the small diskkh
ness £ 19 K instead of 30 K). This is also true when minimizing a
Model 1 by a Model 2 (Tablel8). A side effect is an apparentaladi
dependency of the dust emissivity inde. (2 0) which is due to
the nonlinearity of the Planck function at low temperatuRslax-
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Table 5. Minimizations of a settled disk (model 1) by an homogenemss (@odel 1): moderate size grains

Disk Case & Ty q P Rout B; Br Hg h x2
inclination 30K 0.4 1.0 100 AU 0.613 0 14.6 AU 1.30

(Case 1)

70° 3034008 0396+ 0001  0.966+ 0.002 95.8+ 0.02 0.613+ 0.001 [0] (14.7) (1.30) 1458941
80° 3384007  0.378+ 0.002 1.32+ 0.004 96.14 0.03 0.420+ 0.001 [0] (15.5) (1.31) 1696971
85° 2664010  0.629+ 0.007  0.692+ 0.006 97.9+ 0.04 0.341+ 0.002 [0] (13.7) (1.18) 1661490
90° 188+ 022  0.810+ 0.035 -1.20+ 0.03 101.04+ 0.07  0.892+ 0.005 [0] (11.6) (1.10) 1332034
(Case 2)

70° 30.3+ 0.08 0.3964 0.001 0.965+ 0.006 95.84+ 0.02 0.6124- 0.002 0.000+ 0.005 (14.7) (1.30) 1458923
80° 33.8+0.13 0.3784 0.001 1.3240.01 96.1+ 0.03 0.4204- 0.003 0.003+ 0.008 (15.5) (1.31) 1697294
85° 26.4+0.17 0.6404 0.005 1.16+ 0.01 98.4+ 0.06 0.2304- 0.003 -0.234+ 0.01 (13.7) (1.18) 1660374
90° 19.34+ 0.3 0.622+ 0.013 0.55+ 0.07 102+ 0.10 0.4404- 0.005 -1.214 0.02 11.7) (1.19) 1325182
(Case 3)

70° 28.3+ 0.04 0.423+ 0.001 1.09+ 0.005 99.74 0.007 0.686+ 0.001 [0] 2.55+ 0.05 1.064 0.016 1205325
80° 29.24+0.03 0.4124+ 0.001 1.43+ 0.009 99.74+ 0.009 0.704+ 0.002 [0] 2.49+ 0.04 0.94-+ 0.007 1193405
85° 30.2+ 0.03 0.391+ 0.001 0.274+ 0.06 1004 0.03 0.6824 0.007 [0] 2.91+ 0.06 1.184+ 0.03 1155545
90° 31.2+0.19 0.39+ 0.034 -1.20+ 0.05 1014 0.07 0.8334 0.007 [0] 3.06+ 0.05 -0.09+ 0.02 1117094
(Case 4)

70° 28.14+0.04 0.425+ 0.001 1.22+ 0.008 99.84+ 0.007 0.648+ 0.002 -0.080+ 0.005 2.49+ 0.06 1.05+ 0.014 1205325
80° 29.14+0.03 0.415+ 0.001 1.78+ 0.02 99.8+ 0.008 0.644+ 0.003 -0.214 0.02 2.52+ 0.04 0.97-+ 0.007 1192868
85° 30.2+ 0.03 0.391+ 0.001 0.35+ 0.09 100+ 0.06 0.601+4 0.007 -0.464+ 0.07 2.95+ 0.07 1.26+ 0.03 1155401
90° 30.2+ 0.19 0.54-+ 0.038 -1.65+ 0.09 101+ 0.07 0.8974 0.006 0.174 0.02 3.05+ 0.06 -0.11+ 0.03 1117059

Numbers between brackeffsindicate fixed parameters. Numbers between parenthesdsrared from another parametefi(y from T, andh from g under the hydrostatic equilibrium hypothesis). The seqomdindicates the expected values of
the parameters. See secfion]3.3 for the definition of Cases.

Table 6. Minimizations of a settled disk (model 1) by an homogenemss (nodel 1): large grains

Disk Case & To q P Rout Bi Br Ho h x2

inclination 30K 0.4 1.0 100 AU 0.288 0 14.6 AU 1.30

(Case 1)

70° 222412 0.453+ 0.014 0.92+ 0.013 99.1+ 0.2 0.3374 0.004 [0] (12.6) (1.27) 1099461

80° 19.24+ 0.6 0.555+ 0.011 0.78+ 0.01 96.54 0.2 0.366+ 0.004 [0] (11.7) (1.23) 1103372

85° 17.84+ 03 0.668+ 0.010 0.70+ 0.01 95.84 0.2 0.464 0.005 [0] (11.2) (1.17) 1115798

90° 11.94 0.4 0.9674 0.055 -0.82+ 0.06 96.6+ 0.3 0.984 0.02 [0] 9.1) (1.02) 1113205

(Case 2)

70° 15.04 1.0 1.10+ 0.04 -0.07+ 0.04 99.8+ 0.1 0.454+ 0.008 0.1264 0.004 (10.3) (0.95) 1099558

80° 13.84 0.9 1.30+ 0.017 -0.45+ 0.02 97.9+ 0.2 0.504+ 0.007 0.1824 0.004 (9.9 (0.85) 1102652

85° 17.74+0.24 0.674+ 0.010 0.73+ 0.02 95.8+ 0.2 0.454+ 0.008 -0.01£ 0.01 (11.2) (1.17) 1114358

90° 13.04+0.35 0.660+ 0.027 0.73+ 0.08 97.8+ 0.2 0.434 0.02 -0.93+ 0.05 (9.6) (1.17) 1112144

(Case 3)

70° 320+ 1.0 0.40+ 0.02 1.014 0.02 99.6+ 0.06 0.2664 0.004 [0] 1.6+ 0.7 1.43+ 0.13 1097745

80° 33.0+ 0.9 0.35+ 0.02 1.084 0.02 98.9+ 0.2 0.270+ 0.004 [0] 1.9+ 0.5 0.684 0.07 1098468

85° 339+ 1.0 0.32+ 0.02 1.13+ 0.02 98.7+ 0.2 0.268+ 0.004 [0] 1.4+ 0.2 0.53+0.12 1099739

90° 223408 1.49+ 0.07 -1.344 0.07 1004 0.2 0.514 0.02 [0] 144+ 0.2 0.034 0.07 1096614

(Case 4)

70° 278413 0.510+ 0.05 0.84+ 0.08 99.74+ 0.06 0.30+ 0.01 0.0274 0.006 1.1+ 0.3 1.3+ 04 1097740

80° 359+ 1.3 0.310+ 0.03 1.174 0.03 98.9+ 0.14 0.23+ 0.01 -0.028+ 0.005 1.64 0.6 0.6+ 0.2 1098426

85° 345+ 1.1 0.309+ 0.03 1.204 0.03 98.8+ 0.2 0.2240.01 -0.043+ 0.007 1.3+ 0.2 0.454 0.2 1099695

90° 58.0+ 3.1 -0.284- 0.03 1.644 0.08 1004 0.2 0.1140.01 -0.64+ 0.05 1.3+ 0.2 0.054 0.1 1096561
ing the hydrostatic equilibrium hypothesis (cases 3 andldyva and~ 0.29 for the large grains (Tablé 6) is expected from the opac-
us to recover the input temperature profile. ity curves in AppendiXA. The fitted is often different becausgé

Tabledb[b anfl]8 also show that the constraint from the ap- is not an intrinsic parameter of the dust: our assumed dogtepr

parent thickness is less important than that from the duspée- ties cannot be represented by a single power law between @.5nd
ature, so that the fitted scale height in the hydrostaticliegiuim mm, but exhibit a more complex behaviour (see Appendix).fithe
hypothesis remains unduly large (Hig. 6 and[Hig.7). Thi§icielly ted 3 is more affected for edge-on disks, because the flux dessitie

creates a deficit of emission close to the mid-plane and a@ssexc  at each frequency strongly depend on the degree of settling,
at high altitude. For cases 3 and 4, there is a lack of flarirgllat  affecting the relative weights of each observation.

at 90’: the settled disk is best fitted with a constant thickness. At

less extreme inclinations, however, disks appear mildhgélaNot

only Hy is constrained, but the apparent flaring indealso devi- 4.1.3 Degeneracy betwegh andp

ates quite significantly in the settled case from the initédle (1.3 o o .
in our model, a range between 1.1 — 1.5 being expected for most At very high inclinations (e.g. 99, settling increases the opacity
disks). in the disk plane. A fit of a constaiit (3, = 0) leads to a value

of the exponenp of the radial density profile driven towards neg-
ative values, to offer sufficient self-absorption from tlwdcouter
regions. The independent fit @f, and its exponenk (case 4) is
not sufficient to compensate this effect. Although this asg that
Our settled disk are composed of several populations ofigrai  viscous-like surface density profiles (se€fEq.2) with niggatmay
Each grain population has its own spectral indexf the whole better fit the images, this is not the case because such prdfie
dust emission was optically thin and homogeneously disteith, too sharply after their critical radiug.. Furthermore, there is some
a means (defined as the spectral index between two wavelengths “hidden” degeneracy betweenand 3, and the minimization pro-
only: 0.5 and 3 mm) ofv 0.61 for the moderate grains (Taldlé 5) cess may converge towards one or the other solution.

4.1.2 Spectral Index

© 0000 RAS, MNRASD00, 000-000
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Table 7. Tapered Edge disk: large grains

Disk Case & To q P Rout B Br Hg h X
inclination 30K 0.4 0.28: 0 14.6 AU 1.30
70°
(Case 1) 32,9+ 0.1 0.3104+ 0001  1.73+0.002  91.7+0.07  0.689+ 0.002 [0] (15.3) (1.35) 1151874
(Case 2) 29.8+ 0.07 0.348+ 0.001 2.164 0.004 92.94+ 0.07 0.4194+ 0.004 -0.3224+ 0.004 (14.6) (1.33) 1141912
(Case 3) 28.7+ 0.11 0.3794 0.002 1.654 0.002 94.14+ 0.08 0.725+ 0.002 [0] 20.0+ 0.13 2.32+ 0.007 1143237
(Case 4) 25.4+ 0.07 0.426+ 0.001 1.904 0.006 94.04- 0.08 0.6294 0.005 -0.1814 0.004 18.4+-0.14 2.31+ 0.009 1134115
As Tabld[] for a viscous (model 2) settled disk fitted by an hgemous disk with sharp edge (model 1).
Disk Case & Ty q p Re Bi Br Hg h x2
inclination 30 AU 0.4 05 50 AU 0.288 0 14.6 AU 1.30
70°
(Case 1) 30.5-0.09  0.387+ 0001 0479+ 0003  49.3+004  0.6204 0.002 [0] (14.7) (1.31) 1106571
(Case 2) 29.6+ 0.08 0.3914 0.001 0.578+ 0.003 46.24+ 0.09 0.5364 0.003 -0.092+ 0.002 (14.5) (1.30) 1106488
(Case 3) 25.1 0.10 0.4734+ 0.002 0.459+ 0.003 51.24+ 0.05 0.6824 0.002 [0] 34+03 1.73+ 0.03 1099314
(Case 4) 25.3+ 0.09 0.4631 0.002 0.520+ 0.003 49.24+ 0.09 0.628+ 0.004 -0.052+ 0.002 29+ 04 1.65+ 0.04 1099013
As Tabld[ for a viscous (model 2) settled disk fitted by an hgemous viscous disk (model 2).
Table 8. Tapered Edge disk: moderate size grains
Disk Case & Ty q P Rout B; Br Hg h x2
inclination 30 0.4 0.613 0 14.6 1.30
(Case 1)
70° 348+ 007 031940001 21440002  103.04 003  0.4424 0.001 [0] (15.7) (1.34) 1276606
80° 350+ 007 034610002  1.85+0004  103.0£ 003  0.2924 0.001 [0] (15.8) (1.33) 1415333
85° 205+ 013 0504+ 0004 13140006  109.0+ 006  0.293+ 0.003 [0] (14.5) (1.25) 1683039
90° 19.94 0.26 0.5424- 0.008 0.164 0.01 109.6+ 0.09 0.9304- 0.006 [0] (11.9) (1.23) 1319208
(Case 2)
70° 35.5+ 0.07 0.306+ 0.003 2.05+ 0.005 108+ 0.03 0.4844- 0.005 0.156+ 0.003 (15.9) (1.35) 1299320 **
80° 34.84+ 0.07 0.349+ 0.004 1.70+ 0.007 1114 0.03 0.4831 0.008 0.300+ 0.005 (15.7) (1.33) 1393296
85° 28.6+ 0.09 0.533+ 0.005 1.35+ 0.008 116+ 0.05 0.3344+ 0.010 -0.016+ 0.007 (14.3) (1.23) 1679815
90° 20.6+ 0.15 0.5504 0.009 0.184+ 0.02 1114+ 0.07 0.398+ 0.021 -1.25+ 0.013 (12.1) (1.22) 1312764
(Case 3)
70° 35.84+ 0.1 0.306+ 0.001 2.23+ 0.002 106+ 0.03 0.4664 0.001 [0] 13.44+ 0.04 1.334+ 0.005 1262191
80° 35.0+ 0.06 0.3024 0.002 2.26+ 0.005 1104+ 0.03 0.365+ 0.001 [0] 6.6+ 0.05 1.19+ 0.006 1187642
85° 32.84+0.08 0.3204 0.003 2.69+ 0.009 1224 0.05 0.461+4 0.002 [0] 2.8+ 0.04 0.53+ 0.006 1129793
90° 29.24+0.13 0.294+ 0.012 0.204- 0.01 113+ 0.06 0.7544+ 0.076 [0] 4.0+ 0.04 0.10+ 0.02 1162383
(Case 4)
70° 35.9+4 0.06 0.305+ 0.002 2.144+ 0.004 108+ 0.04 0.493+ 0.005 0.099+ 0.003 13.3+ 0.03 1.3240.008 1278814 **
80° 33.54+0.08 0.3304 0.003 2.25+ 0.010 1144 0.04 0.3724 0.005 0.172+ 0.007 5.574+ 0.05 1.104 0.005 1186973
85° 32.44 0.09 0.327+ 0.005 2.68+ 0.017 1274 0.06 0.4514 0.010 0.268+ 0.02 2.35+ 0.03 0.44-+ 0.007 1124899
90° 34.44 0.10 0.068+ 0.004 1.21+ 0.007 1224 0.05 0.7384- 0.008 -0.380+ 0.005 4.04+ 0.03 0.34+ 0.016 1145282

As Tabld for a viscous (model 2) settled disk fitted by an hgenous disk with sharp edge (model

4.1.4 Impact of the Surface Density Profile

1). ** Results probabtycnaverged, as theix 2 is greater than that of the simpl@r,- = 0 case.

4.1.5 Consequences

For the large grains models, the flux densities and the djplégths

Table[$ suggests that the scale height can be apparently con-gre jower. The same trends are found. Large grains settle effr

strained independently of the temperature profile even atemo
ate ¢ = 70°) inclination (basically all input parameters are recov-
ered properly). This result is due to the assumed sharpdtiamcat
Rout = 100 AU (Model 1). The apparent (projected) width of this
sharp edge is a strong indicator of the actual disk thickness

Table[T shows results for pseudo-observations obtaingud wit
a more realistic continuous profile (Model 2, with= 0.5 and
R. = 50 AU). When fitted by a Model 1 (top panel of Talile 7),
the required scale height is large and the flaring index iesalon
physical values of the order of 2.5. This is an attempt to &itenis-
sion beyond the derived outer radius. On the contrary whiemlfity
a Model 2 (bottom panel), a small scale height is indeed e®al/
This result indicates that at inclinations bel®®°, the recovered
scale height is sensitive to the exact shape of the surfatsitge
distribution, and cannot in general be determined acclyrafa-
ble[§ shows results of tapered disks (Model 2) fitted by a ttett
power law for different inclinations (Model 1) and moderatee
grains. At inclinations> 80°, the differences between the true disk
density structure and the one assumed in the analysis dagndt s
icantly affect the derivation of the scale height. Otherapagters,
such as the temperature, are somewhat affected by the iemprop
surface density profile rather than by settling.

© 0000 RAS, MNRASD00, 000-000

ciently and the fitted scale height is even smaller than irpteei-
ous case. Since the optically thick core is small, some dageres
start appearing betweéeh, ¢ and X, p, as a purely optically thin
emission only depends ail" andp + q.

In all cases, the inconsistencies appearing when fitting by a
standard, non-settled disk model, clearly flag the “obs¥raésk
as being unusual, and combined with the low absolute valiib&o
scale height€ 2 — 3 AU), point towards dust settling as the only
reasonable cause of the discrepancies. Moreover, settlksl alc-
tually appear “pinched’/ < 1) rather than flaredi( > 1). The
above analysis also demonstrates that radius dependdimgsas
derived from MRI simulations and theoretical analysis cardts-
tinguished fronr adiusindependent one, the later would not affect
the flaring index valué:. However, directly retrieving the settling
factor s(a, r) will remain largely model dependent, as this would
imply to deconvolve from the grain size distributiaria), which
remains unknown. Even with prior knowledgefa), the strong
smoothing resulting from this size distribution would s@bg limit
the capability to retrieve(a, r) from H(r).

Others parameters likg, 3, or p are sensitive to the dust set-
tling at inclinations> 80° but can only serve as secondary indica-
tors. In real data, thé, which deviates from its original value 0 at
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inclinations> 80° may be due either to dust settling or to radial
variations of the grain properties (Guilloteau et al. 2011)

An inclination close to 90is clearly the more suitable case to
study settling since opacity and brightness temperatdieetsfare
maximum. Taken into account the various uncertainties aiig
ular on the surface density and radial grain properties results
suggest that observations of settling would be possibladinia-
tions> 75 — 80°.

4.2 Impact of thevarious Wavelengths

The above studies show that all the impact of dust settliranig
in the effective scale height (Fig.8) and a priori we may expe
that the highest frequency data, which has the highestadpast-
olution, may be sufficient in itself. This must be moderatgd b
a number of caveats, however. First, the best signal to rugse
pends on the dust properties and is not necessarily at tihedtig
frequency. Second, the apparent (geometrically congtiiscale
height must be compared to the hydrostatic scale heightaeepr
settling. This implies that a) the (gas) temperature or ts tbm-
perature as a proxy, should be known, and b) the stellar mass m
also be constrained to a reasonable accuracy (to derjvesée
Eq[8). In principle, the gas temperature can be retrieveunay-
ing thermalized lines. However, as most chemical modeldigtre
that simple molecules lies in a layer about 1-2 scale heigbve
the disk plane (because of depletion on dust grains in thé col
denser regions, see €.9. Semenov & Wiebe!2011), findingabsaiit
probe for the disk plane is not straightforward. In our apieig the
dust temperature is derived by resolving the opticallykiparts
of the disk. With radial gradients of the dust emissivityerdike
found byl Guilloteau et al| (2011) and predicted by simufsiof
[Birnstiel et al.[(2010), the proper identification of an optly thick
core region requires at least 3 frequencies. Thus unless gas
temperature can be derived independently, a 3-wavelergtly s
seems required to avoid ambiguities in identifying dustiset

The relative ability of each of our 4 observing wavelengts c
be evaluated. For the two shortest ones (0.5 and 0.8 mm)ribrs e
on the derived parameters (efdo andh) approximately scale as
the wavelength. Since the signal-to-noise ratio is simaiaboth
frequencies, the driving factor is the angular resolutitime errors
then strongly increases for 1.3 mm, which no longer has seifific
resolution, while the 3mm data are practically unable tovig®
any quantitative constraint. Good observing condition8.&mm
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Figure 8. Derived apparent scale heights and flaring index as a funofio
disk inclination. All results show viscous pseudo-obstoves (Model 2)
fitted by truncated disks (Model 1), using grains of modeséte, with free
scale height and radial dependeh{case 4). Stars show results obtained
with the strong dust settling prescription while filled syohlare obtained
with the lowest one. The dashed lines indicate the expegtéibktatic scale
height and flaring index for non-settled disks.

4.3 Comparison with other imaging simulations

Using the code MC3D, Sauter & Wolf (2011) have investigated

dust settling by producing intensity maps of dust disks floum

up to 1.3 mm. Their analysis differs from ours in three majuings.
First, they only assume two dust grain distributions (sraadl

Iarge) following the parametrization proposed|b g

) Their small grain population is ISM-like, the Iargealn

data being much more frequent than at 0.5mm, this wavelength dlstrlbutlon extends up t@.q., = 1 mm. This parametrization is

may be the best compromise in term of sensitivity and angekar
olution if only one wavelength can be observed.

We note that the error dfy, in the combined analysis is lower
than the simple weighted average of the 4 independent dietarm
tions which shows the gain in the multi-wavelength approach

We finally made a last check at 3mm on long baselines by
using the Model 1 to produce pseudo-observations in theafdke
moderate grain size distribution and assuming an incinadingle
of 85°. Baseline lengths of 11 km provide an angular resolution
of about 0.08 or 8 AU, similar to that reached at 0.5 mm with the
2 km baselines. We mimic 4 hours of observations. We analyzed t
pseudo-observations using the non settled disk Model 1 @unabif
that the scale height is marginally constrained With= 2.2+0.7
AU and h = 1.16 £ 0.3. This also barely differs (by- 1.50)
from the 4 wavelength fit where we obtaff, = 3.13 £ 0.03 AU.
The large errors at 3mm are due to insufficient sensitivityus
measuring the differential settling between 0.5 and 3 mmlavba
very time consuming.

similar to the 2-bin version of ouradius independent settling
models (Sectiofi]2). It is very well suited to study settlingtie
NIR and Mid-IR because of the high dust opacity but has a too
small number of bins to properly mimic dust settling at mm erav
lengths. The maximum grain size may not be sufficient, as show
for example in Fig.B where the larger grains significantlytcibute
to the mm emissions. They also only use stronger settlingnper
ters, with their large grain scale height smaller than thalkgnain
one by factors 8, 10 or 12. This roughly corresponds to thérspet
factor in our large grain case, but the ratio is of the ordes &br
our less extreme grain sizes.

Second, they do not take into account the ALMA transfer
function. This is adequate only with sufficiemt coverage, which
is not obtained with short integrations on very long bagsin

Third, and most importantly, they only compare the settled
model with the non-settled disk in four positions. Such ahuef
optimized for IR data, does not use all the information ciored in
the maps or ALMA observations. Moreover, as the dust opasity
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changing with the wavelength, the optimum positions shealy
accordingly.

Given these differences, comparisons are not straighéfiaw
As expected, we both find weaker flux and reduced flaring for
highly inclined settled disks, but our method appears muohem
discriminant and applicable to a wider range of disk indioras.

4.4 Critical discussion
4.4.1 Temperature Structure:

We assume that the temperature is vertically isothermaldigs
[Fromang & Nelsdn[(2009)). In real disks, the temperaturexis e
pected to rise two or three scale heights above the disk st
settling will affect this temperature gradient which is ripslriven
by the distribution of small to mid-size grains 0.1 to 10um) be-
cause they control the opacity to incoming radiation. Thgséns
exhibit only limited settling. Indeed, because the appaszale
height at mm wavelengths is a factor 3 to 4 times smaller than t
hydrostatic scale height, more than 99 % of the mm flux is built
in within one hydrostatic scale height, in which temperatgra-
dients should be negligible. The location of the superdubéyer
changes with dust settling, but not to the point where it silb-
stantially & 50 %) affect the temperature within one pressure scale
height.

Hasegawa & Pudritz (2011) have recently studied the effect o
dust settling on the dust temperature using M 0B838)
5 AU from the star, they found that the dust temperature rear t
mid-plane (withinz < 0.3 scale-height) is somewhat lower in a
settled disk than in a well-mixed one (see their Fig.4). Tinges-
heated layer appears however hotter (60 K instead of 40 Kg. Th
thickness of the impacted cold layer is around 0.5 AU, much to
small even for the longest ALMA baselines. At the larger irgald
to 100 AU) investigated in our study, the impact of dust sejtbn
the temperature structure will be much less significantabse the
temperature gradients scale with the dust opacityt (r in typical
disks), as well as with incoming radiation flux (1/r?).

Vertical temperature gradients are however expected tp pla
a role in the apparent scale height at optical or NIR wave-
lengths. Indeed for HH30, Burrows et al. (1996) derived a muc
larger scale height from 2m scattered light using the HST than
[Guilloteau et dll.[(2008) from IRAM PdBI data: this is moreeli%

a manifestation of temperature gradient than of dust sgttli

4.4.2 Settling Shape and Viscosity Parameter:

We have tested a prescription of the settling which has begwed
from MRI driven turbulence simulations frso
(2009). These simulations span a limited rangéfs )o, and Fig-
ure[2 suggests that other settling factors may be used. Weats
formed simulations withw. about twice larger (dashed blue curve
on Fig.2), leading to smaller settling but without any majbange

in our results as can be seen on Fig.8. The dust scale heights a
affected by at most 30-40 %, but are still strongly smallenth
the gas £ 3 AU instead of 15 at R = 100 AU for the grain range
size 0.1-1mm) and still easily distinguished from the uthsétase.
Furthermore, the settling degree is also directed linketthéadust
specific density, which is generally assumed to be betweamdl a
3 g.cm 3. As our grains have a relatively low dust specific den-
sity (1.5 g.cn®), and then are more coupled to the gas, the dust
settling degree we generally used can be considered as mediu
The measurable effects on the apparent flaring index irelieit

© 0000 RAS, MNRASD00, 000-000

the settling produced by MRI can be distinguished, in sonsesa
from a radially constant settling. For instance, in the datian
from dFromang & NeIsdh&d)Q), there is no dead zone, leading t
an underestimate of the dust settling in the inner disk (10 AU).

Having measuredd,/H,, it is tempting to directly quan-
tify the viscosity paramete«.. When this ratio is inferior to 1,
the settling efficiency is related to it by_(Dubrulle et al.9%9
(Carballido et all. 2006):

Hy(a,r) [ o
“Var

Hy(r)
However, we do not measutBy(a,r)/H4(r) as a function of
grain size, but only an ensemble averaged with an a prionaouhk
size distribution, and a weighting function depending oa dlust
emissivity as function of size and wavelength. Furthermére
scales as the inverse of the gas surface density, whicrsJayitac-
tor of a few across the disk radius. These two effects arecdiffi
to separate from the direct impact@fin the above formula. Thus,
Hgy/H, strongly depends on many parameters and quantifging
in this way appears impracticable. This conclusion is unfuately
re-inforced by the large integration times which would bguiesd
to measure differential settling between 0.5 and 3 mm, amahi
step to attempt any correction from the grain size distidout

Each grain size bin is assumed to follow a Gaussian shape
vertical distribution. Deviation from Gaussianity are egfed, as
shown by Fromang & Nelsbf (2009) from their MRI simulations.
However, as these deviations occur above two-three seddgis,
they play a minor role in the mm/submm results, like the terape
ture profile.

s(a,r) = a7

4.4.3 Disk Size:

We use a disk outer radius of 100 AU, or a similar characiersite
for the tapered-edge profile. This is consistent with thessfpund
for disks in the Taurus Auriga g5 Oph reglonsmaﬂ
120117 Andrews et al. 2008, 2010). The median disk outer gidiu
Guilloteau et &ll. (2011) is 130 AU.

[Guilloteau et al.[(2011) also show that large grains arenesse
tially located in the inner 70 to 100 AU. The existence of a ra-
dial gradient in the grain size distribution will affect thedial de-
pendency of settling. The presence of smaller grains beytd
AU, as suggested by the observational result.
), will increase the apparent scale height there. Towetss re-
gions contribute to less than 10 to 30 % of the total flux, se thi
increased scale height will not mask the settling from tmeirre-
gions. If grain growth is maximal near the star, the setthvig
become more important in the inner regions. Thus, the raplal
dient of grain size should increase the expected valuesediiah
ing exponent:. While this reduces one of the signature of settling,
the effect can easily be mitigated by a slightly modified gsial
method, as the change inis correlated with the change in grain
size. This is amenable to simple parametrization, at theresg of
one additional parameter.

4.4.4 Disk Mass:

We adopted a disk mass 8f; = 0.03 M which corresponds to
flux densities given in Tablel4 and are similar to those of glisk
found in e.g. the Taurus region (a factor 2 larger for the smal
grain case and a factor 2 smaller for the large grain caseh Wi
enough sensitivity, it is preferable to observe disks with fluxes

for two reasons: 1) at mm wavelength, low flux densities can be
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a sign of larger grainsa( > ) which settle more efficiently and
2) low flux densities may indicate lower densities which éese
the coupling between gas and dust. In the “large grain” appro
mation, the settling factos scales as,/Mg/a (from Eq[I1 and
[14), while for optically thin emission, the flux densify, scales as
k(a)Mg =~ Mg/a, so thats o /S, the settling efficiencyl /s
may actually be larger for disks with lower observed flux dlxes
unless these low flux values are just due to disks of similainisic
densities, but smaller outer radii.

4.45 Disk Radial Structure:

We performed a series of tests where we fit the settled mosdiglgu
moderate and large grain size distributions) with a visdausfor
the surface density (Model 2) by a non-settled model assgimin
power law surface density (Model 1). The results of the miném
tion (Tabld8) show that even if the limited knowledge of tleasity
profile unavoidably affects the precision with which setilis con-
strained, it does not mask its existence. For disks inclimethore
than 80, the derived scale height and its flaring clearly exhibit the
behavior expected in case of dust settling. This resultrangty
encouraging, especially as the radial density profile déslis still

a debated issue.

4.4.6 Disk Geometry:

Small departures from perfect geometry and rotational sgtmm
like warps and spiral patterns, may affect our ability to stosin
the scale height. Mis-alignments between jets and disks by‘a
(e.g.,HH3 6), and warps of similar magni{iedg.
B Pictoris?) are known to exists. They rodi
mately limit the apparent scale height to ab&tR ~ 0.03, which
is comparable to our “normal” grain size case. The very sfisat-
tling predicted for large grains by the MRI turbulent modedynbe
beyond reach because of this practical limitation.

4.4.7 Instrumental Effects:

We have shown that thermal noise is not a major limitation éam
sure dust settling. We investigated here the impact of gbhversc
phase noise by adding antenna based, Gaussian distrithasd p
errors, as would be expected after radiometric phase dtimmnec
Figure[9 shows the impact on the results. As expected, thadmp
is much worse on the brightest sources (the small grain ddse)-
ever, for reasonable observing conditions (antenna basedoise
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Figure 9. Impact of the phase noise on the measurements of settlipg. To
reducedy?, middle: flaring indexh, bottom: apparent scale height at 100
AU. Left panels are for the small grain case, and right pafelshe big
grain case. The truncated power law (model 1) is used. Cs@ssefor; =
70°, and squares foir = 85°. The horizontal lines indicate the expected
values for un-settled disks, derived from the hydrostatieditions.

of the order of 2 km at the distance of the nearest star formeéng
gions (120 - 140 pc).

e This is possible only for disks more inclined than75 — 80°.

e Unless the gas scale height can be independently derived, at
least 3 frequencies are needed to unambiguously identifynge
by comparing the apparent scale height to the derived dugiae
ature.

e The 3mm band, which is useful to constrainis less sensi-
tive to settling than shorter wavelengths even on long beee(11
km) and for longer integration times (4 hours). Thus, maagur
the differential settling between 0.5 and 3 mm would be venet
consuming.

e Phase noise should be below about 4® avoid smearing by

below 30), phase noise does not prevent the measurement of thelimited seeing. Although the highest frequencies provielttely an-

scale height. The flaring index is more affected, hutill shows
significant deviations at 8%of inclination.

5 SUMMARY

gular resolution, this condition favors the 0.8 mm band aspite-
ferred frequency to probe the apparent scale height.

e At the highest inclination 85°), the apparent radial depen-
dency of the surface density is affected by dust settlingvéler,
this effect is not a sufficient diagnostic.

e Other parameters, such as the radial dependency of the dust

We have studied how ALMA can be used to quantify the degree emissivity index, are not substantially altered by segtlin

of dust settling in proto-planetary disks around T TaurrstaVe
simulated settled disks using prescriptions for dustisgtbased on
MRI driven viscosity. Using a parametric model to fit the posed
dust emission as a function of wavelength, we show to whainext
settling can be constrained. Our main findings are

e For the characteristic dust disk sizes found by previous mm

surveys, dust settling can be measured in typical diskswéter-
ate integration times (of about 2 hours per source), usisglres

Our study was performed using a viscosity parameter 10~ 3.
Although settling is expected to depend anthe dependency is
weak /), and other unknowns, in particular the grain size distri-
bution but also the surface density, preclude an accura¢endima-
tion of o based on the observation of settling only.
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APPENDIX A: DETERMINATION OF THE GRAIN
EMISSIVITY

Dust grain emissivities can be computed from their dieletrop-
erties. However, as grain properties are poorly known irtgsro
planetary disks, strong assumptions about the grain ctegistecs
(shape, composition, porosity, ice layer, ...) have to belevfar
such purpose.

We follow instead a much simpler approach which takes into
account the basic asymptotic behaviour of the dust absorgi-
efficient as a function of wavelength. For wavelengthsnuch
smaller than the grain radius grains behave as optically thick
absorbers. Hence, the absorption coefficient per unit nsasave-
length independent and

k(X a) = ma® /my = 3/(4paa) (AL)

for spherical grains of specific densjty. At the other extreme, for
A > a, the emission coefficient usually falls as:

k(A a) o (1/2)° (A2)

whereg ranges between 1 or 2, depending on the grain composition
but not on grain sizes.

In between, for\ ~ 27wa, the absorption coefficient exhibits
a number of bumps, due to interferences between the refractd
diffracted rays. The detailed shape of absorption curvhigreso-
nant region depend on grain struct 2004)ender,
these detailed shapes will be smeared out when the absoookéd-
ficient is computed for a size distribution of the grains,tsekact
knowledge is unimportant provided the overall emissivitjve can
be reproduced for realistic grain size distributions.

We thus define the emissivity curve through a small number of
parameters. For a given grain radiyghe short wavelength regime
is given by:

ky(a) = —

- 4pqa
from equatio AlL. The long wavelength regime is definedgnd
ey, so that forA > a,

(A3)

k() = kA (A4)
The two regimes intersect at
1/e;
Xo(a) =a <k5k(a)) (A5)
l

The enhanced emissivity fump) is defined at\i(a) =
2xlia by an enhancement factgf, > 1 compared to the long
wavelength asymptotic regime

A “ .
5N (@), @) = fyhy (%) = foku (2n)" (a6)
The shape around this region is defined by slopesbefore A <
Ai(a)) ande, after A > Ai(a)) the bump. Thet sign fores
occurs because in this parametrizatiofi (a), a) can be smaller

than the short wavelength asymptotic vakuéa) (see Fid.AlL). The
emissivity law being a piecewise combination of power lafvs\ o
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Figure A2. Top panel: Absorption coefficient at 1 mm as a function of
amaz for different exponentg of the size distribution. The solid lines rep-
resent the results calculated in Ricci et al (2010), usiafistc grains made
of astronomical silicates (10% in volume), carbonaceouterizds (20%)
and water ice. The dashed lines represent our approximaggidooh Bot-
tom panel: emissivity exponerit computed between 1 and 3 mm for the
same grain distribution.

anda, integration over a power law size distribution for the ggai
is straightforward.

This description with a limited number of parameters cap-
tures all the required characteristics to adequately semitethe
absorption curves of a given grain size distribution. Fedé2
shows the law used in our sample models, compared to the ab-
sorption coefficients used by Ricci ef al. (2010b). The patans
aref, = 154, e, = 0.68, e, = —3.5, 11 = 0.65, ¢, = —1.67
andk; = 0.058. Although differences by 20 % exist, the key fea-
tures such as the asymptotic values, position width anchheig
the emissivity bump are all well reproduced.
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