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ABSTRACT

GQ Lup B is a forming brown dwarf companion (M ~ 10 — 30 Mj) showing evidence for an infrared
excess associated with a disk surronding the companion itself. Here we present mid-infrared (MIR)
observations of GQ Lup B with the Medium Resolution Spectrograph (MRS) on JWST, spanning 4.8—
11.7 pum. We remove the stellar contamination using reference differential imaging based on principal
component analysis (PCA), demonstrating that the MRS can perform high-contrast science. Our
observations provide a sensitive probe of the disk surrounding GQ Lup B. We find no sign of a silicate
feature, similar to other disk surrounding very low mass objects, which likely implies significant grain
growth (amin 2 5 pm), and potentially dust settling. Additionally, we find that if the emission is
dominated by an inner wall, the disk around the companion might have an inner cavity larger than
the one set by sublimation. Conversely, if our data probe the emission from a thin flat disk, we find
the disk to be very compact. More observations are required to confirm this findings and assess the
vertical structure of the disk. This approach paves the path to the future study of circumplanetary
disks and their physical properties. Our results demonstrate that MIR spectroscopic observations can
reveal the physical characteristics of disks around forming companions, providing unique insights into

the formation of giant planets, brown dwarfs and their satellites.

Keywords: Planet formation (1241) — High contrast spectroscopy (2370)

1. INTRODUCTION

The direct detection of protoplanets still embedded
in their circumstellar disk material can reveal unique
insights into the formation processes sculpting exoplan-
etary systems. In particular, high-contrast imaging can
constrain the brightness and location of planets form-
ing in the disk, which can be related to disk substruc-
tures observed in the radio wavelengths and in optical
and near-infrared (NIR) scattered light (Andrews 2020;
Avenhaus et al. 2018; Ren et al. 2023). Combining pro-
toplanets and disk observations allows to study planet-
disk interactions (e.g., Bae et al. 2023) and to under-
stand their complex interplay. At the interface between
planets and circumstellar disks, circumplanetary disks
(CPDs, Ward & Canup 2010, referred here as the disk

surrounding a companion, being it a planet or a brown
dwarf) play a pivotal role in shaping the planetary envi-
ronment by facilitating mass accretion, angular momen-
tum transfer, and potential disk clearing.

To date, the only confirmed protoplanets orbit the
young star PDS70 and are both undergoing accretion,
carving a large cavity in the circumstellar disk (Kep-
pler et al. 2018; Haffert et al. 2019). Since their discov-
ery, the two protoplanets have been subject to studies
using many instruments and observational techniques
(e.g., Miiller et al. 2018; Wang et al. 2021; Cugno et al.
2021) to reveal their physical and chemical properties.
Given their accreting nature (Wagner et al. 2018; Haf-
fert et al. 2019; Zhou et al. 2021), the community has
initiated an effort to detect their CPD. Observations
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with the Atacama Large Millimeter/submillimiter Ar-
ray (ALMA) revealed first a tentative and subsequently
a distinct detection around PDS70c (Isella et al. 2019;
Benisty et al. 2021). While these ALMA observations
offer clear evidence for a CPD around PDS70 c, only
a tentative indication of a CPD has been seen around
PDS70 b in the form of excess emission in M’ band pho-
tometry (Stolker et al. 2020a; Christiaens et al. 2024).

The presence of IR excess emission at A 2 5 pum has
been observed in several young planetary and brown
dwarf mass companions (Wu et al. 2017a; Martinez &
Kraus 2022; Stolker et al. 2020a, 2021). This type of
emission has been associated with circumplanetary disk
material and was often complemented with the detection
of accretion tracers (e.g., Wolff et al. 2017; Santamaria-
Miranda et al. 2018), millimeter emission (e.g., Wu et al.
2020, 2022) and polarimetric signals (van Holstein et al.
2021). Despite these detections, little is known about
the physical properties of circumplanetary disks, how
they evolve and how they affect the formation of bound
companions.

Among the young companions presenting indications
of a circumplanetary disk is GQ Lup B. GQ Lup B,
first discovered by Neuhéuser et al. (2005), orbits at
a separation of 0”7 from the young (2 — 5 Myr, Mac-
Gregor et al. 2017) T Tauri star GQ Lup A located
at d = 154 £ 0.7 pc (Gaia Collaboration 2022). Sev-
eral works tried to infer the companion mass, with val-
ues ranging from 10 to 40 M (e.g., Marois et al. 2007;
Seifahrt et al. 2007), and its orbital parameters (e.g.,
Ginski et al. 2014; Schwarz et al. 2016). In particular,
Stolker et al. (2021) fitted 15 yr of astrometric data and
confirmed the large misalignment (84 + 9°) between the
orbit of GQ Lup B and the circumstellar disk suggested
by Wu et al. (2017a). They also constrained the semima-
jor axis of the orbit (a = 117733 au) and its eccentricity
(e = 0.247092). Moreover, they modeled GQ Lup B’s
atmosphere, using optical and NIR spectra, finding it
consistent with a low gravity object with Teg = 2700 K
and a large planet radius of ~3 Rjy. They identified
an excess emission in VLT /NaCo NB4.05 and M’ data,
which they tentatively attributed to a circumplanetary
disk. Moreover, GQ Lup B shows signs of active accre-
tion, with several hydrogen recombination lines detected
in the optical and NIR (Seifahrt et al. 2007; Zhou et al.
2014; Wu et al. 2017b; Stolker et al. 2021; Demars et al.
2023), pointing to a dynamic companion formation envi-
ronment. Despite the detection of MIR excess and emis-
sion lines associated with accretion, ALMA observations
at radio wavelength did not detect the circumplanetary
disk (Wu et al. 2017b; MacGregor et al. 2017).

In this work, we present the first spectrum of a circum-
planetary disk surrounding the low-mass brown dwarf
companion GQ Lup B, taken with the Mid InfraRed In-
strument (MIRI, Wright et al. 2023) onboard the James
Webb Space Telescope (JWST, Gardner et al. 2023). We
provide constraints on the properties of its disk, propos-
ing a path to characterize CPDs of young protoplan-
ets in the future. This Letter is structured as follows:
in Sect. 2 we present our observations and data reduc-
tion, in Sect. 3 we report the extracted spectrum of the
companion and fit it with simple models. We discuss
the results in Section 4 and present our conclusions in
Sect. 5.

2. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA REDUCTION
2.1. Observations

GQ Lup was observed as part of the general observer
(GO) JWST program identifier (PID) 1640 (PI: Ban-
zatti, observation 9) on August 13, 2023. The program
was targeting GQ Lup A in order to study the inner disk
for signs of water emission that would indicate inward
pebble drift (see Banzatti et al. 2023 for more infor-
mation on PID1640). A point source optimised 4-point
dither pattern was used, with 22 groups/integration and
7 integrations (exposure time of 28 mins) for each of the
spectral bands of the MIRI Medium Resolution Spec-
trometer (MRS, Argyriou et al. 2023). Hence, the obser-
vations cover the 4.9—27.9 um wavelength range, with a
spectral resolution ranging from 3700 to 1300. However,
in this work we only use channels 1A-2C (4.9 —11.7 pm)
as at longer wavelengths the companion can not be spa-
tially resolved. No dedicated background observations
were acquired.

The reference star observations used to remove the
stellar point spread function (PSF) were taken from a
series of commissioning and cycle 1 calibration programs
(PIDs: 1050, 1524, 1536, 1538), as well as another star
in PID 1640 (RY Lup, observation 10) that was observed
immediately after the GQ Lup visit. In total 17 refer-
ence PSFs were available. These calibration stars have
been vetted against binarity or disk emission (Gordon
et al. 2022). Additionally they sample a year of JWST
capturing potential differences in the state of the wave-
front, although this is assumed as a negligible effect at
the wavelengths of MIRI. Finally, we selected PSFs with
the same dither pattern as our observations (the most
common for point sources) in order to sample the PSF
in a similar way.

2.2. Data Reduction
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Figure 1. Wavelength-combined images before (first column, only channels 1A and 2A shown) and after (second to fourth
columns, channels between 1A and 2C) PSF subtraction. The band is reported on the top left corner of each panel. The
corresponding wavelength range is shown on the bottom left corner of each panel, while the SNR of the detection is indicated on
the top right corner. The color scale is the same in every image, and the spatial axes follow the MRS IFU internal coordinates.
A scale is provided for channels 1 and 2 in the panels of the second column, while arrows pointing North and East in the sky
coorindate are reported on panels in the third column. The central dashed circle represents the FWHM of the stellar PSF. With
increasing wavelength, the size of the PSF increases and the companion separation falls to ~ 1.5 \/D.

All data presented in this study were equivalently pro-
cessed with the jwst pipeline'. The data were down-
loaded from the Mikulski Archive for Space Telescopes
(MAST) already processed by the DetectoriPipeline,
in the form of rate files. Next, the spectroscopic pipeline
Spec2Pipeline was applied with the default MRS steps
enabled except the residual fringing correction. The
spectral cubes were built with the Spec3Pipeline us-
ing the drizzle algorithm in IFUALIGN mode, with out-
lier rejection enabled. The IFUALIGN mode builds the
cubes in the MRS internal coordinate system, which is
not dependent on the specific V3PA value of each obser-
vation, resulting in aligned PSFs (Law et al. 2023). In
the end, for each dataset the pipeline provides a single
image at each individual wavelength.

We cropped the GQ Lup frames to have the bright-
est pixel at the center of the frames (new size 19 x 19
and 17 x 17 pixels for channels 1 and 2 respectively, see
first column of Fig. 1 for channels 1A and 2A). To avoid
interpolation artifacts in the GQ Lup data, we did not
center these images with subpixel precision. Conversely,

1 pipeline version 1.12.5, CRDS version 11.17, CRDS context

jwst_1141.pmap

we aligned with subpixel precision all the references to
the GQ Lup data using spline interpolation, with the
exact position of the star found by fitting a 2D Gaus-
sian function. After masking the central (5, we utilized
Principal Component Analysis (PCA Amara & Quanz
2012) to extract the dominating features of the PSF.
These extracted principal components (PC) form the
basis for modelling and removing the GQ Lup A PSF,
revealing the forming companion. In our analysis we em-
ploy 14 PC, but we tested different numbers and found
no significant difference in the extracted spectrum for
PC> 10.

3. RESULTS

We clearly detected the companion in bands 1A-2C.
Figure 1 shows the median collapse along the A axis of
the residuals after PSF subtraction in each cube. In
addition, the figure reports the signal to noise ratio es-
timated in the images when using the prescriptions pre-
sented in Mawet et al. (2014) with aperture diameters
equal to 1 FWHM at the central wavelength of each
MRS channel. Until 2C (~ 11.7 ym) the companion is
detected with SNR>14. Furthermore, up to band 2C,
we could recover the signal from GQ Lup B in each sin-
gle frame of the MRS cubes.



Beyond channel 2C (A > 11.7 pm) the companion is
located at a separation smaller than 1.5 FWHM of the
MRS PSF. Even though the detection at longer wave-
lengths is possible, it is complicated by a series of fac-
tors like significant self-subtraction of the companion
flux and higher residual noise that dominates the im-
age. Obtaining a complete spectrum beyond 12 pm is
beyond the scope of this paper and is left for future
work.

3.1. Spectral Extraction

Due to the increasing importance of self-subtraction
with increasing wavelengths, we relied on the injection of
negative PSFs at the companion location and minimiza-
tion of the residuals to extract the spectrum of GQ Lup
B. The PSF injection is performed at each wavelength
before the PCA-PSF subtraction step with an empiri-
cal PSF obtained from calibration program PID 1536
(observation 22) at the same wavelength. We chose this
dataset as it provides a well-behaved PSF observed at
high signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). Moreover, we verified
with another dataset (PID 1538, observation 1) that the
spectral extraction is independent from the PSF chosen
for calibration. The companion location for the injection
is obtained by fitting a 2D Gaussian to the high signal-
to-noise median combination of the cube. The residuals
are minimized following Wertz et al. (2017) in a circular
area of 1.5 FWHM in radius centered on the companion
location. Uncertainties are obtained by injecting signals
at 180 different position angles and retrieving them with
the same algorithm used for GQ Lup B. The errorbar
resulted from the standard deviation of the differences
between the inserted and the retrieved fluxes. In addi-
tion to uncertainties, this method allows to correct for
biases (e.g., Stolker et al. 2020b; Cugno et al. 2024). For
almost every MRS wavelength between 1A and 2C we
measure a contrast between 6 and 7 mag with respect to
GQ Lup A, with the handful of exceptions being related
to bright features like emission lines in the spectrum of
the central star. The stellar spectrum of the empiri-
cal PSF is extracted using the standard jwst pipeline.
The multiplication of the stellar spectrum with the con-
trast at each channel yields accurate absolute photom-
etry, since the spectrum of GQ Lup B is correlated to
the high signal to noise (~200) stellar spectrum of the
empirical PSF observation.

Finally, some oscillation due to the undersampling of
the MRS were still present in the spectrum (see Law
et al. 2023). To account for this systematic effect for
each channel we calculated the root mean square (RMS)
of a high-pass filtered spectrum after removing a cubic
fit. The filter window (41 wavelength steps) was esti-

mated from the 1C channel, which shows the largest
oscillations, by plotting a periodogram and identifying
the frequency at which the noise is dominated by ran-
dom noise. After binning every 100 data points of the
spectrum using spectres (Carnall 2017), we added in
quadrature the RMS just estimated for each channel
to the uncertainty. The systematic noise in each MRS
channel is a factor 1.6-3.5 (minimum-maximum) the ran-
dom noise estimated from the data. The low value is
consistent with the estimates from Law et al. (2023) in
the case of a simple point source extraction, while higher
values indicate the presence of more significant system-
atics likely arising from the high-contrast nature of our
observations.

The obtained spectrum is reported in Fig. 2, together
with the results from the fitting procedures from Sec-
tions 3.2 and 3.3. The atmospheric water feature at
~ 6.6 pm is detected in our spectrum, providing confi-
dence about the robustness of the extraction.

3.2. SED Fit

Since no additional data at A < 5 pm has been
published for GQ Lup B since Stolker et al. (2021),
we use their same data obtained with VLT/MUSE,
VLT/SINFONI and VLT/NaCo. We followed a sim-
ilar fitting procedure for the atmospheric emission as
Stolker et al. (2021), by interpolating a grid of model
spectra and using Bayesian inference for the parameter
estimation (Stolker et al. 2020b). In short, we model
the atmospheric emission with a BT-Settl model (Al-
lard et al. 2012, described by parameters Teg, log(g),
R,) suffering from extinction Ay (the extinction law
from Cardelli et al. 1989 is considered here). To account
for potential flux calibration issues, the J and H band
SINFONTI data were scaled with free parameters ay and
apg. These are the two spectra that are not anchored
to space-based photometric datapoints (Stolker et al.
2021). Initial fits provided poor reduced x?, likely due
to optimistic errorbars in the MUSE and SINFONI spec-
tra and a model not able to reproduce every feature of
the atmospheric emission of the companion. We there-
fore decided to include error inflation parameters byiusg
and bginront in the fit, following Line et al. (2015), so
that 0% = ofyg + 10b1%s | where orng is the nominal er-
rorbar on the spectra, byng the inflation parameter for
MUSE and SINFONI and ¢ is the final errorbar used in
the fit.

We fit the data using pymultinest (Feroz et al. 2009;
Buchner 2016), which allows Bayesian parameter esti-
mation and model comparison. We used 1000 Multi-
Nest live points to explore the parameter space. The
list of parameters, together with their prior ranges, can
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Figure 2. Best fits for the different models considered in this work (left) and schematic representation of the models (right).
In the left panels, orange datapoints represent MUSE and SINFONI data, red squares show VLT /NaCo photometries (Seifahrt
et al. 2007; Stolker et al. 2021), while circles beyond 5 pm show the spectrum extracted from the MRS data (1A-2C). The grey
line shows the atmospheric contribution from GQ Lup B, the dashed blue line the contribution from the disk and the black
thick line shows the overall SED model. Each panel reports the reduced X3;rs. Panel a: best fit model when no disk emission
is considered. For the fit, we only used datapoints shortwards of 5 um, as including the MRS spectra resulted in an unphysical
result. Atmospheric emission is not able to account for the strong radiation at A > 5 um. Panels b-e: Best fit results for the
models that take into account disk emission (model reported on the top right of each panel). In the right panels, the considered
scenarios are illustrated. The size of the cavity is reported in each panel, even though the illustration is not to scale. For
comparison, the Galilean moons around Jupiter have semi-major axes between 5.9 and 26.3 Rj;. Brown dwarf artist impression
credit: NASA.

be found in the first and second columns of Table 1. To that a more complicated model is required. We then re-

assess the goodness of fit, we calculated the reduced X?
values for the fits using the MRS spectrum only (denoted
as X3irg)- This allows to focus on the MIR wavelengths
and evaluate the different models for the circumplane-
tary disk emission.

The best fit atmospheric model obtained including all
NIR and MIR observations was very poor, suggesting

moved the MRS spectrum from the fit, obtaining a good
solution at A < 3 pm that is however highly inconsistent
with the spectrum extracted for GQ Lup B at A > 5 um
(top panel of Fig. 2, see Stolker et al. 2021). The third
column of Table 1 reports the median value and the
64% range (in case of asymmetric posteriors, we report
the larger value as the errorbar). The fact that the at-
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mospheric model is unable to match the data beyond
5 pum confirms the presence of IR excess as inferred with
NaCo data from Stolker et al. (2021). The presence of
emission lines associated with accretion (Seifahrt et al.
2007; Zhou et al. 2014; Stolker et al. 2021; Demars et al.
2023), the red colors of GQ Lup B (Stolker et al. 2021)
and the presence of this IR excess all point to the pres-
ence of a circumplanetary disk surrounding the forming
companion.

3.3. Modelling the disk contribution
3.3.1. Blackbody

We initially attempt at describing the excess emis-
sion as being traced by a single blackbody model. In
this scenario, the emission comes from the warm dust of
the inner disk rim that is well irradiated by the central
object. We repeated the atmospheric fit, including the
blackbody emission to better fit the MRS spectra. The
best-fit is shown in panel (b) of Fig. 2, and its param-
eters are reported in Table 1 together with the reduced
X%rs- The disk emission is traced by a temperature of
T = 581+4 K. Using Stefan-Boltzmann’s law, and as-
suming that (i) at 117 au the radiation from GQ Lup A
is negligible (Stolker et al. 2021) and (ii) dust grains
are not reflecting any radiation coming from B, we can
estimate the radius of the cavity REE in the circumsec-
ondary disk via

BB Ly
Reav = 60T, (1)
where Lp is the luminosity of GQ Lup B and o the
Stefan-Boltzmann constant. We obtain that the cavity
in GQ Lup B has a radius of REE ~ 40.3 £ 0.7 R; or
~ 0.021 au. We note that if some of the emission from B
is scattered from the disk material, the Lp absorbed by
the disk material decreases and the cavity size shrinks.

The X3gg for the blackbody model provides a signif-
icant improvement with respect to the model without
the disk, with X§rg = 1.81. Despite describing the
data reasonably well, this model is simplistic and does
not include a radial temperature profile for the disk.

3.3.2. Geometrically thin optically thick disk

Next, we assumed a geometrically thin optically thick
disk model, which has been shown to model the SED of
TTauri star at long wavelengths and reproduce their in-
frared excess (e.g., Calvet et al. 1991; Meyer et al. 1997).
We used the temperature prescription from Adams &
Shu (1986)

Ty(r) =T. x (fﬁ)/ <R>3/ 2)

and we consider the disk consisting of rings emitting like
blackbodies between the inner radius R.,, and the outer
radius Ryyt, whose emission comes from the reprocess-
ing of the radiation absorbed from the central object
GQ Lup B. We further consider the disk to be inclined
by an angle i, so that its total emission is described by

Rout
FasaoN) = [ 2 B (1a(r), %) cos(i).
Rcav

Using this model, the results of the fit suggest that
the disk cavity Rcayv is 8.2 £ 0.8 Rj. Furthermore, the
posterior of the disk inclination suggests an inclined
(1 = 71.2 £ 2.0°), and compact (Rou =~ 38.7 = 5.2 Ry)
disk. We note, however, that under the geometrically
thin assumption a larger disk does not contribute sub-
stantially at wavelengths A = 5 — 10 um. As a conse-
quence, this value should be treated with caution, even
though a much larger disk can be excluded. For this disk
model X3;rg = 1.64, suggesting that contributions from
multiple radial separations in the disk seem to slightly
improve the fit.

3.3.3. Geometrically thin optically thick accreting disk

Given that accretion tracers like Ho and Pag emission
lines have been detected in GQ Lup B (e.g., Seifahrt
et al. 2007; Zhou et al. 2014; Demars et al. 2023), we ex-
pect additional heating due to viscous accretion. Hence,
we added an additional component to the thermal profile
of the disk, which is now described by

1/4 ~3/4 -\ 4
() () (28)

Assuming the mass of GQ Lup B to be M, = 30 Mj
(Stolker et al. 2021) and its mass accretion rate to be
M =105 Myyr—! (Stolker et al. 2020a; Zhou et al.
2014, and consistent with the lower limits presented in
Demars et al. 2023), we obtain that Lg > GM,M /r at
every separation . Hence, we expect the radiation from
B to be the dominant heating source of the disk, rather
than viscous accretion.

Considering accretion increases the disk temperature
at every separation. As a consequence, we find a larger
cavity compared to the previous model (Rc,y = 16.7 +
1.6 Ry). Furthermore, the disk is larger (Rout &~ 79.8 +
10.8 Rj) and more inclined (i = 85.6 £ 0.5°), almost in
an edge-on configuration. This is inconsistent with the
non-detection of polarized light by van Holstein et al.
(2021). We note that these results strongly depend on
two parameters that are only loosely constrained, M,
and M. X3ps is very similar to the one found for the
passive disk (see Table 1).



Table 1. Summary of the parameters used for the SED fit of GQ Lup B.

Parameter Range No disk Blackbody Geom. thin Geom. thin opt. Blackbody+

opt. thick disk thick accr. disk  accr. disk
Terr 2500 — 2900 2700 + 18 2718 £ 16 2717+ 14 2717+ 14 2719 + 14
log(g) 3.3—-49 4.85+0.13 4.86 +0.12 4.93 +£0.09 4.93 +0.09 4.914+0.11
R, [Ry] 0.7—-4.0 3.71+0.02 3.68 +£0.02 3.60 +£0.03 3.60 +£0.03 3.67 +£0.02
Ay [mag] 0.0-5.0 2.60 £+ 0.06 2.55 +0.06 2.43+0.08 2.42£0.08 2.53 £ 0.06
ay 0.5—1.5 1.27 +£0.01 1.26 £ 0.01 1.24 +£0.01 1.24 +£0.01 1.26 £ 0.01
ang 0.5—-1.5 1.07+£0.01 1.06 £ 0.01 1.04 £0.01 1.04 £0.01 1.06 +0.01
byuse &) —-31.71£0.06 -31.70£0.06 —31.69+0.06 —31.69=*0.06 —31.70 £ 0.06
bsinront ") —31.88+0.056 —31.90+£0.06 —-31.93+0.05 —31.93+0.04 —31.91 £0.04
T [K] 200 — 900 - 580.9 +4.2 - - 616.6 =11.4
Rgp [Rs] 1-100 — 27.6 £0.3 — - 24.4+£0.9
Reav [R5] 3 —100 - 40.3 £0.7° 8240.8 16.74+ 1.6 35.7 £ 1.41
Rous [Rs]} 20—21000 — — 38.7+5.2 79.8 £10.8 10209 + 4649
i [°] 0—-90 — — 71.2+£2.0 85.6 0.5 24.7+17.8
X3Rs 970 1.81 1.64 1.64 1.66

*Following Line et al. (2015), we set a prior range defined by 0.01 x min(cofyg) < 10° < 100 x max(oig), where INS can be
either MUSE or SINFONI.

Jrp:au‘ameter derived according to Eq. 1 and not directly obtained from the fit.

i The upper bound is defined by the theoretical disk truncation radius, see Sect. 4.1.

3.3.4. Puffed-up inner wall with an accreting disk

Dullemond et al. (2001) and Natta et al. (2001) sug-
gested that the inner rim of the disk can be ‘puffed up’,
due to the strong radiation field coming from the cen-
tral source. The increased scale height would shadow
the disk at larger separations, reducing the disk tem-
perature behind the wall. This hypothesis may par-
tially explain the lack of a silicate feature, as Calvet
et al. (1992) suggested that such a feature arises when
the disk surface is heated well above the temperature of
the disk midplane by the central object’s radiation, and
why a single blackbody already describes the observed
data relatively well. Indeed, if the hot disk rim shadows
the outer and colder regions, its emission will dominate
the IR-spectrum. For this scenario, we describe the in-
ner disk wall with a single blackbody temperature, and
we include a disk at larger separations whose heating is
dominated by accretion

2

R
Faisk(A) = BA(Thi(r), ) x % +

R,

out 2

/ 2T B (Ta(r), A) cos(i)
RBB D

cav

(4)

where Ty(r) only considers the second term from Eq. 3
and RBB is obtained from Eq. 1.

This model indicates the cavity is Reay = 35.7+£1.4 Ry
and the disk size is unconstrained as the thermal contri-
bution from the shadowed disk is too little at A < 11 pm
to provide useful information.
usually considered to be optically thin (e.g. Ansdell et al.
2016, 2018), but recent work has found that disks could
be optically thick at radio wavelengths (Tripathi et al.
2017; Macias et al. 2021), especially for substellar ob-
jects (e.g., Ballering & Eisner 2019; Rab et al. 2019),
even in the Lupus star forming region (Xin et al. 2023).
The deep ALMA limits presented in MacGregor et al.
(2017, PID 2013.1.00374.S, 0.15 mJy at 870 pm) and Wu
et al. (2017b, PID 2015.1.00773.S, 0.3 mJy at 1.3 mm)
could provide useful constraints in this regard. As-
suming the emission is optically thick, the ALMA non-
detection constrain the disk radius to be < 135.3 Ry
(95% quantile). Radiative transfer modeling of the disk
surrounding GQ Lup B should consider the MIR spec-
trum and the ALMA limits to further constrain the
physical properties of the disk. This is left for future
work.

Millimeter emission is



This model provides a better fit than the single tem-
perature blackbody with Xfrg = 1.66 (see Table 1).
Even though the improvement in X%ARS is small and
should be treated with caution, especially considering
that this model has a larger number of parameters. In-
deed, the single blackbody scenario (panel (b) of Fig. 2)
shows that while the model reproduces very well the
emission at A =~ 5 — 10 pum, at longer wavelengths the
emission seems to deviate, needing an additional con-
tribution at colder temperatures. This contribution is
provided by the accreting disk beyond REE

cav’

4. DISCUSSION
4.1. Circumsecondary disk structure

The SED of GQ Lup B does not reveal silicate features
around 9 — 11 um, despite a clear feature present in the
Spitzer spectrum of the primary (Kessler-Silacci et al.
2006). This likely means that dust grains have already
grown to sizes larger than amyi, = 5 pm (Woitke et al.
2016; Tabone et al. 2023), as for large grain sizes the
silicate feature broadens and flattens. Rilinger & Es-
paillat (2021) found evidence for grain growth in disks
surrounding brown dwarfs already at very early stages,
including in the Lupus star forming region. Additional
factors like small scale height (Szfics et al. 2010), small
dust size power index or a large volume fraction of amor-
phous carbon (Woitke et al. 2016) could have led to a
fainter or non-existent silicate feature.

Larger grains settle more efficiently towards the mid-
plane (Dullemond & Dominik 2004), which in turn could
increase the optical depth beyond the optically thick
limit and lower continuum fluxes, explaining the non-
detection of the disk with ALMA. A similar effect could
be caused by a low disk flaring. The main difference
between these scenarios is the gas temperature: when
dust settles, the gas remains warm due to the exposure
to the radiation of the central object and emits strong
emission lines, while for a flat (low flaring) disk the gas
is colder and line emission much fainter (Woitke et al.
2016). The analysis of the spectrum of GQ Lup B at
higher resolution could provide the necessary informa-
tion to distinguish between these two scenarios and is
left for future work.

The ratio of the disk luminosity to the stellar lumi-
nosity, also known as the fractional disk luminosity, can
be used to evaluate the evolutionary status of the disk.
Primordial disks are expected to have Lp/L. ~ 0.1 as
a large fraction of the radiation from the central object
is reprocessed and re-emitted by the disk. More evolved
disks have much lower fractional luminosities, and de-
bris disks usually present values < 1073 (e.g., Bryden
et al. 2006; Cieza et al. 2010). After correcting for in-

clination, our best-fit models provide values for Lp/Lg
between 7.7% (for geometrically thin disks) and 12.3%
(for the puffed-up disk rim), indicating that the disk
around GQ Lup B is likely at an early stage. We note
that this approach has never been tested on disks sur-
rounding very low (planetary) mass objects, and caution
is necessary when interpreting these values.

For stellar multiple systems, it is known that the
gravitational interaction between the system’s compo-
nents truncates their radii, resulting in smaller disks
(e.g Cox et al. 2017; Manara et al. 2019; Akeson et al.
2019). For circumplanetary disks, numerical simula-
tions suggest that they might get truncated at about
Rr = 0.3 — 0.4 rgj, where rg;y is the Hill radius of the
companion (e.g., Martin & Lubow 2011; Shabram & Bo-
ley 2013). For GQ Lup B, the theoretical upper limit
of the disk truncation Rr is Ry ~ 10 au (= 21’000 Ry)
when using M, = 30 M, M, =1 Mg (MacGregor et al.
2017) and a, = 117 au (Stolker et al. 2021).

While the fit with vertically extended models does
not constrain the extent of the disk (unless the mm
emission is optically thick), thin disk models suggest
that the dusty disk surrounding GQ Lup B is much
more compact than its theoretical Ry (Rout between
38.7 and 79.8 Rj). This might suggest very efficient
radial drift of the dust particles, as expected around
low-mass brown dwarfs and planetary mass companions
(e.g., Pinilla et al. 2013; Zhu et al. 2018). The small
sizes, combined with the potential strong settling, could
pose a challenge to circumplanetary disk detectability
at millimeter wavelengths (Rab et al. 2019; Wu et al.
2020).

4.2. A cavity in a circumsecondary disk

The geometry of disks surrounding brown dwarfs is
not yet well constrained. While several studies suggest
large scaleheights (e.g., Walker et al. 2004; Liu et al.
2015; Alves de Oliveira et al. 2013), other works indi-
cate that these disks are flat and with decreasing scale
heights for decreasing mass of the central object (e.g.,
Sztics et al. 2010). The choice of the underlying disk
model and its vertical structure strongly influences the
inference of a cavity in the disk surrounding GQ Lup B:
while models including a disk wall suggest a cavity up to
~ 37 — 40 Rj wide, thin disk models suggest a more in-
clined scenario with a much smaller cavity or even with
no cavity at all. Indeed, the dust sublimation radius Rg,
the separation at which the disk temperature reaches
1400 K and dust sublimates, is 6.6 Ry for an object like
GQ Lup B. At shorter separations, the dust is expected
to be in gaseous form and it does not contribute to the
MIR emission, meaning that no dust up to Rg is ex-
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Figure 3. Comparison of the best fit models of the SED of GQ Lup B. Red squares show VLT /NaCo photometries (Stolker
et al. 2021) while circles beyond 5 pm show the spectrum extracted from the MRS data (1A-2C). In black and violet the best
fit models for flat and vertically extended disks respectively are shown with different linestyles. A =2 —4 pym and A > 12 ym
observations can break the degeneracy and indicate the most suited set of models to describe the observations.

pected. Despite being larger than Rg, the cavity radius
for the geometrically thin optically thick disk is only 2¢
away from this value, and thus a disk without cavity can
not be excluded. Heating contribution from viscous ac-
cretion is expected given the ongoing accretion onto the
companion (Zhou et al. 2014; Stolker et al. 2021; Demars
et al. 2023), but its actual impact strongly depends from
loosely constrained parameters like companion mass and
mass accretion rate. Hence, with the current data it is
not possible to definitely prove the circumplanetary disk
of GQ Lup B has a cavity, and further work is required
to discern between the two scenarios.

In the case of wall-dominated disk emission, mecha-
nisms other than dust sublimation need to be at play to
create the large gap. Demars et al. (2023) found that the
Pag line profile of GQ Lup B was consistent with mag-
netospheric accretion (see Hartmann et al. 2016 for a
review)?. The cavity for the geometrically thin accret-
ing disk would be consistent with predictions for this
mechanisms, in which the disk inner truncation radius
is expected to be a few times R, (Hartmann et al. 2016).
For vertically extended models (blackbody and puffed-
up disk) the cavity size is larger than the maximum trun-
cation radius expected from magnetospheric accretion.
Even though at this point there is no proof that the
cavity is related to the formation of satellites, we note

2 We note that the unresolved MUSE Ha line showed no evidence
of magnetospheric accretion (Stolker et al. 2021), but the line
profile might have suffered from oversubtraction from the stellar

residuals.

that the orbital semi-major axes of the Galilean moons
around Jupiter lays in the range 5.6—26 Rj. Hence, they
would all fit in the cavity suggested by the vertically
extended scenarios. Future radial velocity monitoring
of GQ Lup B with high spectral resolution instruments
like CRIRES and KPIC could investigate the presence of
satellites (Ruffio et al. 2023a, Horstman et al., in prep.).

Figure 3 shows that the degeneracy between disk mod-
els can be broken detecting GQ Lup B at L' (A ~
3.8 um) or at even longer wavelengths. The former can
be achieved both from space (e.g., with JWST/NIRCam
or JWST/NIRSpec) and from the ground (e.g., with
VLT/ERIS), and it would in particular allow to discern
if flat or vertically extended disk models better describe
the GQ Lup B system. Furthermore, more advanced
techniques (e.g., Ruffio et al. 2023b) could enable the
extraction of the spectrum at A > 12 pym from this same
MRS dataset, providing crucial evidence for the inter-
pretation of the data and the study of circumplanetary
disks.

4.3. Detection limits for MRS

We investigate the deteciton limits of the MRS data of
GQ Lup. Using the same PSF calibration as in Sect. 3.1,
we inserted artificial signals in the dataset where the
GQ Lup B signal has already been removed, subtract
the PSF of the primary and estimate the SNR as in
Sect. 3. We iteratively adjust the brightness of the ar-
tificial signal until it reaches a SNR=5. We repeated
this operation for separations spaced by one pixels and
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for six different position angles, reporting the median
detection limit at each separation.

Figure 4 reports the detection limits for bands 1A-
2C. The limits for each MRS wavelength are plotted in
grey and the median at each separation is showed with a
thick black line. The star shows the flux of GQ Lup B at
the center of the MRS band considering only the atmo-
spheric emission (white) and including the CPD contri-
bution (red). For each band, the atmospheric emission
of GQ Lup B would not be bright enough to be visible
in our data (except for some wavelengths in the 1A and
1B channels), but the additional contribution from the
CPD makes the companion detectable. Additionally,
Fig. 4 reports the expected flux of other known com-
panions in several bands (8 Pic b, PZ Tel B, x And b,
HRS8799 cd; Worthen et al. 2024; Stolker et al. 2020b;
Stone et al. 2020; Boccaletti et al. 2023). If circumplan-
etary material exists around other companions, it would
manifest as mid-IR excess visible in the MRS bands, fa-
voring their detections. Figure 4 demonstrates the po-
tential provided by the MRS to study young companions
and their potential CPD in the mid-IR.

5. CONCLUSION

In this work, we provide the first high-contrast
imaging detection of a forming companion with the
MIRI/MRS instrument. While Worthen et al. (2024)
used simple reference subtraction to remove the stellar
PSF of 8 Pic and reveal the b planet and the disk, we
relied on a PSF library and PCA to model and sub-
tract the contribution from GQ Lup A. We were able
to confirm the presence of the mid-IR excess emission
from the disk surrounding GQ Lup B, and for the first
time obtain a 5 — 12 pum spectrum of a forming low-mass
brown dwarf companion and its disk. The data suggest
significant grain growth already took place, while addi-

rate models to determine the physical properties of the
disk.

The approach undertaken in this work can be ap-
plied to other circumplanetary disks, potentially around
Jupiter-like forming planets. The study of the contin-
uum emission in the MIR allows to study disk structure,
accretion and planet formation processes and potentially
reveal insights into moon formation around such plane-
tary mass objects.

The authors thank the referee for a useful and construc-
tive feedback that helped improving this manuscript.
GC thanks the Swiss National Science Foundation for
financial support under grant number P500PT_206785.
PP thanks the Swiss National Science Foundation
(SNSF) for financial support under grant number
200020-200399. This work has been carried out within
the framework of the NCCR PlanetS supported by
the Swiss National Science Foundation under grants
51NF40.182901 and 51NF40_205606. A portion of this
research was carried out at the Jet Propulsion Labo-
ratory, California Institute of Technology, under a con-
tract with the National Aeronautics and Space Admin-
istration (80NMO0018D0004). The authors are grateful
for support from NASA through the JWST NIRCam
project though contract number NAS5-02105 (M. Rieke,
University of Arizona, PI). Some of the data presented in
this paper were obtained from the Mikulski Archive for
Space Telescopes (MAST) at the Space Telescope Sci-
ence Institute. The specific observations analyzed can
be accessed via DOI: 10.17909/3vph-k508.

Facilities: JWST

Software: spectres (Carnall 2017), pymultinest
(Buchner 2016), jwst version 1.12.5 (Bushouse et al.

tional data will be required to confirm whether the disk 2023)
hosts a cavity. Future work should employ more elabo- 1.tex
REFERENCES

Adams, F. C., & Shu, F. H. 1986, ApJ, 308, 836,
doi: 10.1086/164555

Akeson, R. L., Jensen, E. L. N., Carpenter, J., et al. 2019,
ApJ, 872, 158, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /aaft6a

Allard, F., Homeier, D., & Freytag, B. 2012, Philosophical
Transactions of the Royal Society of London Series A,
370, 2765, doi: 10.1098 /rsta.2011.0269

Alves de Oliveira, C., Abrahém, P., Marton, G., et al. 2013,
A&A, 559, A126, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201322402

Amara, A., & Quanz, S. P. 2012, MNRAS, 427, 948,
doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.21918.x

Andrews, S. M. 2020, ARA&A, 58, 483,
doi: 10.1146 /annurev-astro-031220-010302

Ansdell, M., Williams, J. P., van der Marel, N., et al. 2016,
ApJ, 828, 46, doi: 10.3847/0004-637X/828/1/46

Ansdell, M., Williams, J. P., Trapman, L., et al. 2018, ApJ,
859, 21, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/aab890

Argyriou, L., Glasse, A., Law, D. R., et al. 2023, A&A, 675,
A111, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/202346489


https://doi.org/10.17909/3vph-k508
http://doi.org/10.1086/164555
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaff6a
http://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2011.0269
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201322402
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.21918.x
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-031220-010302
http://doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/828/1/46
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aab890
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202346489

Band 1A (A =4.90-5.74 um)

11

Band 1B (A =5.66-6.63 um)

V PZTel B (Stolker+2020, A = 4.8 um) % GQ Lup B (this work)
— B k And b (Stone+2020), A =4.14 um) L @ B Pic b (Worthen+2024)
2104 % GQ Lup B (this work) 10°4
E o e B Picb (Worthen+2024)
F
E
- *
o)
7]
a
ih 10°/ 1004
[
F
n
0.4 05 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0 0.4 05 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
Band 1C (A =6.53-7.65 um) Band 2A (A =7.51-8.77 um)
% GQ Lup B (this work) Y% GQ Lup B (this work)
—_ ® 3 Pic b (Worthen+2024)
> 10! | 10t
e
E
=
E
- *
el
7]
a
181004 100
g
5 A e
0.4 0.5 0.6 07 0.8 0.9 1.0 05 06 07 08 09 10 11 12 1.3
Band 2B (A =8.67-10.13 um) Band 2C (A =10.02-11.70 um)
% GQ Lup B (this work) A HR8799c (Boccaletti+2023)
- > HR8799d (Boccaletti+2023)
=101 10% 4 % GQ Lup B (this work)
E
*=
E
- *
e
7]
a
ih 10°4 1094
s
n PAe
Y
S
T T T T T T T T T T T T A T T T T
05 06 07 08 09 1.0 11 1.2 13 05 06 07 08 09 10 11 12 1.3

Separation ["]

Separation ["]

Figure 4. Detection limits of the MRS for bands 1A-2C. Thin grey lines show the limits for each individual MRS wavelength,
while black thick lines indicate the median across the channel. For each channel, we report the atmospheric flux of GQ Lup B
inferred from the NIR spectra as a white star, and the measured flux (atmosphere+CPD) from our MRS observations as a red
star. Without the contribution from the circumplanetary disk, GQ Lup B would have been detected at only some wavelengths
in channels 1A and 1B. In addition, we report MIR fluxes for other known young companions for reference.

Avenhaus, H., Quanz, S. P., Garufi, A., et al. 2018, ApJ,

863, 44, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /aab846

Bae, J., Isella, A., Zhu, Z., et al. 2023, in Astronomical

Society of the Pacific Conference Series, Vol. 534,
Protostars and Planets VII, ed. S. Inutsuka, Y. Aikawa,
T. Muto, K. Tomida, & M. Tamura, 423,

doi: 10.48550/arXiv.2210.13314


http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aab846
http://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2210.13314

12

Ballering, N. P., & Eisner, J. A. 2019, AJ, 157, 144,
doi: 10.3847/1538-3881/ab0a56

Banzatti, A., Pontoppidan, K. M., Carr, J. S., et al. 2023,
ApJL, 957, L22, doi: 10.3847/2041-8213 /acf5ec

Benisty, M., Bae, J., Facchini, S., et al. 2021, ApJL, 916,
L2, doi: 10.3847/2041-8213/ac0£83

Boccaletti, A., Malin, M., Baudoz, P., et al. 2023, arXiv
e-prints, arXiv:2310.13414,
doi: 10.48550/arXiv.2310.13414

Bryden, G., Beichman, C. A., Trilling, D. E., et al. 2006,
ApJ, 636, 1098, doi: 10.1086/498093

Buchner, J. 2016, PyMultiNest: Python interface for
MultiNest, Astrophysics Source Code Library, record
ascl:1606.005. http://ascl.net/1606.005

Bushouse, H., Eisenhamer, J., Dencheva, N., et al. 2023,
JWST Calibration Pipeline, 1.12.5, Zenodo,
doi: 10.5281/zenodo.10022973

Calvet, N., Magris, G. C., Patino, A., & D’Alessio, P. 1992,
RMxAA, 24, 27

Calvet, N., Patino, A., Magris, G. C., & D’Alessio, P. 1991,
ApJ, 380, 617, doi: 10.1086/170618

Cardelli, J. A., Clayton, G. C., & Mathis, J. S. 1989, ApJ,
345, 245, doi: 10.1086/167900

Carnall, A. C. 2017, arXiv e-prints, arXiv:1705.05165,
doi: 10.48550/arXiv.1705.05165

Christiaens, V., Samland, M., Henning, T., et al. 2024,
arXiv e-prints, arXiv:2403.04855,
doi: 10.48550/arXiv.2403.04855

Cieza, L. A., Schreiber, M. R., Romero, G. A., et al. 2010,
ApJ, 712, 925, doi: 10.1088,/0004-637X/712/2/925

Cox, E. G., Harris, R. J., Looney, L. W., et al. 2017, ApJ,
851, 83, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /aad7e2

Cugno, G., Patapis, P., Stolker, T., et al. 2021, A&A, 653,
A12, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/202140632

Cugno, G., Leisenring, J., Wagner, K. R., et al. 2024, AJ,
167, 182, doi: 10.3847/1538-3881 /ad1ffc

Demars, D., Bonnefoy, M., Dougados, C., et al. 2023, A&A,
676, A123, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/202346221

Dullemond, C. P., & Dominik, C. 2004, A&A, 421, 1075,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361:20040284

Dullemond, C. P., Dominik, C., & Natta, A. 2001, ApJ,
560, 957, doi: 10.1086/323057

Feroz, F., Hobson, M. P., & Bridges, M. 2009, MNRAS,
398, 1601, doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2009.14548.x

Gaia Collaboration. 2022, VizieR Online Data Catalog,
1/355

Gardner, J. P., Mather, J. C., Abbott, R., et al. 2023,
PASP, 135, 068001, doi: 10.1088/1538-3873/acd1b5

Ginski, C., Schmidt, T. O. B., Mugrauer, M., et al. 2014,
MNRAS, 444, 2280, doi: 10.1093/mnras/stul586

Gordon, K. D.,; Bohlin, R., Sloan, G. C., et al. 2022, AJ,
163, 267, doi: 10.3847/1538-3881 /ac66dc

Haffert, S. Y., Bohn, A. J., de Boer, J., et al. 2019, Nature
Astronomy, 3, 749, doi: 10.1038/s41550-019-0780-5

Hartmann, L., Herczeg, G., & Calvet, N. 2016, ARA&A,
54, 135, doi: 10.1146 /annurev-astro-081915-023347

Isella, A., Benisty, M., Teague, R., et al. 2019, ApJL, 879,
L25, doi: 10.3847/2041-8213/ab2al2

Keppler, M., Benisty, M., Miiller, A., et al. 2018, A&A,
617, A44, doi: 10.1051,/0004-6361,/201832957

Kessler-Silacci, J., Augereau, J.-C., Dullemond, C. P., et al.
2006, ApJ, 639, 275, doi: 10.1086/499330

Law, D. R., E. Morrison, J., Argyriou, L., et al. 2023, AJ,
166, 45, doi: 10.3847/1538-3881/acdddc

Line, M. R., Teske, J., Burningham, B., Fortney, J. J., &
Marley, M. S. 2015, ApJ, 807, 183,
doi: 10.1088,/0004-637X/807/2/183

Liu, Y., Herczeg, G. J., Gong, M., et al. 2015, A&A, 573,
A63, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201424721

MacGregor, M. A., Wilner, D. J., Czekala, 1., et al. 2017,
ApJ, 835, 17, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/835/1/17

Macias, E., Guerra-Alvarado, O., Carrasco-Gonzélez, C.,
et al. 2021, A&A, 648, A33,
doi: 10.1051,/0004-6361 /202039812

Manara, C. F., Tazzari, M., Long, F., et al. 2019, A&A,
628, A95, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361 /201935964

Marois, C., Macintosh, B., & Barman, T. 2007, ApJL, 654,
L151, doi: 10.1086/511071

Martin, R. G., & Lubow, S. H. 2011, MNRAS, 413, 1447,
doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.18228.x

Martinez, R. A., & Kraus, A. L. 2022, AJ, 163, 36,
doi: 10.3847/1538-3881/ac3745

Mawet, D., Milli, J., Wahhaj, Z., et al. 2014, ApJ, 792, 97,
doi: 10.1088/0004-637X /792/2/97

Meyer, M. R., Calvet, N., & Hillenbrand, L. A. 1997, AJ,
114, 288, doi: 10.1086/118474

Miiller, A., Keppler, M., Henning, T., et al. 2018, A&A,
617, L2, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201833584

Natta, A., Prusti, T., Neri, R., et al. 2001, A&A, 371, 186,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361:20010334

Neuhiuser, R., Guenther, E. W., Wuchterl, G., et al. 2005,
A&A, 435, 1.13, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361:200500104

Pinilla, P., Birnstiel, T., Benisty, M., et al. 2013, A&A,
554, A95, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361,/201220875

Rab, C., Kamp, I., Ginski, C., et al. 2019, A&A, 624, A16,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201834899

Ren, B. B., Benisty, M., Ginski, C., et al. 2023, A&A, 680,
A114, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/202347353

Rilinger, A. M., & Espaillat, C. C. 2021, ApJ, 921, 182,
doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /ac09e5


http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ab0a56
http://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acf5ec
http://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac0f83
http://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2310.13414
http://doi.org/10.1086/498093
http://ascl.net/1606.005
http://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.10022973
http://doi.org/10.1086/170618
http://doi.org/10.1086/167900
http://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1705.05165
http://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2403.04855
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/712/2/925
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa97e2
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202140632
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ad1ffc
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202346221
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20040284
http://doi.org/10.1086/323057
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2009.14548.x
http://doi.org/10.1088/1538-3873/acd1b5
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu1586
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ac66dc
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-019-0780-5
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-081915-023347
http://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab2a12
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201832957
http://doi.org/10.1086/499330
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/acdddc
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/807/2/183
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201424721
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/835/1/17
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202039812
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201935964
http://doi.org/10.1086/511071
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.18228.x
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ac3745
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/792/2/97
http://doi.org/10.1086/118474
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833584
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20010334
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:200500104
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201220875
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201834899
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202347353
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac09e5

Ruffio, J.-B., Horstman, K., Mawet, D., et al. 2023a, AJ,
165, 113, doi: 10.3847/1538-3881 /acb34a

Ruffio, J.-B., Perrin, M. D., Hoch, K. K. W, et al. 2023b,
arXiv e-prints, arXiv:2310.09902,
doi: 10.48550/arXiv.2310.09902

Santamaria-Miranda, A., Céaceres, C., Schreiber, M. R.,
et al. 2018, MNRAS, 475, 2994,
doi: 10.1093 /mnras/stx3325

Schwarz, H., Ginski, C., de Kok, R. J., et al. 2016, A&A,
593, A74, doi: 10.1051,/0004-6361/201628908

Seifahrt, A., Neuhduser, R., & Hauschildt, P. H. 2007,
A&A, 463, 309, doi: 10.1051,/0004-6361:20066463

Shabram, M., & Boley, A. C. 2013, ApJ, 767, 63,
doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/767/1/63

Stolker, T., Marleau, G. D., Cugno, G., et al. 2020a, A&A,
644, A13, doi: 10.1051,/0004-6361/202038878

Stolker, T., Quanz, S. P., Todorov, K. O., et al. 2020b,
A&A, 635, A182, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361,/201937159

Stolker, T., Haffert, S. Y., Kesseli, A. Y., et al. 2021, AJ,
162, 286, doi: 10.3847/1538-3881 /ac2cTf

Stone, J. M., Barman, T., Skemer, A. J., et al. 2020, AJ,
160, 262, doi: 10.3847/1538-3881 /abbef3

Szlics, L., Apai, D., Pascucci, 1., & Dullemond, C. P. 2010,
ApJ, 720, 1668, doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/720/2/1668

Tabone, B., Bettoni, G., van Dishoeck, E. F.| et al. 2023,
Nature Astronomy, 7, 805,
doi: 10.1038/s41550-023-01965-3

Tripathi, A., Andrews, S. M., Birnstiel, T., & Wilner, D. J.
2017, ApJ, 845, 44, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /aaTc62

van Holstein, R. G., Stolker, T., Jensen-Clem, R., et al.
2021, A&A, 647, A21, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/202039290

Wagner, K., Dong, R., Sheehan, P., et al. 2018, ApJ, 854,
130, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /aaa767

13

Walker, C., Wood, K., Lada, C. J., et al. 2004, MNRAS,
351, 607, doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2004.07807.x

Wang, J. J., Vigan, A., Lacour, S., et al. 2021, AJ, 161,
148, doi: 10.3847/1538-3881/abdb2d

Ward, W. R., & Canup, R. M. 2010, AJ, 140, 1168,
doi: 10.1088/0004-6256/140/5/1168

Wertz, O., Absil, O., Gémez Gonzdlez, C. A., et al. 2017,
A&A, 598, A83, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201628730

Woitke, P., Min, M., Pinte, C., et al. 2016, A&A, 586,
A103, doi: 10.1051,/0004-6361/201526538

Wolff, S. G., Ménard, F., Caceres, C., et al. 2017, AJ, 154,
26, doi: 10.3847/1538-3881/aa74cd

Worthen, K., Chen, C. H., Law, D. R., et al. 2024, ApJ,
964, 168, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/ad2354

Wright, G. S., Rieke, G. H., Glasse, A., et al. 2023, PASP,
135, 048003, doi: 10.1088/1538-3873/acbe66

Wu, Y.-L., Close, L. M., Eisner, J. A., & Sheehan, P. D.
2017a, AJ, 154, 234, doi: 10.3847/1538-3881 /aa93db

Wu, Y.-L., Sheehan, P. D., Males, J. R., et al. 2017b, ApJ,
836, 223, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/aa5b96

Wu, Y.-L., Bowler, B. P., Sheehan, P. D., et al. 2020, AJ,
159, 229, doi: 10.3847/1538-3881/ab818¢c

—. 2022, ApJL, 930, L3, doi: 10.3847/2041-8213 /ac6420

Xin, Z., Espaillat, C. C., Rilinger, A. M., Ribas, A., &
Macias, E. 2023, ApJ, 942, 4,
doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /aca52b

Zhou, Y., Herczeg, G. J., Kraus, A. L., Metchev, S., &
Cruz, K. L. 2014, ApJL, 783, LL17,
doi: 10.1088/2041-8205/783/1/L17

Zhou, Y., Bowler, B. P., Wagner, K. R., et al. 2021, AJ,
161, 244, doi: 10.3847/1538-3881 /abebTa

Zhu, Z., Andrews, S. M., & Isella, A. 2018, MNRAS, 479,
1850, doi: 10.1093/mnras/sty1503


http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/acb34a
http://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2310.09902
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx3325
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201628908
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20066463
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/767/1/63
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202038878
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201937159
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ac2c7f
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/abbef3
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/720/2/1668
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-023-01965-3
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa7c62
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202039290
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaa767
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2004.07807.x
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/abdb2d
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-6256/140/5/1168
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201628730
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201526538
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/aa74cd
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ad2354
http://doi.org/10.1088/1538-3873/acbe66
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/aa93db
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa5b96
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ab818c
http://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac6420
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aca52b
http://doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/783/1/L17
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/abeb7a
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty1503

	Introduction
	Observations and Data Reduction
	Observations
	Data Reduction

	Results
	Spectral Extraction
	SED Fit
	Modelling the disk contribution
	Blackbody
	Geometrically thin optically thick disk
	Geometrically thin optically thick accreting disk
	Puffed-up inner wall with an accreting disk


	Discussion
	Circumsecondary disk structure
	A cavity in a circumsecondary disk
	Detection limits for MRS

	Conclusion

