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ABSTRACT

The temperature structure of protoplanetary disks provides an important constraint on where in the disks
rocky planets like our own form. Recent nonideal magnetohydrodynamical (MHD) simulations have shown
that the internal Joule heating associated with magnetically driven disk accretion is inefficient at heating the
disk midplane. A disk temperature model based on the MHD simulations predicts that in a disk around a
solar-mass young star, the water snow line can move inside the current Earth’s orbit within 1 Myr after disk
formation. However, the efficiency of the internal Joule heating depends on the disk’s ionization and opacity
structures, both of which are governed by dust grains. In this study, we investigate these effects by combing
the previous temperature model for magnetically accreting disks with a parameterized model for the grain size
and vertical distribution. Grain growth enhances the gas ionization fraction and thereby allows Joule heating to
occur closer to the midplane. However, growth beyond 10 µm causes a decrease in the disk opacity, leading to
a lower midplane temperature. The combination of these two effects results in the midplane temperature being
maximized when the grain size is in the range 10–100 µm. Grain growth to millimeter sizes can also delay
the snow line’s migration to the 1 au orbit by up to a few Myr. We conclude that accounting for dust growth
is essential for accurately modeling the snow line evolution and terrestrial planet formation in magnetically
accreting protoplanetary disks.

Keywords: Protoplanetary disks — Magnetohydrodynamics — Planet formation — Solar system terrestrial
planets

1. INTRODUCTION

The terrestrial planets in our solar system are thought to
be significantly depleted in water compared to outer solar
system bodies. The mass of the present Earth’s ocean com-
prises only 0.02% of the Earth’s total mass (e.g., Charette
& Smith 2010), and estimates show that the present Earth
would only contain water of at most 10 ocean masses even
if the bulk mantle’s water is taken into account (e.g., Marty
2012). The Earth’s initial water content may be higher but
is unlikely to well exceed 1 wt% (Abe et al. 2000; Tagawa
et al. 2021). The water contents of the other terrestrial plan-
ets, namely Mercury, Venus, and Mars, are also suggested to
be less than 1 wt% (e.g., Lawrence et al. 2013; Elkins-Tanton
et al. 2007; Kurokawa et al. 2014). In contrast, Neptune or
comets, which would have formed in the outer part of the
solar system, contain more than 10 wt% water (e.g., Guillot
2005; A’Hearn et al. 2011; Rotundi et al. 2015).

To constrain when, where, and how the terrestrial plan-
ets formed in the solar nebula, it is important to understand
how the nebula’s temperature structure evolved with time.

In protoplanetary disks, water ice is stable outside the snow
line, where the gas temperature equals the water sublimation
temperature (∼ 160–170 K; Hayashi 1981). The relatively
high water-to-rock ratios of comets suggest that the dust out-
side the solar nebula’s snow line may have contained a large
amount of water ice. Planetesimals may form early outside
the snow line lost water after radiogenic heating (Lichten-
berg et al. 2019); however, they may have eventually become
icy planetary embryos by capturing icy pebble-sized parti-
cles transported from the nebula’s outer region (Sato et al.
2016). Therefore, if the solar nebula’s snow line existed well
inside 1 au, one must assume that either the terrestrial planets
or their building blocks formed in the nebula’s innermost re-
gion and then migrated outward (Ogihara et al. 2015, 2018);
they formed after the formation of giant planets, which may
have blocked inward drifting icy pebbles (Morbidelli et al.
2016); or they grew into their current sizes through pebble
accretion, in which the accreted pebbles may have lost ice in
the heated planetary atmosphere (Johansen et al. 2021).

Previous studies on the snow line evolution (e.g., Sasselov
& Lecar 2000; Garaud & Lin 2007; Oka et al. 2011; Zhang
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& Jin 2015; Bitsch et al. 2019) adopted the classical vis-
cous accretion disk model with vertically uniform viscosity.
This model effectively assumes that the viscous heating dom-
inantly occurs around the disk midplane, and predicts that the
viscous heating dominates over stellar irradiation heating at
warms the midplane of the inner disk region with a large op-
tical depth. In this model, viscous heating determines the
evolution of the snow line location.

However, the validity of using such a simple viscous ac-
cretion model to study the snow line evolution has been un-
clear because no known hydrodynamical instability is likely
to produce strong turbulence in the inner protoplanetary disk
region. It has been long recognized that the magnetorota-
tional instability (MRI; Balbus & Hawley 1991), which is
a magnetohydrodynamical instability generating strong tur-
bulence in ionized Keplerian disks, is unlikely to operate in
the midplane of the & 1 au region because of strong Ohmic
diffusion (Gammie 1996). More recent studies (e.g., Bai &
Stone 2013a; Lesur et al. 2014; Gressel et al. 2015) have
shown that ambipolar diffusion can also suppress the MRI
turbulence around the disk surface, suggesting that the in-
ner few au region would be entirely laminar unless other hy-
drodynamical instabilities produce turbulence. The Hall ef-
fect can amplify and suppress magnetic fields depending on
the direction of the magnetic field threading the disk (e.g.,
Sano & Stone 2002a,b; Kunz 2008; Bai 2014; Lesur et al.
2014; Bai 2017), but does not directly contribute to inter-
nal heating because of its non-dissipative nature (Mori et al.
2019). Instead, these studies propose that the disk accretion
is driven by magnetic disk winds that take away the disk’s
angular momentum (Bai & Stone 2013b). In this paper, we
call such disks magnetically accreting disks or more simply
MHD disks. The possibility remains that non-MHD instabil-
ities, in particular the convective overstability (COV; Klahr
& Hubbard 2014) and zombie vortex instability (ZVI; Mar-
cus et al. 2015), produce a certain level of turbulence around
the snow line (Malygin et al. 2017; Pfeil & Klahr 2019; Lyra
& Umurhan 2019). However, simulations suggest that the
midplane turbulence produced by these mechanisms would
be weaker than full-fledged MRI turbulence (Barranco et al.
2018; Raettig et al. 2021).

In magnetically accreting disks mentioned above, the in-
ternal heating process differs significantly from the viscous
heating in the classical accretion disk model. First of all, it
is the Joule heating, not the dissipation of turbulence, that
dominates the heat generation in MHD accretion disks with
a low ionization fraction (Sano & Inutsuka 2001). Hirose
& Turner (2011) already showed using MHD simulations in-
cluding Ohmic diffusion that the disk’s Joule heating region
is localized to a thin current layer well above the midplane,
where the ionization fraction is moderately high. Recently,
Mori et al. (2019) have confirmed the finding by Hirose &

Turner (2011) with MHD simulations including Ohmic, am-
bipolar, and Hall effects. Because the heat is generated at
low optical depths, accretion heating in magnetically accret-
ing disks is much less efficient than in classical viscous disks
with vertically uniform viscosity.

Based on the simulation results of Mori et al. (2019), Mori
et al. (2021) constructed an empirical model that predicts the
midplane temperature of a magnetically accreting protoplan-
etary disk from the disk’s ionization structure and opacity.
For disks around solar-type stars, they found that the snow
line migrates inside 1 au within the first ∼ 105 yr after star
formation. The classical viscous model also predicts inward
migration of the snow line, but the snow line’s arrival time
at 1 au in the MHD disk model is an order of magnitude
longer in the model assuming vertically uniform viscosity
(see Figure 6 of Mori et al. 2021). The MHD model suggests
that planetary embryos at 1 au could have accreted a larger
amount of water ice (see also Sato et al. 2016), strongly con-
straining scenarios for the inner solar system formation.

However, Mori et al. (2021) employed a simplified dust
model that could affect their conclusion. In their model, dust
grains play two important roles. First, small grains are effi-
cient at capturing ionized electrons and ions in the gas, and
therefore the gas ionization fraction depends strongly on the
abundance of such grains (e.g., Sano & Inutsuka 2001; War-
dle 2007; Okuzumi 2009). Second, dust grains are the dom-
inant source of disk opacity, and their size and spatial distri-
bution control the disk’s cooling rate (e.g., Oka et al. 2011).
Mori et al. (2021) assumed that submicron-sized grains are
abundant in the disks1; however, it is more likely that most of
the small grains in the inner few au region grow to larger solid
particles or bodies in the first 1 Myr of disk evolution (e.g.,
Birnstiel et al. 2010). As the abundance of small dust grains
decreases, the ionization fraction increases, whereas the disk
opacity decreases. Their net effect is not obvious, because an
increased ionization fraction results in a Joule heating layer
closer to the midplane, while a decreased opacity results in
more efficient radiative cooling. Mori et al. (2021) were un-
able to study the net effect of the two in a self-consistent man-
ner because they determined the disk’s ionization faction and
opacity independently.

In this paper, we investigate the effects of dust size distri-
bution on the temperature and snow line evolution in mag-
netically accreting disks. We extend the MHD disk temper-
ature model of Mori et al. (2021) so that one can compute
the disk’s ionization and opacity structure from a consistent
dust size and vertical distribution. With this model, we study
in detail whether dust growth can delay the early snow line

1 Specifically, the fiducial model of Mori et al. (2021) assumes 0.1 µm-sized
grains with a dust-to-gas mass ratio of 0.01.
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migration found in the previous calculations by Mori et al.
(2021).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we de-
scribe the model used in this study. In Section 3, we show
the temperature structure and the snow line’s arrival time at
1 au in MHD disks around a solar-mass star. In Section 4, we
discuss the validity of our model and implications for terres-
trial planet formation. A summary is given in Section 5.

2. MODEL

In this section, we describe how we calculate the midplane
temperature of MHD accretion disks with a distribution of
dust grains (see Figure 1 for a schematic illustration). Fol-
lowing Mori et al. (2021), we consider a protoplanetary disk
whose accretion is driven by magnetic disk winds (Section
2.1). The disk is heated by stellar irradiation and internal
Joule dissipation (Section 2.2). The Joule heating occurs on
a thin current layer whose height depends on the disk’s ion-
ization structure (Section 2.3).

Dust grains control the disk ionization state and opacity
(Sections 2.3 and 2.4). In this study, we consider a simple
power-law grain size distribution and determine the grains’
vertical distribution by assuming the presence of weak disk
turbulence (Section 2.5). By weak, we mean that the turbu-
lence causes vertical dust diffusion but gives a minor contri-
bution to disk accretion and heating, which are dominated by
laminar magnetic fields.

Because the disk’s density, ionization, opacity, and temper-
ature structures are mutually dependent, we determine these
quantities from an iterative calculation (Section 2.6). Our
model involves two important free parameters: the maximum
grain size and vertical diffusion coefficient (section 2.7).
While the former determines the grains’ size distribution, the
latter controls their vertical distribution.

In the following, we describe the assumptions of our model
in more detail.

2.1. Gas Density Structure

We consider a disk around a solar-mass star. We assume
that the disk is magnetically accreting, namely, its accretion
is driven by magnetic winds. We assume that the disk is ver-
tically nearly isothermal and in vertical hydrostatic equilib-
rium. Under the footpoint of disk winds, gas pressure gen-
erally dominates over magnetic pressure (e.g., Bai & Stone
2013a), and therefore we neglect magnetic pressure in the
vertical hydrostatic balance. The vertical gas density profile
is then given by

ρg(z) =
Σg
√

2πHg
exp

− z2

2H2
g

 , (1)

where z is the height from the disk midplane, Σg is the gas
surface density, and Hg is the gas scale height. The gas scale

height is
Hg =

cs

Ω
, (2)

where cs =
√

kBT/µmp is the isothermal sound speed and
Ω =

√
GM�/r3 is the Keplerian angular velocity, with

kB, T, G, and r being the Boltzmann constant, disk tempera-
ture, gravitational constant, and radial distance from the cen-
tral star, respectively. The mean molecular mass µmp is the
product of the mean molecular weight µ (assumed to be 2.34)
and proton mass mp. At the low altitude below the heating
layer, the gas can be regarded as vertically isothermal (see
Mori et al. 2019). Gas above the heating layer may not be
isothermal, but it would not affect our assumption. The opti-
cal depth of the heating layer, which determines the temper-
ature structure, is determined by the column surface density
above the heating layer. If ρg decreases steeply as a func-
tion of z, the column surface density above the heating layer
is approximately determined by the amount of gas near the
heating layer. Therefore, since the disk structure is not ex-
pected to change significantly even if the upper layer is non-
isothermal, the assumption that the disk is vertically isother-
mal would be valid.

The gas surface density is determined by the rate of angu-
lar momentum removal by magnetic winds. For simplicity,
we neglect mass removal by magnetic winds, which is equiv-
alent to assuming that the gas surface density Σg can then be
written as (Suzuki et al. 2016; Mori et al. 2021)

Σg =
Ṁ

2
√

2παzφcsr
, (3)

where Ṁ is the disk mass accretion rate, αzφ is the wind stress
normalized by the midplane gas pressure (see Equation (3)
of Mori et al. 2021). For simplicity, we assume that αzφ

is constant in space and time. According to MHD simula-
tions (e.g., Bai & Stone 2013a; Simon et al. 2013; Bai 2017;
Mori et al. 2019), the value of αzφ ranges between 10−4–
10−2 and depends on the net flux of the vertical magnetic
field. In this study, we take αzφ = 10−3 as the default value.
As we show in Section 3.2.2, this parameter has little effect
on the resulting temperature profiles. The αzφ parameter in
our model should not be confused with the α parameter in
the standard viscous accretion model (Shakura & Sunyaev
1973); the former represents angular momentum removal by
disk winds, whereas the latter is related to radial angular mo-
mentum transfer within the disk. In terms of the efficiency
of angular momentum transport, α is equivalent to (r/Hg)αzφ

(see Mori et al. 2021). Therefore, an MHD disk model with
αzφ = 10−3 has a surface density comparable to that of a vis-
cous disk with α ∼ (r/Hg)αzφ ∼ 0.03, where we have used
that r/Hg ∼ 30 at r ∼ 1 au.

We assume that the accretion is quasi-steady because the
timescale on which the global disk accretion rate decreases
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Figure 1. Schematic illustration showing the temperature model for magnetically accreting disks used in this study. The model considers a
weakly ionized protoplanetary disk whose accretion is driven by magnetic winds. In addition to stellar irradiation heating, the model assumes
internal Joule heating by a thin current layer lying at height z = zheat where the ambipolar Elsasser number Am exceeds 0.3 (Mori et al. 2019,
2021). The model also considers weak turbulence that drives vertical dust stirring but has little effect on disk heating or accretion. Dust grains
determine the radial and vertical profiles of the ionization fraction (and hence Am) and opacity. The grain vertical distribution is determined
by the balance between vertical settling and diffusion. The color scheme of the schematic illustration at the upper right panel indicates that
the opacity above the heating layer is important in this study. The bottom panels show the iterative procedure that determines the midplane
temperature consistently with other disk quantities (see Section 2.6).

(which should be comparable to the lifetime of ∼ Myr
of typical disks) is much longer than the timescale of lo-
cal gas accretion around the snow line ( ∼ Σgr2/Ṁ =

r/(2
√

2παzφHgΩK) ∼ 103 yr at r ∼ 1 au). The accretion rate
Ṁ can then be approximated as radially constant and equal
to the stellar accretion rate. Following Mori et al. (2021), we
model the stellar accretion rate as (Hartmann et al. 2016),

Ṁ = Ṁ1 Myr

(
t

1 Myr

)−1.07

, (4)

where Ṁ1 Myr = 4 × 10−8±0.5M� yr−1 and t is the stellar age
defined as the time after star formation is completed, i.e.,
after the end of the protostellar accretion phase and the ar-
rival at the stellar birthline. The variation of Ṁ1 Myr reflects
the scatter of the observed mass accretion rates across dif-
ferent sources (Hartmann et al. 2016). We use Ṁ1 Myr =

4 × 10−8M� yr−1 unless otherwise noted, but also study the

effect of the variation of Ṁ1 Myr on the snow line migration
in Section 3.2.1. Combining Equations (3) and (4) gives

Σg ≈ 400
(

t
1 Myr

)−1.07 ( T
200 K

)−1/2 ( r
1 au

)−1
g cm−2 (5)

for the default values Ṁ1 Myr = 4 × 10−8M� yr−1 and αzφ =

10−3.

2.2. Disk Midplane Temperature

Considering both stellar irradiation and accretion heating,
we give the disk midplane temperature T as

T = (T 4
irr + T 4

acc)1/4, (6)

where Tirr and Tacc are the temperatures in the limits where
disk heating is dominated by irradiation and accretion, re-
spectively.
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Figure 2. Stellar luminosity L as a function of the stellar age t from
Equation (8), which is an analytic fit to the luminosity evolution
curve provided in Figure 3 of Mori et al. (2021).

The temperature in the irradiation-dominated limit is ap-
proximately given by (Kusaka et al. 1970; Chiang & Goldre-
ich 1997)

Tirr = 110
( r
1 au

)−3/7
(

L
L�

)2/7

K, (7)

where L is the stellar luminosity (for details, see Mori et al.
2021). Equation (7) already uses that the central star is solar-
mass. Following Mori et al. (2021), we consider stellar evo-
lution and give L as a function of the stellar age t. Figure 3
of Mori et al. (2021) provides L versus t based on the stellar
evolution model of Feiden (2016). In this study, we use an
empirical fit for the luminosity evolution curve of Mori et al.
(2021),

L =



12
(

t
0.1 Myr

)−0.13
L�, 0.1 Myr 6 t < 0.2 Myr,

11
(

t
0.2 Myr

)−1.2
L�, 0.2 Myr 6 t < 0.31 Myr,

6.4
(

t
0.31 Myr

)−0.80
L�,0.31 Myr 6 t < 6.0 Myr,

0.6
(

t
6.0 Myr

)−0.63
L�, 6.0 Myr 6 t < 8.0 Myr,

0.5
(

t
8.0 Myr

)−0.47
L�, 8.0 Myr 6 t 6 10 Myr.

(8)

The midplane temperature in the accretion-dominated limit
is given by (Mori et al. 2021)

Tacc =

[(
3ṀΩ2 fheat

32πσ

) (
τheat +

1
√

3

)]1/4

, (9)

where σ is the Stefan–Boltzmann constant and τheat is the
optical depth from infinity to the heating layer. The dimen-
sionless parameter fheat is the fraction of the energy converted

into Joule heating in the total energy liberated by accretion.
As described in Appendix B of Mori et al. (2021), this frac-
tion is the order of 10−3–1 and depends on the strength of the
toroidal magnetic field within the disk. By default, we take
fheat = 1 to explore the maximum possible efficiency of MHD
disk heating. We explain how lower fheat affects our results
in Section 3.2.5. It may be inconsistent to consider the case
fheat < 1 under the assumption that mass loss by disk winds
is neglected. However, because the total gas surface density
Σg little affects the temperature of our disk model (see Sec-
tion 3.2.3), we expect that this assumption does not affect our
results and conclusion.

The optical depth to the heating layer depends on the
height of the heating layer and the opacity above the heating
layer. The former is determined by the disk’s vertical ioniza-
tion structure. In the following sections, we explain how we
related the disk ionization structure and opacity to the size
and vertical distribution of dust grains.

2.3. Heating Layer Height

We determine the heating layer height from the disk’s ver-
tical resistivity profile. Near the disk surface, ambipolar dif-
fusion is the dominant nonideal MHD effect. The strength of
ambipolar diffusion is given by the ambipolar diffusivity ηA,
which is a function of the ion and electron number densities,
local gas density, and magnetic field strength. We calculate
ηA using the generalized Ohm’s law for electrons and ions
(e.g., Equations (25)–(31) of Wardle 2007). A detailed ex-
pression for ηA is presented in Appendix A. A useful quan-
tity to predict how strongly ambipolar diffusion affects mag-
netic field generation is the ambipolar Elsasser number Am
defined by

Am =
v2

A

ηAΩ
, (10)

where vA = B/
√

4πρg is the Alfvén speed and B is the mag-
netic field strength. The ambipolar Elsasser number is inde-
pendent of B when the ion and electron number densities are
equal (e.g., Bai 2014). At r ∼ 1–10 au, Am is mostly less
than unity near the midplane and exceeds unity toward the
disk surface (Wardle 2007; Salmeron & Wardle 2008; Bai &
Stone 2013b). MHD simulations by Mori et al. (2019) show
that Joule heating mainly occurs at a layer where Am ∼ 1,
because no strong electric current can develop for Am � 1
(see also Bai & Stone 2013b; Gressel et al. 2015) and the
Joule heating associated with ambipolar diffusion is ineffi-
cient for Am � 1. To take the maximum estimate of the
midplane temperature, Mori et al. (2021) have chosen the
critical value to be less than unity but around unity, i.e., -
0.5 dex ∼ 0.3. Following Mori et al. (2021), we approximate
the heating layer to be infinitesimally thin and assume that
the layer lies at height zheat where Am = 0.3. We should
note that there is some ambiguity in the choice of the crit-
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ical value, but choosing the critical value of 0.3 provides a
good correlation between the altitude of critical Am and the
heating layer (shown in Figure 12 of Mori et al. 2021). If
Am > 0.3 at all altitude, we set zheat = 0.

As shown by Mori et al. (2021), the actual location of the
heating layer also depends on the Hall effect. The above
choice for zheat best approximates the heating layer height
when the vertical magnetic field threading the disk is in the
same direction as the disk’s rotation axis, for which the Hall
effect amplifies toroidal magnetic fields. In the opposite case
where the vertical magnetic field is anti-aligned with the disk
rotation axis, the Hall effect acts to damp toroidal fields,
pushing the current layer to a higher altitude with a lower
optical depth. To account for this uncertainty, we write the
heating layer’s optical depth τheat as

τheat = fdepth

∫ ∞

zheat

κR(z)ρg(z) dz, (11)

where κR is the Rosseland mean opacity (per unit gas mass)
for the disk’s own thermal emission and fdepth is a dimension-
less parameter that corrects for the actual heating layer depth.
According to Appendix C of Mori et al. (2021), fdepth ∼ 0.3–
1 and 0.01–0.1 for the aligned and anti-aligned cases, respec-
tively. In this study, we mainly consider the aligned case and
take fdepth = 1 to study the maximum possible efficiency of
MHD accretion heating. We also study the impact of lower
fdepth in Section 3.2.5. The disk opacity is modeled in Sec-
tion 2.4.

To determine the altitude of Am = 0.3, We calculate the
vertical profile of ηA using the disk ionization equilibrium
model with charged dust (Okuzumi 2009). In this model,
the number density of charged particles is determined by the
equilibrium between the ionization of neutral gas and the re-
combination of the charged particles in the gas phase or on
the dust grains. We represent all ion species with a single
species, HCO+. The number densities of ions and electrons,
ni and ne, are given by (Okuzumi 2009; Okuzumi et al. 2011)

ni =
2ζng

uiAtot(1 + Ψ)

(
1 +

√
1 + 2g(Ψ)

)−1
, (12)

ne =
2ζng

ueAtot exp(−Ψ)

(
1 +

√
1 + 2g(Ψ)

)−1
, (13)

where ζ and ng are the ionization rate and the number den-
sity of the neutral gas, ui and ue are the mean ion and electron
thermal speeds, Atot is the total cross-sectional area of dust
per unit volume, and Ψ and g(Ψ) are dimensionless numbers
representing the effects of grain charging and gas-phase re-
combination, respectively. We assume that all charged parti-
cles which collide with dust grains are adsorbed. The mean
thermal speeds are given by ui(e) =

√
8kBT/πmi(e) where mi(e)

is the ion (electron) mass. The dimensionless number Ψ is

defined by

Ψ ≡ −
Ze2

akBT
, (14)

where a is the dust grain size, e is the elementary charge, and
Ze is the grain’s mean charge. The total dust cross section
depends on the grain size distribution as

Atot =

∫ amax

amin

dnd

da
πa2da, (15)

where dnd/da is the grain number density per unit grain size,
and amin and amax are the minimum and maximum grain
sizes, respectively. The dimensionless quantity g(Ψ) has the
expression

g(Ψ) =
2Krecζng

uiueA
2
tot

exp Ψ

1 + Ψ
, (16)

where Krec is the rate coefficient for ion–electron gas-phase
recombination. For HCO+, one has (Ganguli et al. 1988)

Krec = 2.4 × 10−7
( T
300 K

)−0.69

cm3 s−1. (17)

Note that g(Ψ) represents the ratio of gas-phase recombina-
tion to dust adsorption of charged particles.

From the assumption that the disk is globally neutral,
we derive the equation for Ψ following as (Okuzumi 2009;
Okuzumi et al. 2011)

1
1 + Ψ

−

√
me

mi
exp Ψ −

Ψ

Θ

√
1 + 2g(Ψ) + 1

2
= 0, (18)

where

Θ =
ζnge2

AtotCtotkBT

√
πmi

8kBT
, (19)

is a dimensionless quantity with

Ctot =

∫ amax

amin

dnd

da
ada (20)

being the total radius of dust per unit volume. We solve Equa-
tion (18) numerically, and thus obtain ni and ne.

The ionization rate ζ (see Appendix B for detail) includes
the contributions from galactic cosmic rays (Umebayashi &
Nakano 2009), stellar X-rays (Igea & Glassgold 1999; Bai &
Goodman 2009), and radionuclides (Umebayashi & Nakano
2009).

2.4. Disk Opacity

Dust is the dominant source of disk opacity. The Rosseland
mean opacity κR per gas mass is given by

1
κR(z)

=

∫ ∞

0

1
κg ,λ(z)

∂Bλ(T )
∂T

dλ∫ ∞

0

∂Bλ(T )
∂T

dλ
, (21)
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where Bλ(T ) is the Plank function and κg ,λ is the wavelength-
dependent opacity per gas mass. The latter is related to the
dust size distribution as

κg ,λ(z) =
1

ρg(z)

∫ amax

amin

κd ,λ(a)
dρd(a, z)

da
da, (22)

where dρd/da = mddnd/da is the dust mass density per unit
grain radius, md is the grain mass, and κd ,λ is the opacity per
grain mass. Our disk opacity κR depends on z because of dust
settling.

To compute κd ,λ, we approximate each dust grain as a uni-
form sphere and use the piecewise analytic formula (Kataoka
et al. 2014)

κd ,λ =
πa2

md
×


24nkx

(n2 + 2)2 , x 6 1,

min
(

8kx
3n

(
n3 − (n2 − 1)3/2

)
, 0.9

)
, x > 1,

(23)

where x = 2πa/λ is the size parameter and n and k are the
real and imaginary parts of the complex refractive index, re-
spectively. Equation (23) smoothly connects the expressions
in the Rayleigh limit (x � 1) and geometric optics limit
(x � 1). Because πa2/md ∝ a−1, the grain opacity is in-
dependent of a and scales inversely with a in the limits of
x � 1 and x � 1, respectively. We compute n and k at each
wavelength using the Bruggeman mixing rule, assuming that
the dust around the snow line is a mixture of silicates and wa-
ter ice with a mass mixing ratio of 1 : 1 with no porosity. The
values of n and k for silicates and ice are taken from Draine
(2003) and Warren & Brandt (2008), respectively. The re-
sulting n and k as a function of λ are shown in Figure 3. The
internal density of the dust grains is ρint = 1.46 g cm−3. As
discussed in Section 4.1, the results presented in Section 3
would be applicable to porous grains if we replace amax with
the product of amax and the grains’ filling factor. To check
how strongly our results depend on the assumed dust com-
position, we have also conducted calculations assuming pure
silicate grains with ρint = 3.5 g cm−3. The results show that
assuming pure silicates instead of silicate–ice mixture only
decreases the snow line’s arrival time at 1 au by ∼ 0.4 Myr
at most. This impact is small compared to that of the uncer-
tainty in the accretion rate (see Figure 10 in Section 3.2.1).

2.5. Dust Size and Vertical Distribution

The model formulation presented above does not rely on
any particular form of grain size and vertical distribution. To
explore the impacts of dust growth on the snow line evolution
quantitatively, we adopt a simple power-law size distribution

dΣd(a)
da

=
Σd

2(
√

amax −
√

amin)
a−1/2, (24)

10-4 10-3 10-2 10-1

λ [cm]

1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

2.0

2.2

n

n
k
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10-1

100

k

Figure 3. Real and imaginary parts of the complex refractive index,
n and k, as a function of wavelength λ (Draine 2003; Warren &
Brandt 2008).

where dΣd(a)/da is the dust surface density per unit grain
radius and

Σd =

∫ amax

amin

dΣd(a)
da

da (25)

is the total dust surface density. The assumed power-law
slope −1/2 of the size distribution follows the size distri-
bution of interstellar dust (Mathis et al. 1977), for which
the grain number density per unit grain size scales as a−7/2.
We take amax as a free parameter and investigate the effects
of the grain size distribution on MHD disk heating. We
set amin = 0.1 µm because smaller particles grow quickly
through Brownian motion (Birnstiel et al. 2011).

We assume that Σd scales with Σg and take the default value
of the dust-to-gas surface density ratio fdg = Σd/Σg to be the
interstellar value fdg = 0.01 (Bohlin et al. 1978). In real-
ity, dust growth to amax � 1 µm would affect the value of
fdg because large grains tend to drift toward the central star
rapidly (Whipple 1972; Adachi et al. 1976; Weidenschilling
1977). The dust-to-gas ratio in the inner disk region can ei-
ther increase or decrease depending on whether the loss of
the dust in the inner region is slower than the replenishment
of dust drifting in from the outer region (e.g., Birnstiel et al.
2012). In Section 3.2.4, we vary fdg to 0.1 and 10−3 and study
how the increase and decrease of fdg affect our results. The
scenario fdg = 0.1 is less likely because such a high dust-to-
gas surface density ratio can trigger the streaming instability,
which would convert the dust into planetesimals, in partic-
ular when amax is large and vertical diffusion is weak (e.g.,
Johansen et al. 2009; Yang et al. 2017).

To determine the vertical variation of dρd/da, we assume
the balance between vertical dust settling and diffusion. This
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balance gives (Takeuchi & Lin 2002)

dρd

da
=

dΣd

da
·Cd exp

− z2

2H2
g
−

Stmid

αD

exp
 z2

2H2
g

 − 1
 ,

(26)
where αD is a dimensionless parameter that character-
izes the level of the vertical diffusion, Stmid is the Stokes
number at the midplane for grains with size a, and Cd

is the normalization constant determined by the relation
dΣd/da =

∫
(dρd/da) dz. Since most dust grains lie at

z � Hg, the exponential factor in dρd/da can be approxi-
mated by exp[−z2/(2H2

d)] when computing dΣd/da, yielding
(Fukuhara et al. 2021)

Cd =
1

√
2πHd

, (27)

where

Hd =

(
1 +

Stmid

αD

)−1/2

Hg, (28)

is the grain scale height around the midplane. Assuming that
the grains are smaller than the mean free path of the disk gas
molecules (a . 1 cm at r ∼ 1 au; e.g., Adachi et al. 1976), the
midplane Stokes number has the simple expression (Birnstiel
et al. 2010)

Stmid =
πρinta
2Σg

. (29)

Equation (28) indicates that grains with Stmax > αD experi-
ence a high degree of settling. Substituting Equation (5) into
Equation (29) gives

Stmid ≈ 6 × 10−6
(

t
1 Myr

)1.07 ( T
170 K

)1/2 ( r
1 au

) ( a
10 µm

)
,

(30)
for Ṁ1 Myr = 4 × 10−8 M� yr−1, αzφ = 10−3, and ρint given
in Section 2.4. Therefore, for t ∼ 1 Myr, T ∼ 102 K, αzφ ∼

10−3, and r ∼ 1 au, the condition Stmid & αD reduces to
a & 100(αD/10−4) µm.

2.6. Iterative Procedure

To calculate the disk temperature T with other disk quan-
tities, we perform the following iterative calculation at each
time t and radial location r (see the bottom panels of Fig-
ure 1).

1. For a given mass accretion rate, calculate the vertical
gas density distribution ρg(z) (Section 2.1).

2. For given amax and αD, calculate the dust size and spa-
tial distribution dρd(a, z)/da (Section 2.5).

3. Using dρd/da, calculate the disk ionization structure
and determine the heating layer height zheat (Section
2.3).

4. Also calculate the vertical distribution of the disk opac-
ity κR(z) (Section 2.4).

5. Using zheat and κR(z), calculate the heating layer optical
depth τheat Equation (11) and the contribution to the
disk temperature from internal accretion heating, Tacc

Equation (9). Obtain the final midplane temperature
T by adding the contribution from stellar irradiation
heating (Equations (6) and (7)).

For every set of t and r, we repeat this procedure until T
converges to a precision of 10−3. Our calculations show that
the final temperature is independent of the initial temperature
given at the beginning of the iteration.

2.7. Parameter Choices

The maximum dust size amax and vertical diffusion co-
efficient αD are key parameters of our model. We vary
amax between 0.11 µm–1.0 cm to examine the effects of grain
growth on the disk temperature. The choice amax = 0.11 µm
yields nearly monodisperse grain size distribution peaked at
a ≈ 0.1 µm and corresponds to the choice of Mori et al.
(2021).

The source of vertical diffusion around the snow line is
highly uncertain. Because magnetic turbulence is likely sup-
pressed (Gammie 1996; Bai & Stone 2013b; Gressel et al.
2015), only non-MHD turbulence would produce αD. Po-
tential drivers of turbulence around the snow line include
the vertical shear instability (Urpin & Brandenburg 1998;
Nelson et al. 2013; Lin & Youdin 2015), convective over-
stability (Klahr & Hubbard 2014; Lyra 2014), and zombie
vortex instability (Marcus et al. 2015, 2016; Barranco et al.
2018), which are hydrodynamical instabilities that operate
depending on the disk’s thermal relaxation timescale (Lyra
& Umurhan 2019; Malygin et al. 2017; Pfeil & Klahr 2019).
As discussed in Section 4.2, the vertical shear instability and
convective overstability can potentially produce turbulence
with αD ∼ 10−5–10−3 around the snow line. For this reason,
we vary αD between 10−5–10−3.

3. RESULTS

In this section, we use the model described in Section 2 to
study how the dust size distribution affects the disk thermal
structure and snow line evolution. Section 3.1 presents the
dependence of the disk vertical structure on amax, and Section
3.2 presents the evolution of the snow line for different values
of amax.

3.1. Disk Thermal Structure

To begin with, we select the particular case of t = 0.6 Myr
and αD = 10−3 and study how the disk’s thermal structure
depends on the maximum grain size amax. For this value of
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Figure 4. Radial profiles of the midplane temperature T for t =

0.6 Myr and αD = 10−3 with different values of amax. The dotted
line shows the midplane temperature for the irradiation-dominated
disk. The dashed horizontal line marks the water ice sublimation
temperature T = 170 K assumed in this study.

αD, grains with a . 1 mm are well mixed vertically (see Sec-
tion 2.5) so that dust settling little affects the disk temperature
structure.

Figure 4 shows the radial profiles of T for different values
of amax. Overall, accretion heating dominates at r . 3 au.
Importantly, we find that the profile depends on amax non-
monotonically, with amax ∼ 10–100 µm giving the highest
temperatures. In the following, we explain this behavior by
looking at the disk vertical structure at r = 1 au in more
detail. In Appendix C, Figure 15 shows the radial profiles of
T at different times for amax = 0.11 µm, amax = 10 µm, and
amax = 100 µm.

We recall that the disk internal temperature increases as the
heating layer height zheat decreases or the opacity above the
heating layer increases (Equations (9) and (11)). Of the two,
zheat is determined by the vertical profile of the ambipolar
Elsasser number Am (Section 2.3). Figure 5 shows the verti-
cal profiles of Am for different values of amax. Overall, Am
is well below unity at the midplane and exceeds the critical
value Am = 0.3 at z ∼ 2–3Hg. Around these heights, the X-
rays are the dominant ionizing sources as shown in Figure 6.
The steep decrease of Am at z . 2Hg reflects the decrease of
the X-ray ionization rate at the high column depths due to the
attenuation of scattered X-rays (Igea & Glassgold 1999; Bai
& Goodman 2009).

The upper left panel of Figure 7 shows zheat as a function
of amax. We find that zheat decreases monotonically with amax.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
z [Hg]
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101

A
m

r= 1 au, t= 0.6 Myr, and αD = 10−3

amax = 0.11µm

amax = 1.0µm

amax = 10µm

amax = 100µm

amax = 0.1 cm

amax = 1.0 cm

Figure 5. Vertical profiles of the ambipolar Elsasser number Am
for different maximum grain sizes amax for r = 1 au, t = 0.6 Myr,
and αD = 10−3. The gray dashed line indicates the critical Elsasser
number, Am = 0.3, at which a strong current layer develops.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
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10-20
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r= 1 au, t= 0.6 Myr, and αD = 10−3
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Figure 6. Vertical profile of the disk ionization rate ζ (solid line) for
r = 1 au, t = 0.6 Myr, and αD = 10−3. The dashed, dotted, and dot-
dashed lines show the contributions of cosmic rays, stellar X-rays,
and 26Al decay, respectively.

To understand how zheat depends on amax, we first note that
the variation of Am only comes from those of ni and Ω when
ni ≈ ne (e.g., Chiang & Murray-Clay 2007). In our calcu-
lations for fdg ≤ 0.01, the condition ni ≈ ne is fulfilled at
z ∼ zheat. We also note that at z ∼ zheat, the adsorption of
electrons and ions onto dust grains dominates over gas-phase
recombination, i.e., g(Ψ) � 1. In this limit, the expression
for ni can be simplified as

ni =
ζng

uiAtot

1
1 + Ψ

, (31)
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Figure 7. Key quantities characterizing the disk thermal structure as a function of the maximum grain size amax for r = 1 au, t = 0.6 Myr, and
αD = 10−3. The upper left, upper right, lower left, and lower right panels show the heating layer height zheat, opacity κR at z = zheat, heating layer
optical depth τheat, and midplane temperature T , respectively.

with Ψ being constant for ni ≈ ne (see Okuzumi 2009;
Okuzumi et al. 2011). Therefore, the dependence of ni on
amax only comes from that of the grains’ total geometric cross
sectionAtot. When dΣd/da ∝ a−1/2, the smallest grains dom-
inate the total cross section because

∫ amax

amin
(πa2/md)a−1/2da ∝∫ amax

amin
a−3/2da ∝ a−1/2

min for amin � amax. The size of the largest
grains still matters because the fraction of the smallest grains
decreases with increasing amax, the effect encapsulated in the
prefactor Σd/(

√
amax −

√
amin) ≈ Σd/

√
amax in the definition

of dΣd/da (Equation (24)). Thus, a larger amax leads to a
higher Am(z) and hence to a lower zheat. This conclusion is
little affected by dust settling because the smallest grains are
well mixed vertically. At large amax, zheat stays around 2Hg

because ζ and Am decrease steeply below this height (note
that zheat is defined as the height where Am crosses a certain
value).

The upper right panel of Figure 7 shows how the disk opac-
ity κR at the heating layer varies with amax. One can see that
the opacity is constant for amax . 10 µm and decreases with
increasing amax for amax & 10 µm. This threshold grain size
corresponds to the Planck function’s peak wavelength λpeak,

which is ∼ 10 µm at T ∼ 100 K. In our opacity model, the
Rosseland mean opacity given for T is mainly determined
by the grain monochromatic opacities around λ ∼ λpeak. For
amax . λpeak, most grains fall into the Rayleigh limit and pro-
vide equal κd, λpeak . For amax & λpeak, grains with a & λpeak

have lower κd, λpeak (∝ a−1), and therefore κR decreases with
increasing amax. The upper right panel of Figure 7 shows that
the opacity in the latter regime scales with a−1/2

max . This scaling
can be derived analytically by using κR ∼ κg, λpeak , neglecting
dust settling (dρd/da ∝ dΣd/da ∝ a−1/2), and approximating
κd,λpeak ∝ a0 and a−1 for a < λpeak and a > λpeak, respectively.

The different amax dependences of zheat and κR are key
to understanding the non-monotonic amax dependence of T
shown in Figure 4. The bottom panels of Figure 7 show the
heating layer optical depth τheat and midplane temperature T
as a function of amax. We find that τheat and T are maximized
at amax ∼ 10–100 µm. Figure 8 schematically shows why this
range of amax maximizes the efficiency of disk internal heat-
ing for the fiducial case. As shown in the upper left panel of
Figure 7, the heating layer height decreases monotonically
with increasing amax. Therefore, a larger amax always leads
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Figure 8. Schematic illustration showing how the variation of the heating layer height zheat and opacity κR with the maximum grain size amax

affects the disk internal temperature T in the fiducial case (Section 3.2.1). As amax increases, the ionization fraction increases, and hence zheat

decreases (this holds unless fdg is well above 0.01; see Section 3.2.4). For amax . 10 µm, κR is approximately constant, and therefore increasing
amax results in increasing optical depth above the heating layer, τheat, and consequently in increasing T . For amax & 100 µm, the decrease of κR

causes the decrease of τheat, resulting in decreasing T with increasing amax. This picture applies to more general cases where the decrease of κR

dominates over the decrease of zheat; the case with fdg = 0.1 represents one exception (see Section 3.2.4).

to a larger column surface density above the heating layer. At
amax . 10 µm, the opacity around the heating layer is con-
stant (see the upper right panel of Figure 7), and therefore
a larger amax results in a larger τheat and in turn a larger T
(see Equations (9) and (11)). In contrast, at amax & 100 µm,
the opacity decreases with increasing amax. In this example,
the decrease of zheat at amax & 100 µm is rather slow for the
reason already explained. The slower increase of the column
depth above z = zheat than the decrease of κR results in the
decrease of τheat and T beyond amax ∼ 100 µm. This picture
applies as long as zheat for amax & 100 µm is determined by
the steep drop in ζ below z ≈ 2Hg. One exceptional case is
presented in Section 3.2.4.

3.2. Snow Line Evolution

We now use the disk temperature profiles at different times
to derive the temporal evolution of the snow line for various
model parameters. For the sale of convenience, we approxi-
mate the water sublimation temperature to 170 K. The water
snow line thus corresponds to the location where T = 170 K.
We begin by showing the results for αD = 10−3 in Section
3.2.1, and then explore the dependence of the results on our
parameters. We show the dependence on αzφ, αD, fdg, and
fheat and fdepth in Sections 3.2.2, 3.2.3, 3.2.4, and 3.2.5, re-
spectively.

3.2.1. Fiducial Case

Figure 9 shows the snow line radius as a function of time
t for different values of amax with αD = 10−3. In general,
the snow line migrates inward because both the disk accre-
tion rate Ṁ and luminosity L decrease with increasing t (see
Equations (4) and (8)). For fixed t, the snow line radius is the
largest for amax ∼ 10–100 µm because amax in this range max-
imizes the efficiency of accretion heating (see Section 3.1).
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Figure 9. Snow line radius as a function of the stellar age t for
different values of the maximum grain size amax with αD = 10−3.
The dotted line is for the irradiation-dominated limit. The dashed
horizontal line marks the current Earth’s orbital radius, 1 au.

We are interested in the time at which the snow line passes
the current Earth’s orbit of r = 1 au. In the following, we re-
fer to this time as tsnow,1 au. The solid line in Figure 10 shows
tsnow,1 au as a function of amax for the αD = 10−3 disk model.
For amax = 0.11 µm, the snow line arrives at 1 au within t = 1
Myr, consistent with the finding by Mori et al. (2021). Our
new model shows that the snow line’s arrival at 1 au can be
delayed up to t ∼ 2–3 Myr if amax lies in the range of 10–
100 µm. We also emphasize that dust growth to amax ∼ 1
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Figure 10. Snow line’s arrival time at 1 au tsnow, 1 au as a function
of amax for αD = 10−3. The shaded area represents the observational
uncertainty of the mass accretion rate.

mm still substantially delays the snow line migration to ∼ 2
Myr. Therefore, dust growth is an important factor that deter-
mines the location and evolution of the snow line. We discuss
amax determined by dust growth and planetesimal formation
in protoplanetary disks in Section 4.4.

So far, we have fixed the mass accretion rate at 1M� yr−1,
Ṁ1 Myr, to be 4 × 10−8M� yr−1. As mentioned in Section 2.1,
the observationally determined accretion rates of pre-main
sequence stars have a scatter of ∼ 0.5 dex. The impact of
this observational scatter is also shown in Figure 10, where
the upper and lower boundaries of the shaded area represent
tsnow,1 au for Ṁ1 Myr = 4 × 10−8+0.5 and 4 × 10−8−0.5M� yr−1,
respectively. The scatter of tsnow,1 au is the largest at amax =

10–100 µm, where the accretion heating is the most efficient.
The figure indicates that tsnow,1 au can be as large as ∼ 6 Myr
if Ṁ1 Myr is at the high end of the scatter.

3.2.2. Dependence on αzφ

Because we consider wind-driven accretion, the gas sur-
face density Σg is inversely proportional to the assumed level
of wind stress, which is characterized by αzφ (see Equa-
tion (3)). However, this parameter little affects the temper-
ature distribution of our disk model because it is the column
density above the heating layer, not the total column den-
sity, that determines τheat and Tacc (see Equations (9) and
(11)). As the disk’s total surface density decreases, X-rays
can penetrate more deeply into the interior and the heating
layer approaches the midplane. Since this is determined by
the penetration length of X-rays, the upper column density
evolves while maintaining a nearly constant value. There-
fore, the total surface density is not important for τheat, and
αzφ little affects Tacc. This was already demonstrated by Mori
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Figure 11. Snow line’s arrival time at 1 au as a function of amax for
different values of αzφ with αD = 10−3.

et al. (2021) in the particular case of amax = 0.1 µm. Here,
we show that this is also the case for larger values of amax.

Figure 11 shows tsnow,1 au as a function of amax for differ-
ent values of αzφ. One can see that tsnow,1 au is insensitive
to αzφ for most cases. This is because the column density
above the heating layer tends to be determined by the pene-
tration depth of the ionizing X-rays (Mori et al. 2021). The
only notable effect of varying αzφ is the increase of tsnow,1 au

at amax ∼ 10 µm when we increase αzφ to 10−2. In this case,
the heating layer reaches the midplane and its column depth
becomes half the total surface density before the snow line
arrives at 1 au (Section 2.3). However, this effect is minor
compared with the effects of varying other parameters as we
show below.

3.2.3. Dependence on αD

Here, we examine how the level of vertical diffusion, αD,
affects the snow line migration. The upper panel of Figure 12
shows tsnow, 1 au as a function of amax for different values of
αD. While tsnow,1 au is independent of αD for amax . 1 µm,
tsnow, 1 au decreases with αD for amax & 1 µm. In the case of
αD = 10−5, the snow line passes 1 au within 1.5 Myr even for
amax = 10–100 µm, for which accretion heating is the most
efficient.

The dependence on αD reflects the effect of dust settling on
the disk opacity κR, which depends more on large grains than
the heating layer height does. As discussed in Section 3.1, the
mean opacity is dominated by grains with a . λpeak ∼ 10 µm.
With αD = 10−5, grains larger than 10 µm settle substan-
tially (see Section 2.5), causing the decrease of the opacity
at z = zheat for amax & 10 µm. This is illustrated in the lower
panel of Figure 12, which compares κR at z = zheat, r = 1 au,
and t = 0.6 Myr as a function of amax for αD = 10−3, 10−4,
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Figure 12. Snow line’s arrival time at 1 au (upper panel) and disk
opacity κR at z = zheat, r = 1 au, and t = 0.6 Myr (lower panel) as a
function of amax for different levels of vertical diffusion αD.

and 10−5. The decrease of the opacity at the heating layer
results in the decrease of the accretion heating efficiency and
hence the decrease of tsnow,1 au. The heating layer height zheat

hardly depends on αD because the disk ionization structure
is primarily controlled by the smallest, 0.1 µm-sized grains,
which do not settle even with αD = 10−5.

3.2.4. Dependence on fdg

So far, we have fixed the dust-to-gas surface density ratio
fdg to the interstellar dust-to-gas mass ratio of 0.01 (Bohlin
et al. 1978). As mentioned in Section 2.5, fdg in the inner
∼ 1 au region can differ greatly from the interstellar value
because of the grains’ radial drift. The upper panel of Fig-
ure 13 shows how tsnow, 1 au depends on fdg in the particular
case of αD = 10−3. Overall, we find that accretion heating
becomes inefficient as fdg decreases. This is simply because
the disk opacity κR decreases with fdg (see Equation (22)).
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Figure 13. Snow line’s arrival time at 1 au (upper panel) and heat-
ing layer height zheat at r = 1 au and t = 0.6 Myr (lower panel) as a
function of amax for different values of the dust-to-gas mass ratio fdg

with αD = 10−3.

The heating layer height also decreases (see the lower panel
of Figure 13), but inspection shows that the decrease in κR

dominates over the increase in the column density above the
heating layer.

It is interesting to note that unlike in the cases of fdg ≤

0.01, tsnow, 1 au for fdg = 0.1 is maximized at amax ∼ 0.1 cm,
not at amax ∼ 100 µm. The increase of tsnow, 1 au at 100 µm .
amax . 0.1 cm is due to the relatively rapid decrease of zheat

from 3Hg to 2Hg (see the lower panel of Figure 13), which in-
creases τheat even though κR decreases. Around these heights,
the ionization rate ζ has a shallow vertical profile owing to
the contribution of scattered X-rays (Igea & Glassgold 1999;
Bai & Goodman 2009) (see Figure 6). This yields a shallow
vertical Am profile around z ∼ 2–3Hg (this can also be seen
in Figure 5). When Am crosses 0.3 around these heights,
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Figure 14. Snow line’s arrival time at 1 au as a function of amax for
different values of fdepth with αD = 10−3.

the value of zheat (which is defined as the height where Am
= 0.3) is sensitive to a change in Am with changing amax.
This explains why zheat decreases steeply from 3Hg to 2Hg as
amax increases from 100 µm to 0.1 cm. Beyond amax ∼ 0.1
cm, zheat stalls around 2Hg because of the steep drop of ζ be-
low this height, and consequently tsnow, 1 au decreases as in the
fiducial case for amax & 100 µm (Section 3.2.1).

3.2.5. Dependence on fheat and fdepth

Finally, we explore how the uncertainties in fheat and fdepth

affect our results. As long as τheat & 1, these parameters
affect Tacc equally, i.e., (Tacc ∝ ( fheat fdepth)1/4 (see Equations
(9) and (11)), so it is sufficient to vary one of the two while
fixing the other. Figure 14 shows tsnow, 1 au as a function of
amax for different values of fdepth with αD = 10−3 and fheat =

1. As is evident from Equation (9), a lower fdepth leads to
less efficient accretion heating, resulting in earlier snow line
migration. In the extreme case of fdepth = 0.01, accretion
heating has no effect on tsnow, 1 au for all values of amax. The
same argument could be made for the case where fheat < 1
and fdepth = 1.

Therefore, we conclude that fheat fdepth≈1 is needed for sub-
stantial accretion heating. This implies that the disk thermal
structure and snow line migration critically depend on the
Hall effect, which controls both fheat and fdepth. We discuss
this point in more detail in Section 4.3.

4. DISCUSSION

4.1. Effect of Grain Porosity

We have approximated dust grains with compact spheres
of zero porosity. In reality, it is more likely that large dust
grains forming in disks are aggregates of (sub)micron-sized
grains. Aggregates generally have pores (e.g., Blum & Wurm

2008; Güttler et al. 2010; Zsom et al. 2011), and can become
significantly porous if the grains stick together through low-
velocity collisions (e.g., Dominik & Tielens 1997; Okuzumi
et al. 2009; Kataoka et al. 2013).

However, it can be shown that the results of this study are
applicable, at least approximately, to porous aggregates if we
replace amax by ffillamax, where ffill is the aggregates’ filling
factor. Here, we show this for a simplified case where all
aggregates have the same radius a and same internal den-
sity ρint ∝ ffill. Kataoka et al. (2014) show that an aggre-
gate’s absorption opacity is approximately determined by its
mass-to-area ratio md/πa2 ∝ ffilla. This is also the case
for the aggregate’s Stokes number St ∝ ρinta ∝ ffilla (see
Equation (29)). The disk ionization fraction is mainly con-
trolled by the total cross section of grains per unit volume,
Atot = ρdπa2/md ∝ ρd/( ffilla) (see Equation (15)), which is
also determined by ffilla because ρd ∝ 1/Hd(St) for given
Σd. Therefore, the optical depth to the heating layer, which
is determined by the opacity and heating layer height, is a
function of the product ffilla.

4.2. Can Vertical Dust Diffusion of αD > 10−5 Occur
Around the Snow Line?

We have shown in Section 3.2.3 that a moderate level of
vertical dust diffusion is necessary to make MHD accretion
heating efficient. This requirement arises because the mid-
plane temperature is determined by the optical depth above
the heating layer, which lies at z ∼ 2–3Hg. Weak turbulence
of αD > 10−5 is needed to lift opacity-dominating grains to
such a high altitude. It is important to discuss whether there
are any mechanisms that can produce such moderate turbu-
lence in the inner disk region. Because MHD instabilities
are likely suppressed around the snow line, we must look for
non-MHD mechanisms.

A potential candidate is the convective overstability, which
is a hydrodynamical instability in a disk region with a neg-
ative radial entropy gradient and a thermal relaxation time
comparable to the local Keplerian time (Klahr & Hubbard
2014; Lyra 2014). The requirement for the thermal relax-
ation can be fulfilled around the snow line (Malygin et al.
2017; Pfeil & Klahr 2019). A negative entropy gradient can
also occur if accretion heating is effective. Simulations by
Raettig et al. (2021) show that the convective overstability
produces turbulence with αD ∼ 10−5–10−4 (see their Table 2,
where δ corresponds to our αD).

Another candidate is the vertical shear instability, which
is a hydrodynamical instability caused by a vertical gradient
of the gas rotation velocity with a cooling time scale much
shorter than the orbital time scale (Urpin & Brandenburg
1998; Nelson et al. 2013; Lin & Youdin 2015). This insta-
bility causes particularly strong vertical diffusion amounting
to αD ∼ 5 × 10−3 (Flock et al. 2020). Linear theory suggests
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that the vertical shear instability is most effective at r > 10 au
(Malygin et al. 2017; Lyra & Umurhan 2019; Pfeil & Klahr
2019), but recent simulations show that the vertical shear in-
stability in the upper layers can still cause vertical diffusion
near the midplane around the snow line (Pfeil & Klahr 2021).
Importantly, because the gas motion produced by this insta-
bility is strongly vertically elongated, it is much less efficient
at transporting angular momentum radially (α ∼ 0.1αD ;
Flock et al. 2020). Therefore, its direct contribution to accre-
tion heating may be limited. Our finding suggests that even
if this is the case, the vertical shear instability can still con-
tribute to disk accretion heating indirectly, by enhancing the
optical thickness above the heating layer produced by MHD
wind-driven accretion as considered in this study.

4.3. Importance of the Hall Effect

The results presented in Section 3.2.5 imply a potentially
important role the Hall effect might play in shaping the ra-
dial compositional gradient of planetary systems. As demon-
strated in Figure 14, the efficiency of MHD accretion heating
depends significantly on fdepth, with fdepth = 0.1–0.01 being
insufficient for the accretion heating to affect tsnow,1 au. This
means that early snow line migration is inevitable in disks
with anti-aligned vertical magnetic fields and rotation axis.
Considering pebble accretion, we expect that planetary em-
bryos that form around 1 au in disks with anti-aligned ver-
tical magnetic fields would be more water-rich than those at
the same orbit in disks with aligned vertical magnetic fields.

Protoplanetary disks’ vertical magnetic fluxes are thought
to be inherited from their parent molecular clouds.
Tsukamoto et al. (2015) already predicted that during the col-
lapse of prestellar cores, the Hall effect would result in the bi-
modal size distribution of the initial disks, assuming that the
relative orientation between each core’s magnetic flux and
rotation axis is randomly determined. The results presented
in this study suggest that the Hall term could also lead to
bimodal evolution of the disk temperature distribution and
snow line. As discussed above, this could in turn give rise to
the bimodal radial distribution of exoplanets’ water content.
The bimodal nature of the Hall term may also affect the fate
of planets’ migration and pebble accretion in disks, both of
which depend on whether accretion heating is efficient or not
(Bitsch 2019). Future simulations of planet growth and mi-
gration combined with our MHD disk model will clarify the
roles of the Hall term in planet formation.

4.4. Dust Growth and Planetesimal Formation

In this paper, we have treated the maximum grain size as
a free parameter. Physically, the maximum grain size is de-
termined by processes (often referred to as “barriers”) lim-
iting local dust growth, including fragmentation and radial
inward drift. If the sticking efficiency of the colliding grains

is low, the maximum grain size is determined by collisional
fragmentation (Birnstiel et al. 2009). Below, we estimate the
maximum grain size limited by the fragmentation barrier and
discuss how it constrains the snow line evolution as well as
planetesimal formation.

Assuming that Epstein’s law applies, the fragmentation-
limited grain size can be expressed as (Birnstiel et al. 2009,
2012)

afrag =
2

3π
Σg

ρintαturb

v2
frag

c2
s
, (32)

where αturb is a dimensionless coefficient characterizing tur-
bulence strength and vfrag is the fragmentation threshold ve-
locity above which the colliding grains fragment rather than
stick. The parameter αturb is defined such that the velocity
dispersion of the largest turbulent eddies is

√
αturbcs (Ormel

& Cuzzi 2007), and is expected to be comparable to the di-
mensionless diffusion coefficient αD used in this paper (e.g.,
Okuzumi & Hirose 2011). Using cs =

√
kBT/µmp, Equa-

tion (32) can be rewritten as

afrag ≈ 0.8 mm
(

Σg

400 g cm−2

) (
ρint

1.46 g cm−3

)−1

(
αturb

10−3

)−1 ( vfrag

1 m s−1

)2 ( T
200 K

)−1

. (33)

The threshold sticking velocity for silicates is highly uncer-
tain and can range between 1 m s−1 (Blum & Wurm 2008) to
50 m s−1 (Kimura et al. 2015) depending on the size and sur-
face adhesion of the unit grains. If we take vfrag = 1 m s−1,
then Equation (33) implies that the maximum grain size in
the vicinity of the snow line is ∼ mm. According to Fig-
ure 10, this maximum size is larger than the sweet spot (10–
100 µm) where accretion heating becomes most efficient, but
can still delay the snow line’s arrival to 1 au by up to a few
Myr compared to the case where dust grains remain to be
0.1 µm in size. Accretion heating would be less efficient for
higher values of vfrag. In any case, accounting for dust growth
is essential for elucidating how fast the snow line migrates in
magnetically accreting disks. This will be the subject of our
future work.

Although the suppression of dust growth at millimeter
sizes is beneficial for the delay of snow line migration, it
could also suppress planetesimal formation. Here, we briefly
discuss whether planetesimal formation is possible in the sce-
nario with amax ∼ 1 m s−1. To date, the streaming instability
(Youdin & Goodman 2005) is one of the leading mechanisms
to concentrate dust particles and produce planetesimals. The
streaming instability is caused by the relative drift of dust and
gas and triggers strong clumping of dust when the dust-to-gas
mass ratio is high (e.g., Johansen & Youdin 2007; Carrera
et al. 2015; Yang et al. 2017). Strong clumping takes place
most vigorously when the grains are centimeter to meter-
sized. However, Yang et al. (2017) and Li & Youdin (2021)
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show that the streaming instability can even concentrate rel-
atively small, millimeter-sized grains if the dust-to-gas den-
sity ratio at the midplane is above a few (see Figure 4 of Li
& Youdin 2021). Their simulations treat an idealized situa-
tion where no externally driven turbulence like the one driven
by the vertical shear instability is present. Nevertheless, the
possibility remains that the streaming instability can lead to
planetesimal formation even in the presence of turbulence if
there exists a mechanism that leads to ρd/ρg & 1 at the mid-
plane (although it would require a much higher dust-to-gas
surface density ratio than in the absence of externally driven
turbulence). This scenario is only speculative and needs to
be verified by future simulations of the streaming instability.

In summary, to understand the snow line migration and
rocky planetesimal formation in magnetically accretion pro-
toplanetary disks in a consistent way, one needs to simulate
the evolution of dust and disk temperature simultaneously.
We plan to pursue this direction in future work.

4.5. Can Planetary Embryos at 1 au Avoid Excessive Water
Accretion?

Mori et al. (2021) concluded that the snow line would mi-
grate inside 1 au within 1 Myr if all dust grains contributing
to the disk opacity and ionization were submicron-sized. In
this study, we have found that the snow line’s arrival at 1 au
can be delayed, under some favorable conditions (see Sec-
tions 4.2 and 4.3), if the grains grow to amax = 10–100 µm.
The question then is whether planetary embryos lying at ∼
1 au can remain dry in magnetically accreting disks.

We cannot yet give a complete answer to this question be-
cause we still treat amax and the dust-to-gas mass ratio as a
free parameter. According to the work by Sato et al. (2016),
who studied water delivery to Mars-sized rocky embryos via
ice pebble accretion, the final water content of embryos de-
pends on the icy pebbles’ size and the radial extent of the pro-
toplanetary disk, not only on the timing of the snow line pas-
sage. The disk size determines how quickly the ice pebbles’
radial inward flux decays. Because of the high efficiency of
pebble accretion, the Mars-sized embryos can only avoid ex-
cessive water accretion if the snow line passes them after the
radial pebble flux has already decayed significantly. More-
over, the decay of the inward pebble flux is always accompa-
nied by a decrease in the dust surface density, which would
make accretion heating in the inner disk region less efficient
(see Section 3.2.4). Simulations that self-consistently include
dust evolution (growth, fragmentation, and radial drift), snow
line evolution, and pebble accretion by planetary embryos are
needed to answer the question of how dry rocky planets form
in the inner region of magnetically accreting protoplanetary
disks. Presenting such a simulation is beyond the scope of
this study but should be done in future work.

5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we have investigated the effects of the dust
size and vertical distributions on the snow line migration in
magnetically accreting protoplanetary disks. In the disks, the
gas motion is mainly laminar due to nonideal MHD effects,
and thus the accretion heating would be caused by the Joule
dissipation at the disk surface. The disk temperature depends
on the ionization fraction and disk opacity, which are deter-
mined by the dust size and spatial distributions. Therefore,
the dust distributions can control the temperature evolution
and snow line migration. In addition, we have investigated
the effect of the dust settling on the temperature structure.

Our key results are summarized as follows.

1. The disk temperature depends on the maximum grain
size amax nonmonotonically and takes a maximum
value at amax ∼ 10–100 µm. The disk temperature is
determined by the heating layer height and the opac-
ity. The heating layer height decreases monotonically
with increasing amax. Thus, since the gas density pro-
file is independent of amax, a larger amax leads to a
larger column surface density at the heating layer. The
opacity around the heating layer is nearly constant at
amax . 10 µm, but decreases with increasing amax at
amax & 10 µm. Because of these effects, the disk tem-
perature is also maximized at amax ∼ 10–100 µm (Sec-
tion 3.1).

2. The snow line’s arrival at 1 au can be delayed up to t ∼
2–3 Myr for amax ∼ 10–100 µm, whereas the arrival
time is 0.5 Myr for single 0.1 µm-sized dust grains.
Even if amax ∼ mm, the snow line’s arrival at 1 au
is delayed to 1–2 Myr. Therefore, dust growth is an
important factor that determines the location and evo-
lution of the snow line (Section 3.2.1).

3. Dust sedimentation onto the midplane (i.e., a smaller
αD) results in the snow line’s arrival at 1 au earlier. For
αD = 10−5, the snow line passes 1 au within 1.5 Myr
even if amax lies in the range of 10–100 µm. This de-
pendence of αD comes from a smaller αD leading to a
decrease in the opacity. In particular, because 10 µm-
sized grains dominate the opacity and settle substan-
tially with αD = 10−5, the snow line passes 1 au earlier
(Section 3.2.3).

4. When the vertical diffusion is enhanced by some hy-
drodynamic instability (αD > 10−5 ), the vertically dif-
fused dust increases the opacity of the upper region,
and therefore it makes the accretion heating efficient.
This suggests that turbulence can warm the disk even
if its dissipation does not warm the disk directly.

5. When the direction of the magnetic field threading the
disk is anti-aligned with the disk rotation axis, the heat-
ing layer height is located higher due to the Hall effect.



17

In this case, the accretion heating in MHD disks is in-
sufficient for all dust size distributions. The results in
this study suggest that the Hall term could lead to bi-
modal evolution of the disk temperature distribution,
the snow line migration, and in turn radial distribution
of exoplanets’ water content (Section 4.3).

In this study, the dust size distribution is determined by the
free parameters: the maximum grain size amax and the dust-
to-gas surface density ratio fdg. However, the radial profile
of the dust size distribution changes with time through radial
drift, growth, and fragmentation of dust. Thus, we should
note that because fdg would decrease at the inside of disks
with time, the snow line is expected to pass 1 au earlier than
2 Myr even at amax ∼ 10–100 µm. Calculating amax and fdg

as a function of time t considering those effects of dust, we
expect to understand more realistic snow line evolution in

magnetically accreting disks. Moreover, the water content
of planetary embryos at 1 au is also determined by the ice
pebble’s size and the radial extent of a gas disk (Sato et al.
2016, see Section 4.5 in this paper). Therefore, simulations
self-consistently including the dust evolution, snow line evo-
lution, and pebble accretion onto planetary embryos would
answer the question of how dry rocky planets form, in the
future.
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APPENDIX

A. EXPRESSION OF THE AMBIPOLAR DIFFUSIVITY

The ambipolar diffusivity is given by (Wardle 2007)

ηA =
c2σP

4π(σ2
P + σ2

H)
− ηO, (A1)

where c is the speed of light, σP and σH are the Pedersen and
Hall conductivities, and ηO is the ohmic diffusivity given by

ηO =
c2

4πσO
, (A2)

with σO being the ohmic conductivity. The ohmic, Hall, and
Pedersen conductivities are written as

σO =
ec
B

∑
α

|Zα|nαβα, (A3)

σH = −
ec
B

∑
α

Zαnαβ2
α

1 + β2
α

=
ec
B

∑
α

Zαnα
1 + β2

α

, (A4)

σP =
ec
B

∑
α

|Zα|nαβα
1 + β2

α

, (A5)

where Zα and nα are the charge number and number density
of species α, and

βα =
eB|Zα|τα

mαc
, (A6)

is the Hall parameter with mα and τα being the mass and
stopping time of species α. Because the inertia of charged
grains with a . 0.1 µm is much smaller than those of ions
and electrons, we neglect the contribution of charged grains
to the conductivities. The stopping time of ions and electrons
are written as (Sano et al. 2000)

τ−1
i = ng〈σv〉i

mg

mi
, (A7)

τ−1
e = ng〈σv〉e, (A8)

where 〈σv〉i,(e) is the rate coefficient for the collision between
ions (electrons) and neutrals averaged over the distribution of
their relative velocity.

B. EXPRESSION OF THE IONIZATION RATE

We consider disk ionization by cosmic rays (Umebayashi
& Nakano 2009), stellar X-rays (Igea & Glassgold 1999),
and radionuclides (Umebayashi & Nakano 2009). We write
the total disk ionization rate ζ as

ζ = ζCR + ζXR + ζRA, (B9)

where ζCR, ζXR, and ζRA are the contributions from cosmic
rays, stellar X-rays, and radionuclides, respectively.

The cosmic ray ionization rate is given by (Umebayashi &
Nakano 2009)

ζCR(r, z) =
ζCR,0

2

exp
(
−

Σ+
g (r, z)

ΣCR

) 1 +

(
Σ+

g (r, z)

ΣCR

)3/4−4/3

+ exp
(
−

Σ−g (r, z)

ΣCR

) 1 +

(
Σ−g (r, z)

ΣCR

)3/4−4/3 , (B10)

where ζCR,0 = 1.0×10−17 s−1 is the ionization rate of H2 in the
interstellar space, ΣCR = 96 g cm−2 is the mean attenuation
length of cosmic rays, and

Σ+
g (r, z) =

∫ ∞

z
ρg(r, z′)dz′, (B11)

Σ−g (r, z) = Σg(r) − Σ+
g (r, z), (B12)
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are the vertical gas column densities measured from the up-
per and lower infinities, respectively.

The radionuclide ionization rate is taken to be ζRA = 7 ×
10−19 s−1, which corresponds to the ionization rate produced
by 26Al with an abundance ratio of 26Al/27Al = 5 × 10−5

(Umebayashi & Nakano 2009).
For the X-ray ionization rate, we use an analytic expression

by Bai & Goodman (2009) with some modifications,

ζXR(r, z)
LXR,29

( r
1 au

)2.2
=

ζXR,1

exp
− (

Σ+
g (r, z)

ΣXR,1

)α + exp
− (

Σ−g (r, z)

ΣXR,1

)α

+ζXR,2

exp

− (
Σ+

g (r, z)

ΣXR,2

)β + exp

− (
Σ−g (r, z)

ΣXR,2

)β
 ,(B13)

where LXR,29 ≡ LXR/(1029 erg s−1), ζXR,1 = 4.0 × 10−12 s−1,
ΣXR,1/(1.42mp) = 1.0 × 1021 cm−2, α = 0.4, ζXR,2 = 1.0 ×
10−15 s−1, ΣXR,2/(1.42mp) = 1.0 × 1024 cm−2, and β = 0.7.
We have modified the parameter values such that the formula
better reproduce Figure 3 of Igea & Glassgold (1999) for the
5 keV case. In this study, we assume the stellar X-ray lumi-
nosity LXR of 1030 erg s−1.

C. EVOLUTION OF THE MIDPLANE TEMPERATURE

Figure 15 shows the radial profiles of the midplane tem-
perature T at different times for αD = 10−3.
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