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ABSTRACT
We propose a new evolutionary process of protoplanetary disks ”co-evolution of dust
grains and protoplanetary disks”, revealed by dust-gas two-fluid non-ideal magneto-
hydrodynamics simulations considering the growth of dust and associated changes in
magnetic resistivity. We found that the dust growth significantly affects disk evolu-
tion by changing the coupling between the gas and magnetic field. Moreover, once the
dust grains sufficiently grow and the adsorption of charged particles on dust grains
becomes negligible, the physical quantities (e.g., density and magnetic field) of the
disk are well described by characteristic power laws. In this disk structure, the radial
profile of density is steeper and the disk mass is smaller than those of the model ignor-
ing dust growth. We analytically derive these power laws from the basic equations of
non-ideal magnetohydrodynamics. The analytical power laws are determined only by
observable physical quantities, e.g., central stellar mass and mass accretion rate, and
do not include difficult-to-determine parameters e.g., viscous parameter α. Therefore,
our model is observationally testable and this disk structure is expected to provide a
new perspective for future studies on protostar and disk evolution.

Key words: star formation – circum-stellar disk – methods: magnetohydrodynamics
– smoothed particle hydrodynamics – protoplanetary disk

1 INTRODUCTION

In protoplanetary disks, dust grains are not only the building
blocks of the planets, but also play a key role in determining
the ionization degree of the disk gas by adsorbing charged
particles (ions and electrons) in the gas phase. Since the
ionization degree determines the magnetic resistivity, i.e.,
the degree of coupling between the gas and magnetic field,
the microscopic nature (µm to cm scale) of the dust grains
is expected to influence the macroscopic disk evolution (100
AU, i.e., 1015cm scale) via magnetic resistivity (Zhao et al.
2016; Marchand et al. 2020; Guillet et al. 2020; Tsukamoto
& Okuzumi 2022).

Previous studies show that non-ideal magnetohydrody-
namics (MHD) effects arising from finite resistivity, specifi-
cally ambipolar diffusion, dramatically weaken the coupling
between the magnetic field and gas, thereby enabling the
formation of a disk (Tomida et al. 2015; Tsukamoto et al.
2015; Wurster et al. 2016; Masson et al. 2016). Moreover
ambipolar diffusion determines the magnetic flux evolution
in protostars (Li 1998; Tsukamoto et al. 2020).

Previous studies on the formation and evolution of
protoplanetary disks assumed that dust grains possess the
properties (such as the size distribution) of the interstellar
medium (ISM) dust grains. However, in the disk, the dust

growth timescale is ∼ 104 years, which is much shorter than
the lifetime of the disks (∼ 106 years). Thus, it is unsatisfac-
tory to study disk evolution with resistivity assuming ISM
dust (Tsukamoto et al. 2022).

How would the dust growth affect the ionization degree?
As dust grains merge and grow, their total surface area de-
creases. Therefore, the adsorption of charged particles by
the dust grains becomes ineffective, and the gas-phase ion-
ization degree is expected to increase and magnetic resistiv-
ity to decrease accordingly. Recent studies on dust growth
and associated changes in magnetic resistivity have shown a
decrease in magnetic resistivity (Zhao et al. 2016; Marchand
et al. 2020; Guillet et al. 2020; Tsukamoto & Okuzumi 2022;
Kawasaki et al. 2022), and some studies have also shown
changes in gas dynamics as a result (Lebreuilly et al. 2023;
Marchand et al. 2023a).

However, the effect of the dust growth on the evolu-
tion of the protoplanetary disk is still unclear, because the
calculations in the aforementioned studies were performed
assuming spherical symmetry (Lebreuilly et al. 2023) or 3D
simulation until the prestellar or first core formation stage
in which the gas is supported by the pressure gradient force
(Marchand et al. 2023a).

In this study, we report simulation results of the for-
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2 Tsukamoto et al

mation and evolution of protoplanetary disks of ∼ 104 years
after the formation of protostars considering dust growth
inside the disk, the associated change of magnetic resistiv-
ity, and its feedback on the disk dynamics. Moreover we
present an analytical argument that explains the resulting
disk structures. Based on these results, we propose a new
evolutionary process for protostars: ”co-evolution of dust
grains and protoplanetary disks”.

2 METHODS AND INITIAL CONDITION

2.1 Numerical methods

2.1.1 Two-fluid magneto-hydrodynamics simulations

We solve two-fluid magnetohydrodynamics equations for the
dust-gas mixture. The governing equations are given as

Dρ

Dt
= −ρ∇ · v, (1)

Dϵ

Dt
= −1

ρ
∇ · {ϵ(1− ϵ)ρ∆v}, (2)

Dv

Dt
= −1

ρ
{∇P − J×B

c
}, (3)

D∆v

Dt
= − ∆v

tstop
+

1

ρg
[−∇P +

J×B

c
], (4)

DB

Dt
= −B(∇ · v) + (B · ∇)v

+ c∇× {ηOJ+ ηA(J× B̂)× B̂}, (5)

where ρ[g,d] denotes the mass densities and subscripts [g, d]
denote gas and dust components, respectively. ρ = ρg + ρd
denotes the total density. ϵ = ρd/ρ denotes the dust-to-
total-mass ratio, v = (ρgvg + ρdvd)/(ρg + ρd) denotes the
barycentric velocity of dust gas mixture where v[g,d] denotes
the gas and dust velocity, ∆v = (vd − vg) denotes the the
velocity difference between gas and dust, P denotes the gas
pressure. J denotes the electric current. c denotes the speed
of light. ηO and ηA denote the Ohmic and ambipolar re-
sistivities, respectively. The details of the approximations
adopted in the governing equations and numerical method
are described in Tsukamoto et al. (2021a). Our numerical
simulations consider the Ohmic and ambipolar diffusions,
but ignore the Hall effect.

We adopted a barotropic equation of state (EOS) in
which the gas pressure depends only on the density.

P = P (ρg) =


c2s,refρg

{
1 +

(
ρg
ρc

) 2
3

}
(ρg < ρe)

c2s,refρg

{
1 +

(
ρe
ρc

) 2
3
(

ρg
ρe

) 2
5

}
(ρg ≥ ρe)

(6)

cs,ref = 190 m s−1 is isothermal sound velocity at 10 K. We
used a critical density of ρc = 4×10−14 g cm−3 above which
gas behaves adiabatically and ρe = 10−11 g cm−3 above
which gas behaves as diatomic molecule. In our simulations,
the gas density is in the range of ρg < 10−9 g cm−3 and
ignoring the dissociation of H2 in the equation of state does
not affect the results.

2.1.2 Dust growth

We consider dust growth with single-size approximation
(Sato et al. 2016; Okuzumi et al. 2016; Tsukamoto et al.
2017). The governing equation of dust growth is

Ddad

Dt
= Again/loss

ad

3tgrowth
, (7)

where ad denotes the representative dust size, tgrowth =
1/(πa2

dnd∆vdust), nd denotes the dust number density,
∆vdust denotes the collision velocity between the dust grains,
Dd/Dt = ∂/∂t+ vd · ∇, and

Again/loss = min(1,− ln(∆vdust/∆vfrag)

ln 5
), (8)

which models the collisional mass gain and loss (Okuzumi
et al. 2016). We assume vfrag = 30 m s−1. For the dust
relative velocity ∆vdust, we consider the sub-grid scale tur-
bulence and Brownian motion.

For the turbulent-induced dust relative velocity ∆vturb,
we adopt the prescription presented by Ormel & Cuzzi
(2007),

∆vturb =
δvKol
tKol

(tstop,1 − tstop,2) (tstop,1 < tKol)

1.5δvL

√
tstop,1

tL
(tKol < tstop,1 < tL)

δvL
√

1
1+tstop,1/tL

+ 1
1+tstop,2/tL

(tL < tstop,1)

(9)

where δvKol = Re
−1/4
L and tKol = Re

−1/2
L tL denote the eddy

velocity and eddy turn-over timescale at dissipation scale
and ReL = LvL/ν denotes the Reynolds number. We set the
stopping time tstop,1 = tstop(ad) and tstop,2 = 1/2 tstop(ad)
referring to Sato et al. (2016), where tstop(ad) is calculated
as in our previous study (Tsukamoto et al. 2021a).

We assume sub-grid turbulence of the “α turbulence
model ”(Tsukamoto et al. 2021b), in which we assume

δvL =
√
αturbcs, (10)

tL =
cs
ag

, (11)

L = δvLtL. (12)

αturb = 2× 10−3 denotes the dimensionless parameter that
determines the strength of the sub-grid turbulence and ag

denotes the gravitational acceleration. (see Tsukamoto et al.
(2021b) for the underlying physical assumptions for this tur-
bulence model). αturb is difficult to be determined from sim-
ulations, while it does not affect the dust growth timescale
as strongly as density. In this paper, we adopted this fixed
value just for simplicity. Larger (smaller) αturb value de-
creases (increases) the dust growth timescale.

2.1.3 Resistivity calculations

For the resistivity model, we adopt the analytical resistivity
formula described in Tsukamoto & Okuzumi (2022) in which
we analytically solve the equations for chemical equilibrium
in the gas phase and detailed balance equations for dust
charging. The dust size distribution considered in resistivity
calculations is set to be

dnd

da
= A a−q(amin < a < amax), (13)
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Co-evolution of dust grains and protoplanetary disks 3

where A denotes a constant for normalization. Here we as-
sume that the maximum dust size is amax = ad of equation
(7) (which is valid when q < 4). The minimum dust size
amin and power exponent q are the parameters of this study.

The temperature for the resistivity calculation is calcu-
lated according to the equation of state (equation (6)).

Our resistivity model does not include charge neutral-
ization due to grain-grain collisions because the dust grains
tend to coalesce and grow rather than bounce when (sub-
)micron-sized small dust particles collide (Dominik & Tie-
lens 1997; Blum et al. 2000; Weidling et al. 2012; Gundlach
& Blum 2015). Note also that the grain-grain neutralization
is important for resistivities only when there are significant
amount of small dust grains and they contribute to the elec-
tric current. Since we are interested in the impact of dust
growth and in the situations that the contribution of the
dust grains becomes minor, neglecting grain-grain neutral-
ization does not change our main claims in this paper. See
Tsukamoto & Okuzumi (2022) for more discussions.

2.1.4 Sink particle

A sink particle is dynamically introduced when the density
exceeds ρsink = 10−12 g cm−3. The sink particle absorbs
SPH particles with ρ > ρsink within rsink < 1 AU.

2.2 Initial conditions

We adopt the density-enhanced Bonnor-Ebert sphere, which
is surrounded by a medium with a steep density profile used
in Tsukamoto et al. (2021b) as a initial condition.

The radius of the core is Rc = 4.8 × 103 AU and the
enclosed mass within Rc isMc = 1M⊙. We adopt an angular
velocity profile of Ω(d) = Ω0/[exp[10(d/(1.5Rc)) − 1] + 1]
with d =

√
x2 + y2 and Ω0 = 2.3× 10−13 s−1. We assume a

constant magnetic field (Bx, By, Bz) = (0, 0, 50 µG).
The parameter αtherm (≡ Etherm/Egrav) is 0.4, where

Etherm and Egrav denote the thermal and gravitational en-
ergies of the central core (without surrounding medium),
respectively. The parameter βrot (≡ Erot/Egrav) within the
core is 0.03, where Erot denotes the rotational energy of the
core. The mass-to-flux ratio of the core normalized by the
critical value is µ/µcrit = 5.

We adopt a dust density profile of ρd(r) =
fdgρg(r)/[exp[10(r/(1.5Rc))− 1] + 1], where fdg = 10−2 de-
notes the dust-to-gas mass ratio. The dust density profile
has the same shape with the gas density profile in r ≲ 1.5Rc

but is truncated at r ≥ 1.5Rc. The initial (maximum) dust
size is assumed to be ad = 0.1µm.

We resolve 1 M⊙ with 3×106 SPH particles. The model
names and parameters of the models are listed in Table 1.

3 RESULTS

3.1 Co-evolution of dust grains and
protoplanetary disks

Figure 1 shows the time evolution of (a) density, (b) to-
tal magnetic resistivity (ηO + ηA), (c) dust size, and (d)
plasma β in our fiducial model, ModelA100Q25. Panel 1-a
shows the formation of a disk with a size of ∼ 20 AU at

t∗ = 1.1× 103 yr (where t∗ denotes the time after protostar
formation). At this stage, the total magnetic resistivity is
∼ 1019 cm2 s−1 and relatively large (panel 1-b). This large
value is attributed to the fact that the maximum dust size
remains ad < 1µm within the disk (panel 1-c) and dust
adsorption of charged particles is effective. Owing to the ef-
ficient magnetic diffusion, the plasma β inside the disk is
significantly high (panel 1-d).

As the time progresses, a remarkable change in the mag-
netic resistivity occurs. Panel 2-b shows a significant de-
crease in the magnetic resistivity within the disk. This is
caused by the dust growth within the disk (ad reaches up to
10µm) and reduction in the dust adsorption efficiency (see
Appendix B and Tsukamoto & Okuzumi (2022) for the im-
pact of dust size on the ambipolar resistivity). However, at
this epoch, the decrease in the magnetic diffusion efficiency
does not lead to a decrease in the disk size; instead, the disk
continues to expand. The plasma β also remains high.

The decrease in the magnetic resistivity leads to a better
coupling between the magnetic field and gas in the disk. This
coupling promotes gas accretion, which in turn transports
the magnetic flux to the center and reduces the plasma β in
the disk (panel 3-d). The increase of magnetic field amplifies
the magnetic resistivity (ηA) in the central region (panel 3-
b). Once the dust grows sufficiently, ηA is proportional to
the square of the magnetic field strength even inside the
disk. Even at this point, the gas density map (panel 3-a)
indicates the presence of a relatively large disk of ∼ 50 AU.

The strong magnetic field in the disk causes efficient
magnetic braking and efficient mass accretion over the entire
disk, leading to a decrease in the disk size from 3-a to 4-a.
However, the density structure of the central region is very
similar in panels 3-a and 4-a. On the other hand, between
panels 2-a and 4-a, the disk size is similar, but the density
structure of the inner region is different. This indicates that
the inner disk structure transits from 2-a to 3-a as the dust
grains grow.

In this way, the growth of the dust grains causes a de-
crease in the magnetic resistivity and changes the magnetic
activity of the disk, and ultimately determines the evolution
of the disk. Conversely, changes in the disk structures affect
the dust growth in the disk (figure 7). Based on these results,
we propose a new evolutionary process of the protoplanetary
disk: “co-evolution of dust grains and protoplanetary disks”.

3.2 Radial disk structure and comparison with
analytical solutions

Figure 2 shows the azimuthally averaged radial profiles at
the midplane of ModelA100Q25. The red, orange, magenta,
and green lines show profiles at the epochs of panels 1-4 in
figure 1, respectively.

In the early evolutionary phase when the dust size is
sufficiently small (t∗ ≲ 5 × 103 yr; red and orange lines),
the gas density has a relatively shallow profile with power
of Dρg ∼ −1 (red and orange lines; where Df denotes the
power exponent of a quantity f as f(r) ∝ rDf ). As the
dust grains grow, the gas density profile becomes steeper
and appears to converge to a power law with Dρg ∼ −2 (at
t∗ = 9× 103 yr; green line).

To explain this disk structure, we analytically derive
the new steady state solutions of the disk in Appendix A.

© 0000 RAS, MNRAS 000, 000–000



4 Tsukamoto et al

Table 1. Model name, minimum dust size amin, power exponent for dust size distribution q, and cosmic ray ionization rate ζCR. ”Y”

means that the dust growth is considered in the simulation and ”N” means that the dust growth is not considered.

Model name amin[nm] q ζCR[s−1] Dust growth

ModelA100Q25 100 2.5 10−17 Y
ModelA100Q35 100 3.5 10−17 Y

ModelA5Q25 5 2.5 10−17 Y

ModelA5Q35 5 3.5 10−17 Y
ModelZeta18 100 2.5 10−18 Y

ModelA100Fixed 100 - 10−17 N

Figure 1. Time evolution of the (a) gas density, (b) magnetic resistivity (ηO + ηA), (c) dust size (ad), and (d) plasma β on the

x-y plane with 100 AU box. The time after protostar formation are shown in the upper left. The red and orange arrows show the
velocity field of the dust and gas, respectively, on the x-y plane. The red and orange lines show their respective streamlines. The

black lines are the contour of the quantity of each panel. The contour levels are (a) ρg = 10−15, 10−14.5, · · · , 10−10 g cm−3, (b)
ηO + ηA = 1016, 1016.5, · · · , 1021 cm2 s−1, (c) ad = 10−5, 10−4.5, · · · , 100cm, and (d) β = 10−2, 10−1.5, · · · , 103.

© 0000 RAS, MNRAS 000, 000–000



Co-evolution of dust grains and protoplanetary disks 5

Figure 2. Time evolution of the azimuthally averaged radial profile of (panels a) gas density, (b) vertical magnetic field, (c) radial

velocity, and (d) ambipolar resistivity (ηA). The epoch of each line is the same as in figure 1. The black dashed lines indicate the
analytical solutions (equations (A46) to (A50)) in which following values ρc = 4× 10−14 g cm−3, ζCR = 10−17s−1, cs,ref = 190 m s−1,

Ṁ = 2× 10−5 M⊙ yr−1, and M = 0.3M⊙ are assumed. The hatched areas are regions within a factor of three from the solutions.

The important assumptions in deriving the steady state so-
lutions are that (1) the magnetic braking determines the
disk angular momentum evolution (and angular momentum
transfer by the viscosity is negligible), (2) radial magnetic
flux transport is determined by the balance between gas ad-
vection and ambipolar diffusion, and (3) the adsorption of
charged particles on the dust grains is negligible, and the
ionization degree is determined by cosmic ray ionization and
gas phase recombination ( for the details of the derivation,
see Appendix A).

The derived solution of the density profile predicts
Dρg = − 135

82
(equation (A46)). The black dotted line and

hatched areas indicate the analytical solutions and a re-
gion within a factor of three of the solution, respectively.
Here, we have chosen the following values for the analyt-
ical solution: ρc = 4 × 10−14 g cm−3, ζCR = 10−17s−1,
cs,ref = 190 m s−1, which are led from the simulation setup
and Ṁ = 2× 10−5 M⊙ yr−1 and M = 0.3M⊙ to be approx-
imately consistent with the values at t∗ = 9 × 103 yr. Our
analytical solution well agrees with the simulation result not
only in terms of the power, but also in terms of the exact
value.

Panel (b) shows that in the early evolutionary phase
(red and orange lines), the magnetic field in the disk is al-
most constant (DBz ∼ 0), which is in agreement with pre-
vious studies (Masson et al. 2016; Tsukamoto et al. 2015)
in which the dust growth is ignored. In contrast, as the
dust grains grow, the vertical magnetic field profile becomes
steeper and converges to a power law with DBz ∼ −1.
Our analytical solution suggests the power exponent of

DBz = − 177
164

(equation (A47)) and agree with the simu-
lation results at t∗ = 9.0 × 103 yr (green line). The black
dotted line indicates our analytical solution with the same
parameters used in the density profile and the hatched area
are a region within a factor of three from the solution. The
black dotted line confirms that our analytical solution simul-
taneously reproduces the density and magnetic field with a
single set of parameters and quantitative agrees with the
simulation results.

Panel (c) shows that, when the dust size is small, the
absolute value of radial velocity is |vr| ≲ 10 m s−1 (red line).
As the dust grows, it increases in the order of 100 m s−1. The
proposed analytical solution suggests a power of Dvr = − 25

82

and value of ∼ 100 m s−1. Although vr possesses relatively
strong time fluctuation, the simulation results at t∗ = 9.0×
103 yr (green line) agrees with the analytical solutions.

Panel (d) shows that the ηA profile in the simulation
is almost radially constant once the dust grains sufficiently
grow (magenta and green lines). On the other hand, our
analytical model predicts slightly positive power law with
DηA = 57

82
. Compared to other physical quantities, the dif-

ference between the simulation result and the analytical so-
lution is relatively large, but still within a factor of three in
region r ≲ 10 AU.

3.3 Diversity and universality of disk evolution

As seen in the previous section, the disk evolution is sig-
nificantly affected by the dust growth. Furthermore, once
the dust grains sufficiently grows, the disk structure of our

© 0000 RAS, MNRAS 000, 000–000



6 Tsukamoto et al

fiducial model is well described by the power laws analyt-
ically derived in Appendix A. In this section, we examine
the impact of the minimum dust size and dust power ex-
ponent on the evolution of the disk. Moreover we examine
the effect of the cosmic-ray ionization rate. Through these
considerations, we discuss the diversity and universality of
protoplanetary disk evolution.

Before discussing the simulation results, we summarize
how the minimum dust size amin and the power exponent q
affect the magnetic resistivity based on our previous studies
(Tsukamoto & Okuzumi 2022). Figures which show how the
resistivities depend on amax with various q and amin can be
found in Tsukamoto & Okuzumi (2022).

The adsorption of dust grains, which plays the primary
role in determining the resistivity depends on the dust to-
tal cross-section, which depends on q and amin. In the case
where q is less than 3, the maximum dust size determines
the total surface area. Conversely, in a case where q is larger
than 3, both the maximum and minimum dust sizes affect
the total surface area. Consequently, when q is large (or the
size distribution is steep), the influence of dust growth tends
to be weaker.

Another important factor that influences resistivity is
conductivity generated by the dust grains. If a significant
amount of dust with a size of ≲ 10nm is present, the dust
grains contributes to conductivity. In such case, resistivity
at a high density is smaller than that when the minimum
size is, for instance, 100 nm. This effect is pronounced in
a case when the dust grains have not grown and the size
distribution is steep (i.e., q is large).

3.3.1 Comparison of density structures

Figure 3 shows the density map of all models. Although
the disk size is different among the simulation, the den-
sity structure of inner ∼ 20 AU region of panels a (Mod-
elA100Q25), b (ModelA100Q35), c (ModelA5Q25), and f
(ModelZeta18) are very similar. In these simulations, the
inner density structures are consistent with the analytical
solutions. The spiral patterns in the outer regions of the
disks are created by gravitational instability. We confirm
that Toomre’s Q parameter in these regions are Q ∼ 1 in
the outer regions of these disks.

On the other hand, figure 3 d (ModelA5Q35) shows the
formation of a very small disk of ≲ 10AU and bubble-like
structures around it. This bubble-like structure is created by
magnetic interchange instability (Krasnopolsky et al. 2012).
The large amounts of small dust grains make ambipolar dif-
fusion (and Ohmic diffusion) ineffective in the high-density
region and leads to the development of interchange instabil-
ity as a redistribution mechanism of magnetic flux.

Figure 3 e (ModelA100Fixed) in which the dust growth
is artificially ignored shows that the disk is relatively com-
pact, dense and massive. This massive disk is consistent
with previous theoretical studies; however such massive disk
seems to be inconsistent with the observations (Tsukamoto
et al. 2022).

3.3.2 Universality of the disk structure

Figure 4 shows the azimuthally averaged radial profiles of
the all models. The dashed lines show the power laws of our

analytical solutions (in this figure, we plot the power laws
just as a reference because parameters such as central star
mass or mass accretion rate differ among the models).

Of the five models that consider dust growth, four mod-
els have an inner region of ∼ 20AU consistent with the an-
alytical solution (red, green, black, and orange lines). If we
regard the disk radius as the radius at which the density
distribution deviates from the power law of the analytical
solution, ModelZeta18 has the largest disk size, and Mod-
elA100Q35, ModelA100Q25, and ModelA5Q25 have smaller
disk sizes in this order (see also figure 5). This difference may
be due to the difference in resistivity in the regions where
dust grains have not grown (outer region of the disk and en-
velope). Despite the difference in disk size, the universality
of the disk structure in the inner region is noteworthy.

Note that the disk structure of ModelZeta18 (green
lines) is more consistent with the power laws of the ana-
lytical solutions than the fiducial model. For example, ηA
has a positive power exponent. This is because this model
is more evolved than the fiducial model and approximation
on ηA in the analytical solution is better validated.

Figure 4 shows that the disk of ModelA5Q25 (yellow)
is very small and has a different structure from the other
four models. A large amount of small dust in this model
makes ambipolar diffusion ineffective from the beginning of
disk formation in the high-density region. The disk rapidly
shrinks before the dust grows and ηA is well described by the
analytical form of Shu (Shu 1983). Thus, the disk evolution
of the model is different from other models.

It would be instructive to see the differences in disk
structure between the model ignoring the dust growth (Mod-
elA100Fixed; magenta) and those that well described by the
analytical solutions. In the model without the dust growth,
the density and ηA are large, and the magnetic field and ra-
dial velocity vr are small. This is because in the absence of
the dust growth, the ambipolar diffusion in the disk is ex-
tremely effective. It suppresses magnetic braking in the disk,
resulting in smaller vr and an increased density due to gas
accumulation in the disk. Furthermore, the magnetic flux is
extracted from the disk by the ambipolar diffusion causing
the low value of the disk magnetic field. The density of the
disk in ModelA100Fixed is large and Toomre’s Q parameter
is Q ∼ 1 even in the inner region.

3.4 Time evolution

In this section, we examine the time evolution of disk an-
gular momentum (and radius), disk mass, typical dust size
and dust abundance in disks. We also investigate the mass
ejection rate by outflows from the disks.

3.4.1 Time evolution of disk size

Figure 5 shows the time evolution of centrifugal radius and
the angular momentum of the disk. The angular momentum
of disk J(ρdisk) is calculated as

J(ρdisk) ≡

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
ρg>ρdisk

ρg(r× v)dV

∣∣∣∣∣ . (14)

© 0000 RAS, MNRAS 000, 000–000



Co-evolution of dust grains and protoplanetary disks 7

Figure 3. Gas density map of (a) ModelA100Q25, (b) ModelA100Q35, (c) ModelA5Q25, (d) ModelA5Q35, (e) ModelA100Fixed,

(f) ModelZeta18 on the x-y plane. The time after protostar formation are shown in upper left. The red and orange arrows show the
velocity field of the dust and gas, respectively, on the x-y plane. The black lines indicate the density contour. The contour levels are

ρg = 10−15, 10−14.5, · · · , 10−10 g cm−3.

For the density threshold of the disk, we choose ρdisk =
10−13 g cm−3. The centrifugal radius is calculated as

rdisk ≡ rcent =
j̄(ρdisk)

2

GMstar
. (15)

Here j̄(ρdisk) = J(ρdisk)/Mdisk, where Mdisk denotes the en-
closed gas mass within the region ρg > ρdisk. Comparing
the radius of the region with a density of ρg > ρdisk (figure
4) with the centrifugal radius, the former is about 2 times
larger than the latter owing to radial density distribution
and temporal density oscillation by the non-axisymmetric
structures. In this study, we consider the centrifugal radius
as an estimate of the disk size.

The left panel of figure 5 shows the results of the mod-
els with amin = 100 nm. In ModelA100Q25 (red line), the
angular momentum of the disk continues to increase until
t∗ ∼ 7 × 103 yr, and then it shows a sharp decrease. This
is because the dust grains grows to ad ≳ 10µm (figure 7),
which causes a sudden decrease in magnetic resistivity and
the extraction of angular momentum by magnetic field. In-
terestingly, although the angular momentum has decreased
by a factor of ∼ 1/3 from t∗ ∼ 7 × 103 yr to t∗ ∼ 9 × 103

yr, the centrifugal radius has decreased by only a factor
of ∼ 1/2. This indicates that the disk mass also decreases
rapidly during this period (figure 6). For ModelA100Q35,
no such rapid decrease of angular momentum is observed.
This is because amin is also responsible for the total dust

surface area, and thus the decrease in magnetic resistivity is
not so drastic (Tsukamoto & Okuzumi 2022). As exhibited
by ModelZeta18 (green line), the low cosmic-ray ionization
rate can contribute to maintaining the angular momentum.
This is in agreement with previous studies (Wurster et al.
2018; Kuffmeier et al. 2020; Kobayashi et al. 2023). The
decrease in the disk size of ModelA100Fixed is caused by
the pseudo-disk warp and associated inward magnetic flux
drag (Tsukamoto et al. 2020). In this model, the angular
momentum decreases less than a factor of two, which is not
significant compared to ModelA100Q25.

The right panel of figure 5 shows the results of the mod-
els with amin = 5 nm. Interestingly, the relationship between
the disk size and power exponent q is different from the
models with amin = 100nm. The disk size of the model with
q = 3.5 (ModelA5Q35) is significantly smaller than that
in the model with q = 2.5 (ModelA5Q25). This is because
when there is a large amount of small dust (∼ nm), dust
grains are responsible for the conductivity and reduce the
magnetic resistivity. This allows magnetic braking to work
more effectively in ModelA5Q35 and reduce the disk size.

3.4.2 Time evolution of the disk mass

Figure 6 shows the time evolution of disk mass Mdisk (solid),
protostar mass Mstar (dashed), and total mass Mstar+Mdisk
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Figure 4. The azimuthally averaged radial profile of (a) gas density, (b) vertical magnetic field, (c) radial velocity, and (d) ambipolar

resistivity (ηA). The red, orange, black, yellow, magenta, and green lines show the results of ModelA100Q25, ModelA100Q35, Mod-
elA5Q25, ModelA5Q35, ModelA100Fixed, ModelZeta18, respectively. The thick lines show the models that are in good agreement with

the power laws of the analytical solution. The time of each line is the same as in figure 3. The black dashed lines indicate the power laws

of the analytical solutions.

(dotted). In ModelA100Q25 (red), the disk mass continues
to increase and reaches ∼ 0.15M⊙ at t∗ ∼ 7 × 103 yr.
Then, it drops sharply to Mdisk ∼ 0.03M⊙ at t∗ ∼ 9 × 103

yr. Meanwhile, mass accretion onto protostars is enhanced
and the protostellar mass rapidly increases from 0.1M⊙
to 0.2 M⊙ in this period, giving a mass accretion rate of
≳ 10−5 M⊙ yr−1 for this model. In ModelZeta18 (green line)
and ModelA5Q25 (black line), it appears that the disk mass
also begins to decrease towards the end of the simulations.
However, the time at which the decrease begins is later than
in ModelA100Q25.

In ModelA100Fixed, the disk radius decreases in t∗ ≳
6 × 103 yr (figure 5) but the disk mass does not signifi-
cantly change. This suggests that the disk evolution without
dust growth is different from the models that include dust
growth and that are consistent consistent with the analytic
solution. In ModelA5Q35, the mass (and radius) evolution
differs from the other models. This is due to inefficient am-
bipolar diffusion since disk formation. Thus, the situation
close to the ideal MHD is realized.

3.4.3 time evolution of dust size and dust abundance in
the disk

Figure 7 shows the time evolution of the dust-to-gas mass
ratio and mean dust size of the disks. The dust mass and
mean dust size of the disk is calculated as

ādisk ≡ 1

Mdisk

∫
ρg>ρdisk

ρgaddV, (16)

and

Mdust,disk ≡
∫
ρg>ρdisk

ρddV, (17)

respectively.
The figure shows that the increase in the dust-to-gas

mass ratio occurs later in the simulation. This increase be-
gins when the average dust size in the disk exceeds ∼ 100µm.
This is due to the “ash-fall phenomenon” proposed in our
previous study (Tsukamoto et al. 2021b). The largest in-
crease is observed in ModelA100Q25, where the dust-to-gas
mass ratio increases to 1.04% at the end of the simulation.
Some readers may think that this value is small and irrele-
vant. However, we only considered ∼ 103 yr after the ratio
started to increase. If this event continues for, for instance,
105 yr (i.e., during the Class 0/I phase), it can cause a sig-
nificant increase in the dust abundance.

The increase of the dust-to-gas mass ratio is slower in
ModelA100Q35, ModelA5Q25, and ModelZeta18, compared
to ModelA100Q25 owing to the lower outflow activity (i.e.,
weaker coupling between the magnetic field and gas in the
upper layers of the disk; figure 8) in these models.

3.4.4 Time evolution of the mass ejection rate by outflow

Figure 8 shows the time evolution of the mass ejection rate
due to the molecular outflow. The mass ejection rate is cal-
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Co-evolution of dust grains and protoplanetary disks 9

culated as

Ṁout ≡
∫
r=100AU

ρv+r dS, (18)

where v+r ≡ max(v ·r, 0) denotes the positive radial velocity,
and we perform the surface integral on a sphere with radius
of 100AU.

The mass ejection rate is highly variable and has a peak
value of ≳ 10−5 M⊙ yr−1. This is comparable to the mass
accretion rate in the disk. The figure 7 and 8 suggest that a
mass ejection rate of 10−6 to 10−5 M⊙ yr−1 and the mean
dust size of ∼ 100µm are required for the ”ash-fall” phe-
nomenon to happen, in which the disk gas is selectively
ejected into interstellar space by the outflow and the dust
grains are resupplied to the disk.

4 DISCUSSION

4.1 Universality of the disk structure in the disk
with grown dust grains

In this study, we propose the new disk evolutionary picture
“co-evolution of dust grains and protoplanetary disks” based
on non-ideal dust-gas two-fluid MHD simulations consider-
ing dust growth. The dust growth changes the gas-phase
ionization degree, magnetic resistivity, and evolution of the
disk. In the co-evolution process, the microscopic dust grains
of micrometer size couple with the macroscopic disks of 100
AU size and they co-evolve. The size scale difference be-
tween two objects is 1019, which is astounding compared
to the well-known co-evolution of super massive black holes
and galaxies (size scale difference is ∼ 1010).

Furthermore, once the dust grains grow sufficiently, the
structure of protoplanetary disks is well described by the
non-trivial power laws, which we analytically derive in equa-
tions (A46) to (A50) (figure 2 and 4). From the assumptions
adopted in the analytical solutions, we conclude that the
disk structures will emerge when

(i) Dust grains grow sufficiently and adsorption of
charged particles by the dust grains becomes negligible,

(ii) The toroidal magnetic field in the disk is determined
by the balance between vertical shear (of the order of
(H/r)2) and ambipolar diffusion, and

(iii) Angular momentum transport mechanisms other
than magnetic braking (such as turbulent viscosity) are neg-
ligible.

We believe that the discovery of this new disk structure
is a theoretical breakthrough for star and planet formation
theory. The disk structure is determined only by observable
parameters such as the central star mass, mass accretion
rate, disk temperature, and cosmic-ray ionization rate, with-
out including difficult-to-determine parameters such as the
viscous parameter α. Using the analytical solution, we can
study the planet formation process in the realistic disk and
evolution of the magnetic flux during protostellar evolution.
In the future, we will discuss the broad implications of this
disk model for the formation and evolution of protostars and
planets.

4.2 Assumptions employed in the dust growth
model and their uncertainty

Our simulations make several simplifications to the dust
growth and dust size distribution. The largest simplification
is the representative size approximation for dust growth in
which we assume that the representative size corresponds
to the peak dust size of the mass distribution (note that
the peak of the dust mass distribution corresponds to the
maximum dust size if q < 4). Our approximated equation
for dust growth can be derived from the coagulation equa-
tion (for derivation, see (Sato et al. 2016)). In this study, we
solve the evolution of the representative size and regard it to
be the maximum dust size amax, and set the minimum dust
size and power as parameters. Moreover we implicitly as-
sume that the size distribution can be described by a single
power law.

More realistically, the time evolution of the dust size
distribution should be considered, and the validity of the
simplifications employed in this study should be investigated
in future more realistic studies. Detailed modeling of dust
fragmentation may be important because the dust fragmen-
tation can cause a variety of dust size distributions (Birnstiel
et al. 2011). In particular, it is possible to have a large num-
ber of small dust grains (Birnstiel et al. 2018). If this is the
case, the adsorption of charged particles by dust grains is
not negligible.

However, our claim, ”the disk structure converges to
the analytical solution once the dust has grown sufficiently
and the adsorption of charged particles by the dust grains
becomes negligible”, remains valid regardless of the specific
details of the dust distribution and dust growth model. This
is because the essential physics required for the disk to con-
verge to the analytical solutions is that the ambipolar resis-
tivity is determined by the balance between ionization and
recombination and can be written as ηA = B2/(Cγρ3/2). In
this sense, our results are universal.

4.3 Comparisons with previous studies

Recently, Lebreuilly et al. (2023) performed spherically sym-
metric 1D simulations of collapsing cloud core with consider-
ing the coagulation and fragmentation of dust grains. They
also calculated the change of resistivities due to the dust
growth. They pointed out that dust growth is a critical pro-
cess for the resistivity in the protostellar evolution. Further-
more, they also pointed out that dust fragmentation if it
happens strongly affects the magnetic resistivities profiles.

Marchand et al. (2023b) investigated the time evolution
of the collapse of the cloud cores until about 1000 yr after the
formation of the first cores with 3D simulations that consider
the dust growth. They found that the grain sizes reach more
than 100 µm in the inner dense region only in 1000 yr, and
the dust growth significantly affects the resistivities. The
timescale of dust growth is consistent with our simulations.

In contrast to those previous studies, we investigated
the disk evolution for a longer time after protostar forma-
tion with 3D simulations. In particular, the dominant grav-
itational source in our simulations is the central protostar
(sink) and the gas rotation becomes Keplerian, which is nec-
essary for the simulation results to converge to an analyti-
cal solution (see Appendix A). Thus, future studies should
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Figure 5. Time evolution of centrifugal radius (the solid lines and the left axis) and total angular momentum of disk (the dashed lines and

the right axis). Red, orange, black, yellow, magenta, and green lines show the results of ModelA100Q25,ModelA100Q35, ModelA5Q25,

ModelA5Q35, ModelA100Fixed, ModelZeta18, respectively. The horizontal axis shows the time after the protostar formation.

Figure 6. Time evolution of the mass of the disks (the solid lines), the protostars (the dashed lines), and the total mass (the dotted lines).

Red, orange, black, yellow, magenta, and green lines show the results of ModelA100Q25, ModelA100Q35, ModelA5Q25, ModelA5Q35,
ModelA100Fixed, ModelZeta18, respectively. The horizontal axis shows the time after the protostar formation.

include the numerical treatment of the central star that de-
termines the gravity near the center.

4.4 Importance of future validation

The impact of numerical resolution or numerical methods
on the simulation results were not explored in the paper be-
cause we need (additional) enormous computational costs.
Therefore, it is very important to validate our results (es-
pecially convergence to the analytical solution) with other
numerical method and/or higher numerical resolution in fu-
ture studies.

Nevertheless, we expect that the convergence of the sim-
luated disk structures to the analytical solutions is robust
for the following reasons. In our simulations that converged
to the analytical solution (thick lines in figure 4), the scale
heights of the disks were resolved with different numerical
resolutions (with ∼ 4 to 10 smoothing lengths) due to differ-
ent densities at the midplane. Nevertheless, convergence to
the power law is observed in all those simulations. We think
this point indirectly reinforces our claim.

4.5 Maximum dust size lifted up by the outflow

Figure 7 as well as our previous study (Tsukamoto et al.
2021b) shows that the dust-to-gas mass ratio increases when

the mean dust size in the disk reaches ad ≳ 100µm. This is
caused by the selective fall of dust grains from the dust-gas
mixture lifted up by the outflow. The simulations show that,
once the dust grows to ∼ 100µm, ”ash-fall” phenomenon oc-
curs, in which the dust grains and gas are decoupled in the
outflow, and only the dust falls back into the disk. Hence, the
minimum dust size for the protostellar ash-fall is ∼ 100µm.
Then, how large is the maximum dust size that can be lifted
by the outflow or the maximum dust size of the ”falling
ash”? This is particularly important in explaining the re-
cent observations of the presence of grown dust in the enve-
lope (Kwon et al. 2009; Galametz et al. 2019; Valdivia et al.
2019).

The maximum dust size lifted up by the outflow can be
estimated from the following considerations. For the dust
grain to be lifted up by the outflow, the dust grains must
couple to the gas at the outflow driving point (or root).
Thus, the stopping time of the dust grains should be less
than the orbital period at the root (otherwise, outflow driv-
ing causes dust grains to remain in the disk and only the
gas is ejected).

To estimate the stopping time, we need the density at
the outflow root. As shown in figure 8 and by the observa-
tions (Wu et al. 2004), the mass ejection rate of the outflow
in young protostars (e.g., their age is t ≲ 105 yr) is in the
range Ṁout = 10−6−10−5 M⊙ yr−1. Thus, by assuming that
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Figure 7. Time evolution of the dust-to-gas mass ratio (the solid lines and left axis) and mean dust size in the disk (the dashed lines

and right axis). Red, orange, black, yellow, magenta, and green lines show the results of ModelA100Q25, ModelA100Q35, ModelA5Q25,

ModelA5Q35, ModelA100Fixed, ModelZeta18, respectively. The horizontal axis shows the time after the protostar formation.

Figure 8. Time evolution of the mass ejection rate. Red, orange, black, yellow, magenta, and green lines show the results of Mod-

elA100Q25, ModelA100Q35, ModelA5Q25, ModelA5Q35, ModelA100Fixed, ModelZeta18, respectively. The horizontal axis shows the
time after the protostar formation.

the outflow velocity is comparable to the orbital velocity at
the radius of the root (Kudoh & Shibata 1997), the density
at the root of the outflow ρdp can be estimated as,

ρdp =
Ṁout

voutπr2disk
(19)

= 1.9× 10−15(
Ṁout

10−5 M⊙ yr−1

)(
M∗

0.2M⊙

)−1/2 ( rdisk
50AU

)−3/2

g cm−3,

where we assume that vout =
√

GM∗/r is the Keplerian
velocity at disk outer edge rdisk. Hence, the stopping time
at the root is estimated as

tstop =
ρmatad

ρdp
√

8/πcs
(20)

= 3.3× 102
(
ρmat

2 g

)( ad

5mm

)
(

M∗

0.2M⊙

)1/2 ( rdisk
50AU

)12/7
(

Ṁout

10−5 M⊙ yr−1

)−1

yr,

where the sound velocity and temperature is assumed to
be cs = 190(T/10K)1/2 m s−1 and T = 150(r/AU)−3/7K,
respectively. Then, the ratio of the stopping time to the

orbital period at rdisk is calculated as,

tstop
torb

= 0.41

(
ρmat

2 g

)
(21)( ad

5mm

)(
M∗

0.2M⊙

)
( rdisk
50AU

)3/14
(

Ṁout

10−5 M⊙ yr−1

)−1

,

or tstop ∼ torb is realized when

ad ∼ 1.2

(
ρmat

2 g

)−1 (
M∗

0.2M⊙

)−1

(22)( rdisk
50AU

)−3/14
(

Ṁout

10−5 M⊙ yr−1

)
cm.

This indicates that the dust size of at maximum ad ∼ 1cm
can be entrained by the outflow with Ṁout ∼ 10−5 M⊙ yr−1

from the disk with a size of ∼ 50 AU. This size is larger than
the wavelength of sub-millimeter observations such as with
ALMA and may cause the decrease of the spectral index of
dust opacity in the outflow and the envelope. Thus, “ash-
fall” can explain the presence of grown dust in the envelope
suggested by the observations.
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APPENDIX A: ANALYTIC SOLUTION OF
STEADY STATE DISKS WITH MAGNETIC
BRAKING AND AMBIPOLAR DIFFUSION

In this section, we derive the power laws of steady-state
circumstellar disks which is determined by the angular mo-
mentum removal by magnetic braking and magnetic field
structure determined by the balance between gas advection
and ambipolar diffusion. We start from MHD equation with
ambipolar diffusion,

∂ρ

∂t
+∇ · (ρv) = 0, (A1)

ρ

(
∂v

∂t
+ v · ∇v

)
= −ρ∇Φ−∇p+

1

4π
(∇×B)×B,

(A2)

∂B

∂t
= ∇× (v ×B) (A3)

− ∇×
(

ηA
|B|2 ((∇×B)×B)×B

)
,

∇ ·B = 0. (A4)

In this appendix, ρ denotes the gas density, v denotes the
gas velocity, p denotes the gas pressure, Φ denotes the grav-
itational potential, B denotes the magnetic field. Hereafter,
we assume the steady state i.e., ∂

∂t
= 0.

Because we focus on the structure of the circumstel-
lar disk, we make the assumptions below following Guilet
& Ogilvie (2012, 2013). We introduce a small dimension-
less parameter ϵ = O(H/r), where H denotes the gas scale
height of the disk. When the disk self-gravity is negligible,
the gravitational potential is expanded as

Φ(r, z) = Φ0(r) +
1

2
Φ2(r)z

2 +O

((z
r

)4
)
,

∴ Φ(r, ζ) = Φ0(r) + ϵ2
1

2
Φ2(r)ζ

2 +O(ϵ4), (A5)

where we introduces the rescaled vertical coordinate ζ =
ϵ−1z, and Φ0(r) = −(GM/r) and Φ2(r) = (GM/r3). This
dependence of the gravitational potential on ϵ is the guiding
principle that determines the order of other physical quan-
tities.

We assume that the vertical gravity is balanced by ther-
mal pressure at the leading order. Thus, the scaling of pres-
sure can be assumed to be

p(r, ζ) = ϵ2p2(r, ζ) + ϵ4p4(r, ζ) +O(ϵ6). (A6)

We assume the scaling of the density to be

ρ(r, ζ) = ρ0(r, ζ) + ϵ2ρ2(r, ζ) +O(ϵ4). (A7)

Then, the sound velocity cs scales as

cs(r) = ϵcs,1(r) + ϵ3cs,3(r) +O(ϵ5). (A8)

(A9)

Here, we assume the disk to be vertically isothermal.
The leading order of the radial velocity is assumed to

be ϵcs, and thus,

vr(r, ζ) = ϵ2vr,2(r, ζ) + ϵ4vr,4(r, ζ) +O(ϵ6). (A10)

The leading order of the azimuthal velocity is assume
to be balanced with the leading order of Φ(r, ζ) and hence,

vϕ(r, ζ) = rΩ0(r) + ϵ2vϕ,2(r, ζ) + ϵ4vϕ,4(r, ζ) +O(ϵ6). (A11)

The leading order of the vertical velocity is assumed to
be smaller than vr,

vz(r, ζ) = ϵ3vz,3(r, ζ) + ϵ5vr,5(r, ζ) +O(ϵ7). (A12)

For the magnetic field, we assume that the vertical mag-
netic field is the dominant component and the scaling of
magnetic field is assumed to be

Br(r, ζ) = ϵ2Br,2(r, ζ) + ϵ4Br,4(r, ζ) +O(ϵ6), (A13)

Bϕ(r, ζ) = ϵ2Bϕ,2(r, ζ) + ϵ4Bϕ,4(r, ζ) +O(ϵ6), (A14)

Bz(r, ζ) = ϵBz,1(r) + ϵ3Bz,3(r, ζ) +O(ϵ5), (A15)

where the leading term of Bz(r, ζ) does not depend on ζ
because the leading order of the divergence free condition
gives,

∂ζBz,1 = 0. (A16)

The underlying assumption that leads to this ordering is
that the leading order of Alfven velocity (∝ Bz/

√
ρg = O(ϵ))

is the order of the sound velocity.
Once the dust grains have grown sufficiently and the

adsorption of charged particles by grains becomes negligible,
the ionization degree is determined by the balance between
cosmic-ray ionization and gas-phase recombination. In this
case, ηA is given as

ηA =
B2

4πCγρ3/2

= ϵ2ηA,2 +O(ϵ4). (A17)

Here C is given as

C =

√
m2

i ζCR

mgβr
, (A18)

where mi and mg are the mass of ion and neutral particles
and we assume mi = 29mp and mg = 2.34mp assuming that
the major ion is HCO+ where mp is the proton mass. ζCR is
the cosmic ray ionization rate. βr is the recombination rate
and assumed to be

βr = βr,0

(
T

300K

)−0.69

∼ βr,0

(
T

300K

)−7/10

, (A19)

where βr,0 = 2.4×10−7cm3s−1 taken from UMIST database
(McElroy et al. 2013).

γ =
⟨σv⟩in

(mg +mi)
, (A20)

where ⟨σv⟩in is the rate coefficient for collisional momentum
transfer between ions and neutrals. We assume ⟨σv⟩in =
1.3×10−9cm3s−1 which is calculated from the Langevin rate
(Pinto & Galli 2008). Hence ηA has the weak temperature

dependence of approximately ∝ T− 7
20 .

The leading order of ηA is ϵ2 because of the leading
order of Bz(r, ζ) and ρ(r, ζ) are O(ϵ) and O(1), respectively.
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The radial components of the equation of motion at the
leading order,

−ρ0rΩ
2
0 = −ρ0∂rΦ0, (A21)

gives

Ω0 =

√
GM

r3
. (A22)

The vertical components of equation of motion at the
leading order

ρ0Φ2ζ = −∂ζp2, (A23)

leads

ρ0 =
Σ0√
2πH1

exp

(
− ζ2

2H2
1

)
≡ ρ̃ exp

(
− ζ2

2H2
1

)
, (A24)

where H1(r) = cs,1/Φ
1/2
2 = cs,1/Ω0, where cs,1 is the verti-

cally isothermal sound velocity defined by p2 = c2s,1ρ0 and
H1(r) is related to the scale height as H = ϵH1 +O(ϵ3). Σ0

is given as Σ0 =
∫∞
−∞ ρ0dζ.

The second order of the radial and azimuthal compo-
nents of the equation of motion and of the induction equa-
tion are written as

−2ρ0Ω0vϕ,2 = −1

2
ρ0∂rΦ2ζ

2

− ∂r

(
p2 +

B2
z,1

8π

)
+

Bz,1

4π
∂ζBr,2,(A25)

ρ0vr,2
1

r
∂r(r

2Ω0) =
Bz,1

4π
∂ζBϕ,2, (A26)

0 = Bz,1∂ζvr,2 + ∂ζ [ηA,2(∂ζBr,2 − (∂rBz,1)]. (A27)

0 = Br,2r∂rΩ0 + Bz,1∂ζvϕ,2 + ∂ζ(ηA,2∂ζBϕ,2) (A28)

These equations correspond to equation (28) to (31) of
Guilet & Ogilvie (2012), if we assume viscous parameter
α to be 0.

Then, we rescale the vertical coordinate with

ẑ ≡ ζ

H1
=

z

H
. (A29)

To evaluate the single power law for each physical quan-
tity, we need to further simplify the equations (A25) to
(A28). Here, we assume that the radial thermal pressure
gradient is much larger than the magnetic pressure gradi-
ent, and the terms with Br,2 can be neglected.

Then equations (A25) to (A28) are rewritten as

−2ρ0Ω0vϕ,2 =
3

2r
ρ0Ω

2
0H

2
1 ẑ

2 − ∂r(ρ0c
2
s,1), (A30)

1

2
ρ0vr,2Ω0 =

Bz,1

4πH1
∂ẑBϕ,2, (A31)

Bz,1∂ẑvr,2 = (∂ẑηA,2)(∂rBz,1), (A32)

Bz,1∂ẑvϕ,2 =
1

H1
∂ẑ(ηA,2∂ẑBϕ,2). (A33)

Furthermore, from the conservation of the mass, we
have

−2πr

∫ H

−H

ρvrdz = Ṁ ≡ ϵ3Ṁ3 +O(ϵ5). (A34)

where we approximated the integral range from −H to H
instead of from −∞ to ∞ because of the vertical expansion
below. Ṁ is the mass accretion rate within the disk which
is assumed to be constant and Ṁ3 is its leading term.

Using ẑ, we consider the vertical expansion. Because
the azimuthal component of the magnetic field should be
odd with respect to the midplane, we assume a vertical de-
pendence of the magnetic field as

Bϕ,2 = Bϕ,ẑ1ẑ +Bϕ,ẑ3ẑ
3 +O(ẑ5). (A35)

Note that Br,2 has disappeared from the equations and can-
not be determined from our assumptions above.

The radial and azimuthal components of the velocity
should be even with respect to the midplane. Thus, we as-
sume the vertical dependence of the velocity as

vr,2 = vr,ẑ0 + vr,ẑ2ẑ
2 +O(ẑ4), (A36)

vϕ,2 = vϕ,ẑ0 + vϕ,ẑ2ẑ
2 +O(ẑ4). (A37)

Then we assume the power law for the vertical mag-
netic field Bz and midplane density ρmid ≡ ρ(r, z = 0) with
respect to the radius as

Bz(r) = Bz,ref

(
r

rref

)DBz

, (A38)

ρmid(r) = ρmid,ref

(
r

rref

)Dρg

. (A39)

To be consistent with our simulations, we assume the
polytropic relation for the sound velocity

cs(r) = cs,ref

(
ρmid(r)

ρc

)1/3

, (A40)

and temperature

T (r) = Tref

(
ρmid(r)

ρc

)2/3

, (A41)

where we assume Tref = 10 K. Note that although we as-
sume the temperature distribution in this Appendix, the
model described here can be applied to different tempera-
ture distribution.

From the analytical form, ηA is vertically expanded as

ηA,2 =
Bz,1(r)

2

Cγρ0(r, ẑ)3/2
= B2

z,1ρ̃
−(3/2+7/30) exp((

3

4
+

7

60
)ẑ2)

= (Cγ)−1B2
z,1ρ̃

−3/2

(
1 + (

3

4
+

7

60
)ẑ2 +O(ẑ4)

)
,(A42)

where the factor 7
60

comes from the temperature dependence
of the recombination rate.

By substituting these power laws and taking the leading
terms with respect to the ϵ of equation (A34), we obtain the
solutions of the equations (A30) to (A34),

vϕ,ẑ2 =
82

150
vϕ,ẑ0, (A43)

vr,ẑ2 =
1

2
vr,ẑ0, (A44)

Bϕ,ẑ3 = 0, (A45)
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and,

ρmid(r) = 5.1× 10−1Ṁ
15
41 ρ

37
82
c Ω

45
41
0 m

15
82
g m

− 15
41

i

ζ
− 15

82
CR β

− 35
164

r,0 γ− 15
41 c

− 45
41

s,ref

(
r

rref

)− 135
82

,

(A46)

Bz(r) = 3.6× 10−1Ṁ
47
82 ρ

23
164
c Ω

59
82
0 m

− 35
164

g m
35
82
i

ζ
− 35

164
CR β

− 35
164

r,0 γ
35
82 c

− 59
82

s,ref

(
r

rref

)− 177
164

, (A47)

vϕ(r, z = 0)− vK = −8.8× 10−1Ṁ
10
41 ρ

− 15
41

c Ω
30
41
0 m

5
41
g m

− 10
41

i

ζ
− 5

41
CR β

5
41
r,0γ

− 10
41 c

11
41
s,ref

(
Href

rref

)(
r

rref

)− 49
82

,

(A48)

vr(r, z = 0) = −2.1× 10−1Ṁ
21
41 ρ

− 11
41

c Ω
22
41
0 m

− 10
41

g m
− 20

41
i

ζ
10
41
CRβ

− 10
41

r,0 γ
20
41 c

− 22
41

s,ref

(
Href

rref

)(
r

rref

)− 25
82

,

(A49)

Bϕ(r, z) = −1.5× 10−1Ṁ
35
82 ρ

− 23
164

c Ω
105
82
0 m

35
164
g m

− 35
82

i

ζ
− 35

164
CR β

35
164
r,0 γ− 35

82 c
− 23

82
s,ref

(
Href

rref

)( z

H

)(
r

rref

)− 233
164

,

(A50)

where Href ≡ cs,ref/Ω(rref).

The following estimates are obtained by substituting

numerical values for the parameters.

ρmid(r) = 1.7× 10−12(
Ṁ

10−5 M⊙yr−1

) 15
41

(
ρc

10−13 g cm−3

) 37
82

(
Mstar

0.2M⊙

) 45
82

(
ζCR

10−17s−1

)− 15
82

( cs,ref
190 m s−1

)− 45
41

( r

10AU

)− 135
82

g cm−3, (A51)

Bz(r) = 2.5× 10−1

(
Ṁ

10−5 M⊙yr−1

) 47
82

(
ρc

10−13 g cm−3

) 23
164

(
Mstar

0.2M⊙

) 59
164

(
ζCR

10−17s−1

) 35
164

( cs,ref
190 m s−1

)− 59
82

( r

10AU

)− 177
164

G, (A52)

vϕ(r, z) = vK − 80

(
1 +

82

150

( z

H

)2
)(

Ṁ

10−5 M⊙yr−1

) 10
41

(
ρc

10−13 g cm−3

)− 15
41

(
Mstar

0.2M⊙

) 15
41

(
ζCR

10−17s−1

)− 5
41

( cs,ref
190 m s−1

) 11
41

( r

10AU

)− 49
82

m s−1, (A53)

vr(r, z) = −110

(
1 +

1

2

( z

H

)2
)(

Ṁ

10−5 M⊙yr−1

) 21
42

(
ρc

10−13 g cm−3

)− 11
41

(
Mstar

0.2M⊙

) 11
41

(
ζCR

10−17s−1

) 22
41

( cs,ref
190 m s−1

)− 22
41

( r

10AU

)− 25
82

m s−1, (A54)

Bϕ(r, z) = −2.4× 10−2
( z

H

)(
Ṁ

10−5 M⊙yr−1

) 35
82

(
ρc

10−13 g cm−3

)− 23
164

(
Mstar

0.2M⊙

) 105
164

(
ζCR

10−17s−1

)− 35
164

( cs,ref
190 m s−1

)− 23
82

( r

10AU

)− 233
164

G. (A55)

These equations reproduce our simulation results very well.
So far, we have derived the solution from the basic equa-

tions with the assumptions explicitly stated, which, however,
may be intuitively difficult to understand. The aforemen-
tioned power laws can be derived from a simple and intu-
itive extension of the viscous accretion disk model. Besides
the numerical factors, the analytic solutions can also be de-
rived by the following equations:

−2πrvrΣ = Ṁ, (A56)

vϕ =

√
GMc

r
≡ rΩ, (A57)

H =
cs
Ω
, (A58)

vr = −BzBϕ,s

πΣΩ
, (A59)

Bzvr = −ηA
r
Bz, (A60)

Bϕ,s =

(
H

r

)2
BzH

ηA
vϕ. (A61)

The equations (A56) to (A59) have a similar form of the
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standard viscous accretion disk model (Shakura & Sunyaev
1973; Lynden-Bell & Pringle 1974), in which equation (A59)
is

vr = −3

2

αcsH

r
, (A62)

where α is the Shakura-Sunyaev viscous parameter.
In our model, equations (A60) and (A61) describe the

radial and azimuthal balance between the magnetic field ad-
vection by the gas motion and magnetic field drift by am-
bipolar diffusion. Note that the right hand side of equation
(A61) has the factor of (H/r)2, reflecting that the balance
between the vertical shear motion (not Keplerian rotation
itself) and magnetic field drift due to ambipolar diffusion
determines the toroidal magnetic field Bϕ. This is the key
to deriving the disk structure we have identified.

Instead of equation (A61), it is often assumed that

Bϕ,s =
BzH

ηA
vϕ, (A63)

which corresponds to the assumption that the Keplerian ro-
tation balances the magnetic field drift by ambipolar diffu-
sion (Krasnopolsky & Königl 2002; Braiding & Wardle 2012;
Hennebelle et al. 2016). We found that this relation leads to
considerably large vr (of the order of the Keplerian veloc-
ity), which is inconsistent with the simulation results. The
reason why this relation is inappropriate for the circumstel-
lar disk is that at the leading order of ϵ, the gravity does not
depend on z and is canceled out by the centrifugal force in
the circumstellar disk. Thus, we should consider the balance
between rotation and field drift at the order of ϵ2 to estimate
the toroidal magnetic field in the circumstellar disk (see the
derivations above for details and see also equation (27) of
Xu & Kunz (2021)).

The solutions given by equations (A46) to (A50) well
reproduce our three dimensional simulations. Furthermore,
they are specified only by the central star mass, mass accre-
tion rate, equation of state (or gas temperature), and ioniza-
tion and recombination rate, and do not contain the viscous
α parameter, which is usually extremely difficult to deter-
mine. Therefore, we believe that the analytical solutions are
useful for investigating the longer-term evolution of circum-
stellar disks than we have investigated in this paper by the
simulations.

APPENDIX B: DUST SIZE DEPENDENCE OF
AMBIPOLAR RESISTIVITY

It would be insightful to see how ηA changes depeding on the
maximum dust size with a simple one zone model. Figure
B1 shows the ηA dependence on the maximum dust size
with the parameter adopted in ModelA100Q25 (the fiducial
model).

Here, we assume that the temperature is given as
T = 10(1 + γ(ρg/ρc)

(γ−1)) K, where γ = 5/3 and ρc =

4× 10−13 g cm−3. The magnetic field is given as 0.2n
1/2
g µG

(i.e., assuming flux freezing; see e.g., Nakano et al. 2002).
ζCR = 10−17s−1. With these assumptions of the tempera-
ture and magnetic field, and once the adsorption of charged

particles by grains becomes negligible, ηA obeys

ηA =
B2

4πCγρ
3
2

∝

{
ρ−

1
2 (ρ < ρc)

ρ−
22
30 (ρ > ρc),

(B1)

where the temperature dependence of C is included (equa-
tion (A19)).

We can see that ηA is well described by this power
law in ρ < 10−11 g cm−3 (i.e., the simulated disk den-
sity region) once amax ≳ 250µm. Therefore, our assumption
in Appendix A seems justified when the dust size exceeds
≳ 100µm (at least for ModelA100Q25). See Tsukamoto &
Okuzumi (2022) for the results with a wider variety of pa-
rameters.
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