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First Detection of A Linear Structure in the Midplane of the
Young HH 211 Protostellar Disk: A Spiral Arm?
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ABSTRACT

Spiral structures have been detected in evolved protostellar disks, driving
the disk accretion towards the central protostars to facilitate star formation.
However, it is still unclear if these structures can form earlier in young protostellar
disks. With the Atacama Large Millimeter/submillimeter Array (ALMA), we
have detected and spatially resolved a very young and nearly edge-on dusty disk
with a radius of only ~ 20 au in the HH 211 protostellar system at submillimeter
wavelength. It is geometrically thick, indicating that the submillimeter light
emitting dust grains have yet to settle to the midplane for planet formation.
Intriguingly, it shows 3 bright linear structures parallel to the equatorial plane,
resembling a 3-layer pancake that has not been seen before. The top and bottom
ones arise from the warm disk surfaces, unveiling the flared structure of the disk.
More importantly, the middle one is in the dense midplane of the disk and can
be modeled as a trailing spiral arm excited by disk gravity, as seen in evolved
protostellar disks, supporting the presence of spiral structures in the very early
phase for disk accretion.

Subject headings: stars: formation — ISM: individual: HH 211 — ISM: accretion
and accretion disk — ISM: jets and outflows.

1. Introduction

Protostellar disks play a crucial role in forming extrasolar systems, as they not only facil-
itate the growth of central protostars into mature stars (Shu et al.[1987), but also evolve into
protoplanetary disks which serve as the primary site for planet formation (Williams & Cieza
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2011; IALMA Partnership et al.l2015; | Andrews 2020). They form because the gravitationally
collapsing material carries part, if not all, of the angular momentum toward the center. In
the early phase of star formation, the disks are small and deeply embedded in dusty molecular
cores, and thus are hard to be detected and spatially resolved. In addition, magnetic braking
in some collapsing models can remove the angular momentum from the collapsing material
efficiently and thus prevent the disks from forming (Allen, Li, & Shu 2003). Thus, it is still
unclear how early they can form and what their initial structures are. It is also unclear what
mechanisms can transport angular momentum within the disks or remove it from the disks
so that the disk material can flow in from the outer to the inner part and then feed the
central protostars. Possible mechanisms include spiral arms induced by gravitational insta-
bility (GI) (Bate 1998; Kratter & Lodatd 2016), disk-driven winds (Konigl & Pudritz 2000;
Turner et all2014), and magneto-rotational instability (Balbus 2003; Turner et al)2014).

The HH 211 protostellar system is one of the youngest systems (Froebrich2005), allowing
us to address above questions. It is located in Perseus at ~ 321 pc away. Its formation started
with a gravitational collapse only ~ 35000 yrs ago and the central protostar has a mass of <
0.08 M, (Lee et all 2018, 2019). It is associated with a prominent jet (McCaughrean et al.
1994; \Gueth & Guilloteau [1999; Hirano et al. 2006; lJhan & Led 2021), indicating that a
disk must have formed and is actively accreting onto the protostar. Previous studies have
suggested the presence of a dusty disk around the protostar, which is likely nearly edge-
on and spatially unresolved (Segura-Cox et all2016; ILee et al. 2018). Here we report the
detailed structure of the disk resolved with our ALMA observation in dust continuum at ~
4 au resolution, not only unveiling the earliest structure of a disk but also challenging the
theories of disk formation during such an early phase. We also derive the physical properties
of the disk and discuss how the observed structure in the disk can be formed and what can
drive the accretion process.

2. Observations

The HH 211 protostellar system was mapped with ALMA in Band 7 with one pointing
toward the center in Cycle 7 (Project ID: 2019.1.00570.S). It was mapped with 4 executions
in 2021, with one on August 29, two on September 27, and one on September 29. It was
observed for a total time of ~ 167 minutes using 44-45 antennas and configurations of C43-9
and C43-10 with baseline lengths of 70 m —16.2 km. The maximum recoverable scale was
~ 0”3. The correlator was setup to have 6 spectral windows, with 4 having a bandwidth of
0.234 GHz and a velocity resolution of 0.2 km s~! per channel, one having a bandwidth of
0.469 GHz and a velocity resolution of 0.4 km s~! per channel, and one having a bandwidth
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of 1.875 GHz and a velocity resolution of 0.8 km s~! per channel. Since we focus on the

dusty disk, line-free channels were used to derive the continuum with a bandwidth of ~ 3.3
GHz centered at ~ 352 GHz.

The CASA package 6.2.1.7 was used to calibrate the data. Quasars J023841636 and
J05104-1800 were used as both the bandpass and flux calibrators. Quasar J0336+43218 was
used as a phase calibrator. Line-free channels were combined to produce the continuum
channels. Robust weighting factors of 2 and 0 were used for the visibility to generate the
continuum maps at ~ 0704007025 resolution with a noise level of ~ 55 puJy beam™! (or 0.54
K) and 07022x07013 resolution with a noise level of ~ 46 uJy beam™" (or 1.6 K), respectively,
in order to study the envelope and disk. The 4th spectral window also contained the SiO
J=8-7 line that was used to map the jet in order to determine the jet axis. A robust factor
of 0.5 was used to make the SiO maps with an angular resolution of 07029x07018. The SiO
maps have a channel width of 0.42 km s™! and a RMS of ~ 2 mJy beam™! for each channel.

3. Results
3.1. Inner Envelope and Disk

Figure [Tl presents the continuum emission intensity map within ~ 100 au of the central
protostar, observed at the frequency of ~ 352 GHz at a resolution of 12.8 aux8.0 au (or
07040x07025). At this frequency, the continuum emission is the thermal emission arising
from the dust, based on the SED analysis (Lee et al. [2007). The region outlined by the
contours extends to the northeast (NE) and southwest (SW) from a compact central region,
tracing the inner part of the flattened envelope currently collapsing (infalling) with rotation
toward the center (Lee et al!2019). The contours are crowded around the compact central
region, indicative of a rapid increase in the emission intensity there, supporting a structural
change from a tenuous envelope to a dense disk. Zooming into the compact central region
at ~ 2 times higher resolution of 7.1 aux4.1 au (or 07022x07013) as shown in Figure [Ib,
we detect a disk and spatially resolve it in both the equatorial and vertical directions. The
disk is oriented perpendicular to the SiO jet axis (as indicated by the blue and red arrows,
see Figure [Ib).

3.2. SiO Jet Axis

The jet has been found before to have a position angle of 116.1° (Lee et all 2010;
Jhan & Lee 12021), here at higher resolution, we can also pinpoint the closest base of the
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jet with the high-velocity SiO J=8-7 intensity map to align the jet axis down to the disk
scale, as shown in Figure [Ik. As discussed in|Jhan & Lee (2021), the high-velocity ranges of
the SiO jet are believed to trace the intrinsic jet coming from the disk, with the blueshifted

1 and the redshifted velocity range being

velocity range being Vog ~ —34 to —21 km s~
Vg ~ 21 to 34 km s—!, where the velocity offset Vog = Vigr — Viys and the systemic veloc-
ity Viys = 9.1 km s7'. The jet has an inclination angle of ~ 10° to the plane of the sky
with the blueshifted component in the southeast (SE) (Jhan & Lee [2021). The closest jet
base can then be determined by the blueshifted component, which is tilted toward us and
thus detected closer to the central protostar than the redshifted component. Interestingly
the emission roughly forms a conelike structure (although incomplete) with limb-brightened
edges (marked by the dotted lines) opening to the SE and a tip pointing toward the disk,
and thus the tip, which is marked by an “x” and roughly coincides with the continuum
emission peak, can be defined as the closest jet base to align the jet axis. We can apply the
jet axis thus obtained to the redshifted component and find that it can roughly bisect the
redshifted emission at the base. Notice that the peak of the redshifted emission located in
the southwest (SW) of the jet axis can trace the edge of the jet, as seen in the blueshifted

component.

3.3. Dusty Disk Structure

Since the disk is oriented perpendicular to the SiO jet axis, it likely has a disk axis
(rotational axis) aligned with the jet axis and is thus close to edge-on with the SE side
tilted toward us. As seen in Figure [Id, it is geometrically thick and has a thickness (~ 20
au) to width (~ 40 au) aspect ratio of ~ 0.5. Notice that in order to better see the disk
structure, an unsharp masking filter has been applied to the continuum map to increase the
map contrast. As indicated by the three cyan dotted lines, three bright linear structures are
seen in the disk parallel to the equatorial plane, appearing as a 3-layer pancake. The SE one
and northwest (NW) one are similar to those detected before in another nearly edge-on but
more evolved disk HH 212 (Lee et al) [2017), and are thus believed to arise from the upper
surface and lower surface of the disk, respectively. In the HH 212 disk, a thick dark lane is
seen in the midplane. Such a dark lane is also seen here in the HH 211 disk, but bisected
into two narrow dark lanes by the bright linear structure in the middle running along the
equator, with the SE one broader than the NW one. This bright linear structure in the
midplane is seen for the first time in a young disk and could be clumpy. It extends ~ 16
au to the NE and 24 au to the SW from the jet axis, and is thus asymmetric about the jet
axis. Therefore, it is unlikely produced by a circular ring around the central protostar. It
could be due to an asymmetric structure like a spiral arm induced by GI to facilitate the disk
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accretion. The “+” sign to the NW of the brightest peak along the jet axis marks the likely
location of the central protostar, obtained by comparison to the disk model to be discussed
later, and it has a position ICRS 2000y = 3"43™565808 and &2000) = 32°00'5071535.

4. Disk Model

To retrieve the physical properties of the dusty disk, we model the observed disk emission
and structure with a parametrized flared disk model similar to that used for the HH 212
disk (Lee et alll2021), appropriate for a Keplerian rotating accretion disk. In this model, the
dust in the disk is assumed to have the following mass density and temperature distributions
in cylindrical coordinates (R, ¢, 2)

p(R.z) = pt<%>-pexp<—;73>
T(R.z) = Tt%)—%xp(?%a) 1)

where Ry is the turnover radius to be defined below, p; and T; are the dust mass density
and temperature in the disk midplane at Ry, respectively. The density and temperature are
assumed to decrease with the increasing radius with a power-law index p and ¢, respectively.
As in the HH 212 disk (Lee et al. 2021), we assume p = 2 and ¢ = 0.75. In addition, the
density is assumed to decrease from the midplane to the surface due to vertical hydrostatic
equilibrium with a scale height hq, while the temperature is assumed to increase from the
midplane to the surface due to the radiative heating by the central protostar and mechan-
ical heating from the wind-disk interaction. The wind-disk interaction is expected because
a wide-angle wind is predicted around the observed jet coming from the innermost disk
(Shu et _al) 2000; [Lee et al) 2022) and a possible disk wind has also been detected fanning
out from the inner disk (Lee et al.2018). The scale height depends on the ratio of the sound
speed to the angular rotation speed and thus increases with the increasing radius. However,
similar to that of the HH 212 disk, the scale height is assumed to decrease at the turnover
radius R; in order to match the observation. Therefore, we assume

(&)= if R<R,,
ha(R) = h t = ,
o t{ 1-3(fL)2 if Ry<R<R, (2)

so that the scale height increases to hy at Ry, and then drops to h/2 at the outer radius R,.
In our model, the total height of the disk to calculate the disk emission is h, = V/2hyq. The
disk also contains gas with the same temperature as the dust. The gas also has the same
density distribution as the dust, with a gas to dust mass ratio of 100.
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Radiative transfer assuming LTE is used to calculate the dust emission map from the
model, using the radiative transfer code in [Lee et al! (2017). A major uncertainty in the
model is the dust absorption opacity. At the observed wavelength of 852 pum (i.e, corre-
sponding frequency of 352 GHz), it can be ks ~ 1.9 cm? per gram of dust as derived in
the HH 212 disk (Lin_et alll2021) in the same evolutionary phase, and be Ky, ~ 3.5 cm? per
gram of dust as extrapolated from that in the T-Tauri disks (Beckwith et al. 1990). Here
we use the mean value of ~ 2.7 cm? per gram of dust, with an uncertainty of ~ 30%. Dust
self-scattering is ignored because the HH 211 disk is much younger than the HH 212 disk
and dust grain size is expected to be much smaller than 100 gm. After the model map is
calculated, we sample it on the observed uv-coverage, and then make the simulated map in
the same way as the observed map for comparison. We also subtract the model visibility
from the observed visibility and then make the residual map to show the goodness of the fit.

Figure 2h shows the best-fit model (by eye), with Ry ~ 18+4 au, R, ~ 24 £ 5 au, hy ~
642 au, Ty ~ 40+£8 K, and p; ~ (6.5+£1.3) x 10715 g cm ™. Here the uncertainty in geometric
parameters is assumed to be 20% or about a few au, which is reasonable considering our
resolution of ~ 4 au in the disk minor axis and ~ 7 au in the disk major axis. The density
and temperature are also assumed to have a 20% uncertainty, as discussed below. The disk
is assumed to be slightly tilted, with its (rotational) axis tilted by ~ 10° to the plane of
the sky as found for the jet axis (Jhan & Led 2021)) and with its nearside tilted slightly to
the NW. With this inclination angle, the upper surface is tilted toward us, exposing warmer
material within the inner radius. For the lower disk surface, the inner radius is blocked by
the outer disk and thus invisible, and therefore only the outer radius, which is cooler, is
visible. The midplane is the coolest.

The dust emission map calculated from the disk model with radiative transfer is shown
in Figure Bh, after rotating by 116.1° to match the observed position angle of the disk. As
expected, the map shows only two bright linear structures arising from the disk surfaces,
as seen in HH 212 (Lee et all 2017). Figure Bb shows the simulated map sampled with
the observed uwv-coverage and Figure Bk shows the residual map obtained by mapping the
residual visibility as mentioned above. The best-fit model is obtained by eye by matching
the observed structure and emission intensity of the SE and NW linear structures and thus
reducing the residual intensity for these structures. Since the geometric parameters Ry, R,,
and hy can be readily determined by matching the size and thickness of the disk, we mainly
vary Ti and p; to match the observed intensity. Furthermore, since the disk emission is mostly
optically thick, 7; and p; can be obtained by matching the observed brightness temperature
and achieving the required optical depth. As shown in Figure Bk, the absolute values of the
residuals in the two linear structures are < 13 K, which is ~ 20% of the mean intensity
of the observed map of the disk, and thus it is reasonable to assume a 20% uncertainty in
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model density and temperature as mentioned above. The SE linear structure is from the
upper surface and is brighter because it is from the inner radius exposed to us. The NW
linear structure is from the lower surface and is fainter because it is from the surface at a
larger radius. As marked in Figure[Il the central protostar is located closer to the SE linear
structure than to the NW linear structure and is to the NW of the brightest peak along the
jet/disk axis, because the nearside of the disk is tilted slightly to the NW. The residual map
clearly shows an asymmetric linear structure in the midplane that could not be fitted by this
model. The linear structure is slightly curved, as expected for a slightly inclined spiral arm.
After plotting the NE and SW lengths of the linear structure measured from Figure [Id, we
find that the linear structure may extend further to the SW into the surrounding envelope
and observations at higher resolution are needed to check it. Note that the residual map
also shows the emission from the surrounding envelope that is not included in our model.

Now we add a pair of spiral arms into our model in order to reproduce the observed
linear structure in the midplane because the m = 2 mode are mostly seen (Pérez et al.
2016; Lee, Li, & Turner 2020). The spiral arms are assumed to be trailing, as seen in
more evolved disks, e.g., HH 111 (Lee, Li, & Turner 2020) and Elias 2-26 (Pérez et al. 2016;
Paneque-Carreno et all2021)), with their outer tip pointing in the direction opposite to the
disk rotation measured before (as indicated by the blue and red curved arrows in Figures [I]
and 2)) (Lee et alll2018). The spiral arms are assumed to follow the logarithmic structure as
excited by GI due to the self gravity of the disk, with the following amplitude

s — cos[m(¢ — éln(R/Rs) ~ ). (3)

Here m = 2 to produce a pair of spiral arms, R, is defined as the outer radius of the spiral
arms at ¢ = ¢y and tan~!a is the pitch angle. Then the dust density and temperature of
the disk after adding the spirals are assumed to increase in the vertical direction with the
following

PUR6:2) = )Tl p) + AL ) (g
s R _ Z2 Z2
T°(R,¢,z) = ﬂ(ﬁt) q[exp(Q—h?i)%—B(lJrs)eXp(_W)]

(4)

where the scale height of the spiral arms is assumed to be a fraction of the disk scale height,
i.e., hy = fhq. A and B are the spiral amplitude in density and temperature, respectively.
Thus, in the midplane, the disk density and temperature have a variation amplitude of
A/(1+ A) and B/(1 + B), respectively.
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Figure b shows the best-fit model (by eye) at the observed inclination angle, revealing
the spiral arm in the front. The spiral arm in the back is blocked by the disk. Figure 2k
shows the spiral arms further in by changing the colorbar range to hide the material with a
temperature lower than 40 K. Figure 2d shows the face-on view in order to view the spiral
arms from the top. As seen in the resulting model map in Figure Bd and simulated map in
Figure B, the spiral arm in the outer disk produces a linear structure in the midplane. It
is trailing, and thus reproducing the observed asymmetry about the jet axis. In the model,
the geometric parameters of the spiral arms R, ¢g, and a can be determined by the NE
and SW lengths of the linear structure in the midplane, assuming that the linear structure
comes from the spiral arm in the front part of the outer disk. With ¢¢ ~ 135° (i.e., %7?)
and Ry ~ 26 au, the model produces a linear structure with a SW length of ~ 24 au, as
observed. Then in order to account for the length of R; ~ 16 au in the NE where ¢; = 270°
(i.e., 3m), we have a = In(R;/Ry) /(¢ — ¢o) ~ —0.2 (negative for trailing). Thus, the pitch
angle is tan™! |a| ~ 11°, which is not much different from those of other spiral arms found in
more evolved disks, e.g., HH 111 (13°—16°) (Lee, Li, & Turner 2020) and Elias 2-27 (~ 16°)
(Pérez et alll2016). Notice that the outer radius and thus the pitch angle of the spiral arms
can be larger if the observed linear structure turns out to extend further to the SW into the

envelope, as discussed earlier.

By roughly matching the observed intensity and thickness of the linear structure in the
midplane, we find that A ~ 1, B ~ 1, and f ~ 0.3. Our fitting results indicate that the
disk density and temperature need a variation of ~ 50% in the midplane from the spiral arm
region to non-spiral arm region. The material is required to be denser and warmer within
the spiral arms than the original disk to match the observed intensity. The spiral arm comes
from a radius of ~ 15 to 26 au, where it has a midplane temperature of 90—130 K. Density
enhancement is required there to provide the necessary optical depth of ~ 1 for the spiral
arm to be detected at the observed brightness temperature of ~ 50—70 K. Also, the scale
height of the spiral arms is found to be ~ 30% of that of the disk in order to roughly match
the thickness of the observed linear structure. Since the observed spiral arm in the midplane
is not spatially well resolved in our observations, the scale height of the spiral arm could be
smaller, and thus the temperature could be higher.

Nonetheless, the residual map (Figure[3f) still shows a faint and narrow residual emission
structure on the SE edge of the spiral arm, indicating that the spiral arm should be slightly
less inclined than the disk. Assuming that the spiral arm is slightly less inclined by ~ 2° than
the disk, this residual emission structure disappears in the residual map, as seen in Figure
Bi. In this case, the linear structure produced by the spiral arm (see Figures B and Bh)
can also better bisect the dark lane into two narrower dark lanes, with the SE one slightly
broader than the NW one, as observed.
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In summary, the observed structure and emission intensity of the HH 211 disk can be
roughly reproduced by our simple disk model with warm disk surfaces and a warm trailing
spiral arm in the midplane. In our model, the disk has a mass of M, ~ 0.045 M, (see
Appendix). Since the total mass of the disk and protostar has been estimated before to
be M; ~ 0.08 Mg, from the kinematic study of the disk and envelope (Lee et all2019), the
protostar itself has a mass of M, = M; — M, ~ 0.035 M. Hence, the protostar currently has
a mass of a brown dwarf and is expected to grow later into a low-mass star with a mass of
~ 0.3—0.8 M, (Froebrich [2005). Comparable disk and protostellar masses are also seen in
numerical simulations at early evolutionary stages (< 0.1 Myr) when the protostellar mass
is low (< 0.1 —0.2 M) (Tsukamoto et alll2020). In this case, GI develops, producing spiral
arms transporting angular momentum within the disk. The observed linear structure in the
midplane could trace such a spiral arm, especially when the resulting Toomre QQ values in our
model’s outer disk are < 2 (see Figure dl and Appendix for the derivation) and thus optimal
for GI. The high envelope infall rate of ~ 4 x107% M, yr~! (Lee et al. 2019) onto the disk
also supports this possibility (Tomida et al)[2017). In addition, the disk to protostar mass
ratio is n = My/M, ~ 1.3 and thus GI is expected to induce prominent m = 2 spiral arms
(Dong et all 2015; Tsukamoto et all2020), as assumed in our model. Nonetheless, higher
resolution observations are needed to check if m # 2 can also reproduce the linear structure
in the midplane. The spiral arms have a scale height about 30% of the disk scale height,
indicating that they start in the midplane where the density is high.

5. Discussion

Spiral arms have been detected in actively accreting but more evolved systems when
the disks are large (> 100 au in radius), e.g., HH 111 (Lee, Li, & Turner 2020), Elias 2-27
(Pérez et all 2016; [Paneque-Carreno et al. [2021)), and possibly TMC-1A (Aso et al. 2021).
These spiral arms are trailing and can be induced by GI to transport angular momentum
to facilitate the disk accretion (Kratter & Lodata 2016; [Tomida et alll2017). Unlike the HH
211 disk, these larger more evolved disks have settled more or less to a thin disk geometry. In
the earlier phase of star formation when the disks are still geometrically thick, hints of spiral
arms have also been detected in, e.g., HH 212 (Lee et _al.2021)) and L1527 (Ohashi et a.2022;
Sheehan et al![2022). Now in the earliest phase of the HH 211 disk, which is geometrically
thicker, our observations and modeling have strongly supported a presence of a trailing spiral
arm in the midplane. Our result in the HH 211 disk urges us to confirm those previous hints
of spiral arms, in order to determine if actively accreting disks can always be gravitational
unstable in order to induce spiral arms to transport angular momentum, as seen in many
simulations (Forgan et all2018; Tomida et al!2017; [Tsukamoto et al.2020). In simulations,
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when cooling is efficient, spiral arms can fragment into clumps that can grow into planets
(Gammie 2001; Rice et al. 2003; [Forgan et al) 2018). Hence, further work is needed to in-
vestigate the origin of the clumps seen in the HH 211 disk and if the clumps can grow into
planets.

The HH 211 disk is geometrically thick, a trait also seen in the more evolved and also
vertically resolved edge-on disks, e.g., HH 212 (Lee et al.2017) and L1527 (Nakatani et al.
2020). It is flared and likely in vertical hydrostatic equilibrium, with the scale height roughly
consistent with that derived from the ratio of the sound speed to the angular rotation
speed, as discussed in Appendix. This indicates that the submillimeter light emitting dust
grains have yet to settle to the midplane. This is different from the protoplanetary disks,
which are very thin in dust continuum images of ALMA (ALMA Partnership et al) 2015;
Villenave et _al 2020) likely because the dust grains have grown larger and settled to the
midplane (Villenave et al 2020). Moreover, the disk in the early phase is more turbulent
because it has a higher accretion rate, spiral arms perturbation induced by GI, and more
energetic wind-disk interaction due to a higher mass-loss rate, possibly preventing the dust
from settling to the midplane.

Our ALMA observations of the HH 211 disk also provide a strong constraint on the
magnetic braking effect on the disk formation. Previous studies in this system have revealed
a collapsing (infalling) and rotating flattened envelope with a centrifugal barrier at a radius
of ~ 20 au (Lee et al.2019). This radius coincides with the outer radius of the disk resolved
here, supporting the formation of the disk around the centrifugal barrier, without significant
loss of angular momentum. This could be because the rotational axis is largely misaligned
with the magnetic field axis in the collapsing core on the larger scale (Lee et al. 2019),
which can reduce the magnetic braking in the envelope (Joos et al.2012). Another possible
explanation could be because of the ambipolar diffusion that increases the mass-to-flux ratio
and thus reduces the magnetic braking in the envelope (Yen et al.[2023). In addition, since
the material accumulates around the centrifugal barrier, the Toomre Q) values are expected
to decrease there, triggering GI and thus forming spiral arms, transferring material inward.
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Fig. 1.— ALMA continuum maps toward the center of the HH 211 protostellar system
at ~ 352 GHz. The cross marks the position of the central protostar. The red and blue
arrows indicate the axes of the redshifted component and blueshifted component of the jet
axis, respectively. Panel (a) shows the continuum map at a resolution of 07040x07025.
The contours start at 50 with a step of 40, where o = 0.54 K. Panels (b)-(d) show the
continuum map at a resolution of 07022x07013. Panel (c) also shows SiO J=8-7 intensity
maps (contours) of the jet at high velocity in order to determine the jet base (as marked by
an “x”) near the central protostar. The SiO maps have a resolution of 07029x07018. Blue
contours show the blueshifted emission integrated from Vg ~ —34 to —21 km s™!, while
red contours show the redshifted emission integrated from V,g ~ 21 to 34 km s~!, where
Vot = Visr — Viys, With the systemic velocity Viys = 9.1 km s~!. The contours start from
30 with a step of 1o, where the noise level ¢ ~ 120 K km s~!. The dotted curves show the
limb-brightened edges of the jet. Panel (d) also shows the cyan dotted lines to indicate the
three linear structures detected in the disk. An unsharp masking filter has been applied to

the continuum map to increase the map contrast. The curved arrows indicate the rotation
direction of the disk.
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Fig. 2.— Disk models to produce the dust emission in the HH 211 disk. (a) A disk model
without a pair of spiral arms in the midplane of the disk tilted at the observed inclination
angle. (b)-(d) A disk model with a pair of spiral arms in the midplane. (c¢) Changed the
color range to start from 40 K in order to reveal the spiral arms in the inner disk. (d) The
disk is face-on in order to reveal the spiral arms in the whole disk.

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220 240

40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220 240

Temperature (K)

Temperature (K)



— 16 —

Model Maps

Without i With

Spirals i less—
inclined
Spirals

Simulated Maps with observed uv—coverage

(b) © (h)
0 0 0
Residual Maps

f)”O NN

Position Offset (au)

Position Offset (au)

Fig. 3.— The model maps, simulated maps, and residual maps from our models. Residual
maps are obtained by subtracting the model visibility from the observed visibility, with the
gray and cyan contours for the positive and negative residuals, respectively. The contours
start from 40 with a step of 30, where 0 = 1.6 K. Left column shows the maps for the disk
model without a pair of trailing spiral arms in the midplane. Central column shows the
maps for the disk model with a pair of trailing spiral arms in the midplane. Right column
shows the maps for the disk model with a pair of slightly less-inclined trailing spiral arms in
the midplane.
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Fig. 4.— Toomre Q values for our simple model with a pair of trailing spiral arms in the
midplane.
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A. Extended Properties of the Disk Model

Using the parametrized flared dusty disk with spiral arms model given in the main body;,
we can derive the extended properties of the disk. The disk has a surface density of dust
and gas given by

ho 21 d¢
Y(R) ~ 100/h/0 pS(R,qﬁ,z)%dz
hcc,) R

2 2
_ __\7P - _
= 100/_h0 pt(Rt) [exp( 2h§)+AeXP( th)} dz
= 100V 2mp, (g)_p ha [Erf(l) + Af}
t
(RE)H(l—q)/?—p if R<R,,
== Et Et —p 3/ R—Ri\2 . (Al)
(%) 1-3(z=p)? i Re<R<R,
with the surface density of dust and gas at R; given by
¥, = 100v/27 [Erf(l) 4 A f} pihs . (A2)
Then, the disk has a mass of
Ro
My = / Y(R) 27 RdR = 27C R*Y, (A3)
0
with
2 0 3 x—1
C=——"— _p+1\/1—— 2d A4
7—2p—q+/1 * 4(1'0—1) v (A4)
where z¢ = %‘ The Toomre (Q value can then be given by
cs§2
N A
QR >~ (45)

where () is the angular rotation speed of the disk and ¢, is the sound speed

o=y (A6)
H

where u = 2.33 and v = 7/5 for molecular gas with Hy and Helium. Since we are more
interested in the outer disk around R, we assume

G M,
R3

Q= (A7)
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with M, being the total mass within R; and given by

A
M,=M, + ——— R>Y A8
t +7_2p_q £ 2t (A8)

where M, is the protostellar mass. Since the temperature increases from the midplane to
the surface, we use the density weighted temperature averaged over the disk height, i.e.,

- S [P (R 2T (R, 2)50dz

T = T (R 2
ﬂ)_q2\/§+(A+B)\/%f+AB\/7rf
Ry V2m Erf(1) + AV2r f

to calculate the value of ¢, at R with Eq. [Afl and then the value of Q(R).

~ Ty

(A9)

With our best-fit parameters, 3; ~ 180 g cm~2 and then the disk has a (gas and dust)
mass of My ~ 0.045 M. This in turn implies that the central protostar has a mass of
M, ~ 0.035 Mg, because the mass of disk and protostar together has been estimated to be
~ 0.08 M from the kinematic study of the disk and envelope (Lee et al. 2019). Figure [l
presents the resulting Toomre-Q values, which are < 2 in the outer disk, optimal for GI.
With the density weighted temperature, the theoretical scale height is ~ ¢s/Q ~ 5.5 au at
Ry, consistent with the best-fit scale height hi, supporting that the disk is close to be in
vertical hydrostatic equilibrium.
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