‘What’s going on inside all those rings?
The saga of planetesimal formation at planetary gap edges
Linn E.J. Eriksson

Do planetesimals form at planetary gap edges?

Eriksson et al. (2020)

Planetesimal formation criteria from the streaming instability (SI)
Planctary gap Sketch of the SI Planetesimals always form at gap edges
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‘What is the effect on disk evolution?

Eriksson et al. (2020)
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HL Tau inspired system
lobal 1D simulations of evolving disk with state-of-the-art dust evolution model
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What is the fate of planetesimals formed at planetary gap edges?

Where they end up

Growth-tracks (Jupiter & Saturn)

Eriksson et al. (2022) Planetesimal size = 100km, formation beyond planet feeding zone .
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