
    
      Fig. 1 
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            ALMA Band 7 images of all the observed sources, as labelled in each panel; each panel is 3′′ × 3′′ in size. The synthesized beam full width at half maximum is shown in the lower left corner of each panel; the typical size is [image: equation]. In each panel, contour levels are plot at −3σ (dashed), and every 3σ from 3σ to the maximum.

          

    

  
    
      Fig. 4 
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              Comparison between observations and best-fit models for ISO-Oph160 (left column) and ISO-Oph193 (right column). From top to bottom: observed, model and residual images for the best fit with Σ(R) parametrized as a truncated power law; model and residual images for the best fit with the exponentially tapered Σ(R). The size of each panel is 3′′ as in Fig. 1.

            

    

  
    
      Fig. 5 
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              Disk masses as function of the central object mass M∗. Red dots and arrows are for the ρ Oph sample discussed in this paper. The black squares report the disk masses for BDs in Taurus from the F890 μm detections: open, single-dish measurements from Andrews & Williams (2005); Broekhoven-Fiene et al. (2014); Mohanty et al. (2013); filled, from ALMA measurements by Ricci et al. (2014). Blue triangles show the values for the 7 BDs in Upper Sco observed with ALMA by van der Plas et al. (2016). For all objects, disk masses have been computed as in ρ Oph, assuming T = 25 (L∗/L⊙)0.25 K, κ890 μm = 2.0 cm2/g.

            

    

  
    
      Fig. 6 
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              Dust mass vs. stellar mass for ρ Oph BDs (red) and TTS (blue). The dashed green lines show the dust mass in a disk with 10%, 1%, 0.1% the stellar mass, computed assuming a gas-to-dust mass ratio of 100.

            

    

  
    
      Fig. B.2 
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              Comparison between observed and model visibilities for the model fits of the disks in 2M0444+2512 (top row), CIDA 1 (middle row), and CFHT Tau4 (bottom row). ALMA data is shown as black circles with errorbars, truncated power law and esponentially tapered models with blue and red lines, respectively, as in Fig. 3.
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