
    
      Fig. 3 
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        Spine of the disk measured with a single component assumption (black line) and for two components (red and blue lines).

      

    

  
    
      Fig. 5 

      
        [image: thumbnail]
      

      
        Examples of the density (blue) and intensity (red) functions corresponding to the four model families.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. 7 
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        From top to bottom: original data from April 2017 (same as in Fig. 2), the raw model before PSF convolution, the corresponding forward model, the best model injected in the data, and the residuals (2gaps case: i1 = 82°, i2 = 87°, r1 = 85 au, i2 = 115 au). The field of view is 6″ × 0.8″.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. A.1 
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        Signal-to-noise-ratio map per resolution element (indicated in the color bar). The disk midplane is aligned with the horizontal direction and the displayed field of view is 6″ × 3″ for IRDIS and 2.4″ × 1.2″ for the IFS.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. B.1 
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        Frequencies of parameters obtained for the 1% best models in the single-belt mask1 case.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. B.2 
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        Frequencies of parameters obtained for the 1% best models in the two-belt gap case.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. B.3 
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        Frequencies of parameters obtained for the 1% best models in the two-belt fill case.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. B.4 
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        Frequencies of parameters obtained for the 1% best models in the two-belt ring case.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. C.1 
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        Two-belt models assuming the outer component is inclined by 87° while the inner belt is (from top to bottom) inclined by 82, 80, 78 and 76°. The relative intensity evolves according to the mutual inclination.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. D.1 
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        From top to bottom: original data from April 2017 (same as in Fig. 2), the raw model before PSF convolution, the corresponding forward model, and the best model injected in the data, and the residuals (gap case: i1 = 82°, i2 = 87°, r1 = 90 au, r2 = 115 au). The field of view is 6″ × 0.8″.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. E.2 
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        Positions of all points sources in the IRDIS field of view as measured at two epochs (2016-05-31 and 2017-04-30) compared to the expected positions if they were background stars.
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