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ABSTRACT

We present 12CO (J=2–1) sensitive molecular line and 1.3 mm continuum observations made with

the Submillimeter Array (SMA) of the bipolar outflow associated with the young star located in the

Bok globule known as CB 26. The SMA observations were carried out in its extended configuration

allowing us to study the kinematics and structure of the outflow with about 1′′ or 140 au resolution.

We find that the dusty and edge-on circumstellar disk related with the outflow has an projected

spatial (deconvolved) size of 196±31 au×42±29 au with a total (gas+dust) mass of 0.031±0.015

M�. We estimated a dynamical mass for the central object of 0.66±0.03 M�, and the mass of the

molecular outflow of 5 ± 1.5 × 10−5 M�. All these values are consistent with recent estimations. The

observations confirm that the outflow rotation has a similar orientation to that of the edge-on disk.

For the outflow, we find that the following quantities: the rotation velocity (∼1–3 km s−1), the specific

angular momentum (∼200–700 au km s−1), and the launching radius (∼15–35 au), decrease with the

height above mid–plane, as observed in other molecular rotating outflows. The radius (∼180–280

au), and expansion velocity (∼2–4 km s−1) also increase with the height above the disk mid–plane

for z < 0 au, however, for z > 0 au these quantities do not present this behavior. Estimations for

the outflow linear momentum rate, the outflow angular momentum rate, and the accretion luminosity

seem to be well explained by a disk-wind present in CB26.

Keywords: ISM: jets and outflows – stars: individual (CB 26) – stars: pre-main sequence

1. INTRODUCTION

Rotating molecular outflows and protostellar jets are

present in the early phases of the star formation process.

They are thought to play an essential role in reducing

the angular momentum from the disk-protostellar sys-

tem (e.g., Blandford & Payne 1982 and Machida 2014)

since it is proposed that these objects are ejected directly

from the accretion disks (e.g., Pudritz & Norman 1986

and Bai et al. 2016). The molecular outflows in addition

limit the mass of the star-disk system (Shu et al. 1993),

and can induce changes in the chemical composition of

their host cloud (e.g., Bachiller 1996), it is because some

authors have proposed that the molecular outflows are a

mixture between the entrained material of the molecular

cloud and a stellar or disk wind (e.g., Shu et al. 1991

and López-Vázquez et al. 2019). Moreover, the proto-

stellar jets could be helpful in the determination of the

initial environmental properties related with planetary

formation, given that these objects are able to remove

the angular momentum of the material in the disk, al-

lowing a continuous accretion towards the star. This is

possible because planet formation begins much earlier

than previously expected (Ray & Ferreira 2021).

Independent of their origin, it is expected that the

molecular outflows present rotation signatures because

they should inherit an angular momentum component

from the accretion disk, or the parent cloud, or a combi-

nation of both. Recent studies have reported the rotation

signatures in several sources, the molecular outflows with

rotation are: CB 26 (Launhardt et al. 2009), Ori-S6 (Za-

pata et al. 2010), HH 797 (Pech et al. 2012), DG Tau B

(Zapata et al. 2015 and de Valon et al. 2020), TMC1A

(Bjerkeli et al. 2016), Orion Source I (Hirota et al. 2017

and López-Vázquez et al. 2020), HH 212 (Lee et al. 2018)

HH 30 (Louvet et al. 2018), NGC 1333 IRAS 4C (Zhang

et al. 2018), and HD 163296 (Booth et al. 2021). While,

the protostellar jets with rotation are: HH 211 (Lee et

al. 2009), HH 212 (Lee et al. 2017), and OMC 2/FIR 6b

(Matsushita et al. 2021).

Located at 10◦ north of the Taurus Auriga dark cloud

at a distance of 140±20 pc (Launhardt et al. 2009), CB

26 is a Class I young stellar object (Stecklum et al. 2004)

with a dynamical mass of the central star of M∗ = 0.55±
0.1 M�, and an estimated age of about 1 Myr (Zhang et

al. 2021). The central star has a luminosity L∗ ≥0.5 L�
(Stecklum et al. 2004). The molecular outflow associated
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Figure 1. Moment zero of the 12 CO (J=2–1) emission

line from the molecular outflow. The color scale bar on

the right side shows the intensity in Jy/beam. The syn-

thesized beam of the image is shown in the lower left

corner. The white contours show the continuum emis-

sion from the disk and are the 16.5 mJy, 33.0 mJy, 49.5

mJy, and 66.0 mJy.

with CB 26 has an outward velocity of ∼10-12 km s−1

along the southwest-northeast direction (Pety et al. 2006

and Launhardt et al. 2009), with a diameter of 2000 AU

(Launhardt et al. 2009).

We present new 12CO (J=2–1) molecular line obser-

vations, made with the Submillimeter Array (SMA) of

the molecular outflow associated with the young star CB

26. This paper is organized in the following way: Section

2 details the observations. In Section 3 we present the

results. In Section 4 we discuss our results. Finally, the

conclusions are presented in Section 5.

2. OBSERVATIONS

The Submillimeter Array1 observations of CB26 were

carried out on October 4 2013 when the array was in its

extended configuration. The baselines in this configura-

tion ranged from 15 to 148 kλ. The phase center in the

sky was centered to αJ2000.0 = 04h59m50s. 7, and δJ2000.0

= +52◦04′43′′. 6 with a total integration time on source

of 240 min. The Full Width Half Maximum (FWHM) of

the primary beam is 57′′ at this frequency, so that the

bulk of the molecular and dusty material associated with

CB26 is well-covered, see Launhardt et al. (2009).

1 The Submillimeter Array is a joint project between the Smith-
sonian Astrophysical Observatory and the Academia Sinica Insti-
tute of Astronomy and Astrophysics, and is funded by the Smith-
sonian Institution and the Academia Sinica.
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Figure 2. First moment or the intensity weighted veloc-

ity of the 12CO (J=2–1) emission line from the molecular

outflow. The diagonal dashed lines indicate the positions

where the position-velocity diagrams were made (see Fig-

ure 3). The color scale bar on the right side shows the

VLSR in km s−1. The synthesized beam of the image is

shown in the lower left corner. The white contours show

the continuum emission from the disk and are the 16.5

mJy, 33.0 mJy, 49.5 mJy, and 66.0 mJy.

Two frequency bands were observed simultaneously

centered at 230.457 GHz (upper sideband) and 220.457

GHz (lower sideband). The SMA-SWARM correlator

was configured to cover 2 GHz bandwidth in both bands.

The native spectral resolution is 140 kHz per channel

across the entire spectral band. This provided a velocity

resolution of about 0.18 km s−1. This spectral resolution

is bit smaller to that obtained in Launhardt et al. (2009),

0.25 km s−1. This very high spectral resolution allowed

a reliable study of the CO kinematics in CB26 outflow.

With an average system temperature of about 150 K

and with opacity at 225 GHz around 0.12, the observa-

tions were made in optimal conditions. Observations of

Neptune and Uranus served for the flux density calibra-

tion. The gain calibrators were the quasars 3C 111 and

J0533+483, while 3C454.3 was used for bandpass calibra-

tion. The estimated uncertainty in the flux scale, what is

based in SMA monitoring, is in a window between 15%

to 20%.

The IDL superset MIR developed for the Owens Valley

Radio Observatory and adapted for the SMA2 was used

for the calibration of the SMA data. The calibrated data

were then imaged and analyzed in a standard manner us-

2 https://lweb.cfa.harvard.edu/∼cqi/mircook.html
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Figure 3. Position-velocity diagrams parallel to the disk mid-plane from the emission of the 12CO (J=2–1) transition

at different heights from z = −540 au to z = 540 au with an interval of 180 au. The vertical axes are the line of

sight velocity with respect to the LSR velocity and the horizontal axes are the perpendicular distances with respect

to the outflow axis. The color scale bar on the right side shows the intensity in Jy/Beam. The white bars indicate the

angular resolution (140 au or 1”) and velocity resolution (0.18 km s−1) used for the position–velocity cuts.

ing Common Astronomy Software Applications (CASA)

package. We also used some routines in Python to im-

age the data (Astropy Collaboration et al. 2013). A 1.36

mm continuum image was obtained by averaging line-

free channels in the lower sideband with a bandwidth of

about 8 GHz. For this image, we used a robust factor of

zero in order to obtain an optimal compromise between

sensitivity and angular resolution. The continuum image

rms-noise is 2.2 mJy beam−1 at an angular resolution

of 1.1′′ × 0.9′′ with a PA (Position Angle) of −85.8◦.

For the line image, we obtained a rms-noise of 90 mJy

beam−1 km s−1 at an angular resolution of 1.2′′ × 0.96′′

with a PA of −85.5◦. For the line image, we used a ro-

bust factor of 2.0 in order to obtain a better sensitivity.

The resulting SMA rms in the channels maps is higher

than that obtained in Launhardt et al. (2009), which is

20 mJy Beam−1 at an effective beam size of 1.47′′.

3. RESULTS

Figure 1 shows the moment zero map of the 12CO

(J=2–1) emission line overlaid in white contours of the

1.36 mm continuum map. This continuum emission is

tracing the edge-on disk surrounding the young source

CB26 (e.g., Stecklum et al. 2004; Sauter et al. 2009;

Akimkin et al. 2012). The 12CO (J=2–1) emission ex-

tends further out than the continuum emission along the

southeast-northwest. We note that the extent of the

molecular outflow is around ∼1600 au, and the width

is ∼600 au. For the continuum emission, a Gaussian fit

to the CB26 disk resulted in a deconvolved size of 196±31

au × 42±29 au (1.4′′ ± 0.1′′ × 0.3′′ ± 0.2′′) with position

angle of 59◦ ± 3◦, and an integrated flux of 161 ± 8 mJy
together with a peak flux of 82 mJy Beam−1. The phase

center of CB26 disk is at αJ2000.0 = 04h59m50s. 742, and

δJ2000.0 = +52◦04′43′′. 49. The integrated flux is indeed

lower to that estimated by Launhardt et al. (2009), which

is 190 mJy. This could be explained as we are not recov-

ering all the extended emission given that the effective

beam size from Launhardt et al. (2009) is larger, 1.47′′.

However, if we consider that the estimated uncertainty

in the flux scale is between 15% to 20%, our integrated

flux could increase to 193±10 mJy, a value is similar to

the one estimated by them.

The first moment or the intensity weighted velocity

map of the 12CO (J=2–1) emission line is presented in

Figure 2. We note that the east side of the molecular out-

flow presents blueshifted velocities, while the west side

presents redshifted velocities. This difference of the ve-

locities is proposed as rotation around the outflow axis

(Launhardt et al. 2009). The inclination angle of this
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source respect to the plane of the sky is i = 5◦ ± 4◦

(Launhardt et al. 2009), therefore, the lower edge of the

outflow has an excess redshifted velocity. Consequently,

the putative rotating outflow in CB26 is an excellent ob-

ject to study the kinematics and nature of the flow.

Figure 3 presents the position-velocity diagrams of the

emission from the molecular line of 12CO (J=2–1). The

different panels of this figure correspond to parallel cuts

at different heights above the disk mid-plane, these cuts

were made from z=–540 au to z=540 au with intervals

of 180 au (these cuts correspond to the dashed lines in

Figure 2). We note that all position-velocity diagrams

present signatures of rotation, in a range of ∼1–3 km

s−1. The position-velocity diagrams presented in this

figure does not present a hollow structure, this might be

explained as we do not have enough angular and spec-

tral resolution to resolve angularly the outflow. This hol-

low structure is shown in other molecular outflows, e.g.,

Orion Source I (Hirota et al. 2017 and López-Vázquez et

al. 2020) and HH 30 (Louvet et al. 2018). The apparent

lack of molecular emission between ∼-1.5 km s−1 and 1

km s−1 observed in Figure 3, could be due to the missing

flux of the large–scale structure of the envelope.

With the position–velocity diagrams presented in Fig-

ure 3, we can obtain information about the kinematic

and physical properties of the molecular outflow because

they show rotation and expansion signatures as will be

described later. These properties are: the radius R, the

expansion velocity vexp, the rotation velocity vrot, and

additionally we obtain the opening angle θopening and the

specific angular momentum j. These quantities, except

for the specific angular momentum, are measured by a

Gaussian fit to the intensity profile as a function of the

radius or velocity, as appropriate. For more details see

appendix of López-Vázquez et al. (2020) for the outflow

in Orion Source I object. These measured quantities, the

radius, the expansion, and the rotation velocities were

not made for a height of z = 0 au, this is because the

accretion disk is located at this height.

The left panel of Figure 4 shows the radius R from the

molecular outflow as a function of the height z. We note

that these radii, in lower edge (z < 0) of the molecular

outflow, increase with the height above the disk mid-

plane, however, this behavior is not evident in the upper

edge z > 0 from this outflow. The radius is in a range of

∼180–280 au, the error bars of these radii are obtained

from the gaussian fit to the intensity profile as a function

of the distance to the outflow axis. With these radii and

for fixed centrifugal radius, Rcen = 200 au, this radius

corresponds to the disk radius measurement by Laun-

hardt et al. (2009), the opening angle can be defined as

(see Figure 6 of López-Vázquez et al. 2020)

θopening = tan−1

(
R−Rcen

z

)
. (1)

This angle is shown on the right panel of the Figure

4. Hirota et al. (2017) and López-Vázquez et al. (2020),

measured this angle for the molecular outflow associated

with Orion Source I, and they found that this angle de-

creases with the height above the disk mid–plane. In

this source, the opening angle also decreases with the

height above the disk and presents the same behavior

that reported by the molecular outflow of Orion Source

I (Hirota et al. 2017; López-Vázquez et al. 2020). This

angle is in a range of ∼9–32◦. The error bars are de-

rived from the gaussian fit from the radii to the intensity

profile. The fact that we used the centrifugal radius for

our opening angle estimation is because this angle is a

well indicator that the molecular outflow could close up

at higher heights.

The left panel of Figure 5 presents the projected expan-

sion velocity vexp of the line of sight as a function of the

height z. If we consider cylindrical coordinates, this ve-

locity corresponds to the velocity in the radial direction

(see Tabone et al. 2020). This velocity is in the range of

2–4 km s−1 and increases with the height above the disk

mid-plane, except for the height of z=540 au. Also, we

can estimate the expansion velocity in the source system

applying the correction vexp,source ∼ vexp/ cos i, as the

inclination angle respect to the plane of the sky is small

(∼ 5◦), this results in an expansion velocity from the

source system similar to the value of the projected expan-

sion velocity. While, the rotation velocity as a function

of the height is shown in the right panel of Figure 5. This

velocity is in the range of 1–3 km s−1 and decreases with

the height above the disk mid-plane. The error bars are

obtained from the gaussian fit to the intensity profile as a

function of the velocity (see Appendix of López-Vázquez

et al. 2020).

Figure 6 present the specific angular momentum j as a

function of the height z. The specific angular momentum

is calculated using the radius reported in left panel of

Figure 4 as j = Rvrot. The angular momentum decreases

with the height. The specific angular momentum of the

outflow is ∼ 200–700 au km s−1. The error bars are

derived from the gaussian fits from the radii and rotation

velocities to the intensity profile.

3.1. Mass of the outflow, the disk, and the central

source

Assuming local thermodynamic equilibrium and that

the 12CO (J=2–1) molecular emission is optically thick,

following the formalism of Zapata et al. (2014), the lower

limit of the mass of the outflow is
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Figure 4. Left panel: the radius of the outflow R. Right panel: the opening angle of the outflow θopening. These values

are derived from the position-velocity diagrams in Figure 3. The error bars are derived from the gaussian fit.
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Figure 5. Left panel: the expansion velocity perpendicular to the outflow axis vexp measured at the radius R. Right

panel: the rotation velocity vrot measured at the radius R. These values are derived from the position-velocity diagrams

in Figures 3. The error bars are derived from the gaussian fit.

[
MH2

M�

]
= 1.2 × 10−15X H2

CO

[
∆Ω

arcsec2

] [
D

pc

]2

×

 exp
(

5.53
Tex

)
1 − exp

(
−11.06
Tex

)
[ ∫

Iνdv

Jy km s−1

]
, (2)

where X H2
CO

is the fractional abundance of 12CO with

respect to H2, for this source, we assumed an abundance
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Figure 6. The specific angular momentum j as a function

of the height z. The error bars are derived from the

gaussian fit.

of 7.5×10−5 (Launhardt et al. 2009). The variable ∆Ω is
the solid angle of the source in arcsec2, D is the distance
in parsec (140 pc), Iν is the intensity of the emission
of 12CO in Jy, dv is the velocity range in km s−1, and
Tex is the excitation temperature given by (Estalella &
Anglada 1994):[

Tex

K

]
=

hν/k

ln

(
1 +

hν/k

Ta+Jν(Tbg)

) =
11.07

ln

(
1 + 11.07K

Ta(12CO)+0.19K

) ,(3)

where h is the Planck constant, k is the Boltzmann con-

stant, ν is the rest frequency in GHz, Ta = 16 K is the

observed antenna temperature given by the peak of the
12CO emission and Jν(Tbg) is intensity in units of tem-

perature at the background temperature Tbg = 2.7 K.

With this equation we obtain an excitation temperature

of Tex ≈ 21 K. Using this temperature and the values

mentioned above, we estimate a mass for the outflow

powered by CB 26 of Moutflow ∼ 5±1.5×10−5 M�. This

value is lower by one order magnitude than the mass

calculated by Launhardt et al. (2009). The difference

between the mass obtained by us and the mass calcu-

lated by Launhardt et al. (2009) could be because there

are uncertainties in the column density n0, and the ki-

netic gas temperature in the outflow T0 (see section 4.2

of Launhardt et al. 2009). The discrepancy found in the

outflow mass by the current work and the mass calcu-

lated by Launhardt et al. (2009), could be due to the

difference between the fluxes.

On the other hand, now assuming that the dust emis-

sion is optically thin, and using the relationship of Hilde-
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Figure 7. Position–velocity diagram of 12CO (J=2–1)

over the disk mid-plane (z =0). The color scale bar on

the right side shows the intensity in Jy/beam. The red

solid line shows the Keplerian velocity profile surround-

ing 0.66±0.03 M� central object.The gray bar represents

the angular resolution (140 au or 1”) and velocity reso-

lution (0.18 km s−1) used for the position–velocity cut.

Contours levels start from 5σ in steps of 5σ, where 1σ is

0.1012 Jy beam−1.

brand (1983), the dust mass of the protoplanetary disk

is

Md =
FνD2

κνBν (Td)
' 9.8± 0.4× 10−7

(
Fν

mJy

)(
D

100pc

)2

M�,(4)

where Fν is the mm flux, D is the distance to the source,

Td is the dust temperature, Bν is the Planck function at

Td, and κν is the dust grain opacity. We use standard

assumptions for the values of the parameters Td = 20 K

(Andrews & Williams 2005), and a power–law opacity of

the form κν = 10(ν/1000 GHz)β cm2g−1, with a β value

of 1.1±0.27 (Sauter et al. 2009). Using the above equa-

tion, we found a dust mass of Mdust = 0.00031±0.00015

M�, so taking a typical ratio between the gas and dust

in the ISM of 100, we obtain a total mass for the disk of

0.031±0.015 M�.

In order to estimate the dynamical mass of the central

object, we fit a Keplerian velocity profile to the position–

velocity diagram of the disk (z=0 au), this fit is shown

in Figure 7. The best fit (red line), corresponds to a dy-

namical mass of Mdyn=0.66±0.03 M� while the dashed

lines are 1.0 (outer lines) and 0.5 M� (inner lines), the

best fit corresponds to the visual fit of a Keplerian curve

vk =
√
GMdyn/r where vK and r are measured at the

contours corresponding to the emission of 10σ of Figure
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height z. These radii are calculated solving the eq. (4)

of Anderson et al. (2003) (see text). The error bars are

derived from the gaussian fit.

7.

3.2. Origin of the molecular outflow

As mentioned in section 1, the origin of the molecular

outflow is uncertain. A possibility is that the wind is

launched through magneto-centrifugal processes from a

rotating protostellar disk and then accelerated and colli-

mated by magnetohydrodynamic forces. Under this sce-

nario, we can calculate the launching radius following the

equation (4) of Anderson et al. (2003) given by

$∞vφ,∞Ω0 −
3

2
(GM∗)

2/3
Ω

2/3
0 −

v2
p,∞ + v2

φ,∞

2
≈ 0,(5)

where $∞ is the observed radial distance to the flow axis,

in our case is R for each z, vφ,∞ and vp,∞ are the toroidal

and poloidal velocities observed at radius R. For this

object, the toroidal velocity corresponds to the rotation

velocity vrot, while the outward velocity of the molecular

outflow is vr ∼10 km s−1 (Launhardt et al. 2009), the

outflow inclination angle is i = 5◦ ± 4◦, thus, the cor-

rected outward velocity is vz = vr/ cos i ∼ 10.04 ± 0.06

km s−1, and the poloidal velocity is vp =
√
v2
z + v2

exp.

The gravitational constant is G and the mass of the cen-

tral protostar is M∗, we assume M∗=0.6 M�, a similar

value to that estimated in Zhang et al. (2021). Finally,

Ω0 is the angular speed at the launching radius, given by

Ω0 =

(
GM∗
$3

0

)1/2

, (6)

where $0 is the launching radius RL.

Solving Eq. (5) for RL with the values mentioned

above, we calculate the launching radius of the molec-

ular outflow, this radius is shown as a function of the

height above the disk mid-plane in Figure 8. We note

that these radii (in a range of ∼ 15–35 au) decreases

with the height.

4. DISCUSSION

Figures 4–6 show the structure and kinematic of the

molecular outflow associated with CB 26. One can note

that the radius, the opening angle, and the rotation ve-

locity have a similar behavior to other rotating molec-

ular outflows, e.g., Orion Source I (Hirota et al. 2017

and López-Vázquez et al. 2020), HH 30 (Louvet et al.

2018), and NGC 1333 IRAS 4C (Zhang et al. 2018), this

means that the radius increase with the height above the

disk mid plane, and the opening angle and the rotation

velocity decreases with the height above the disk mid-

plane. With respect to the specific angular momentum,

it seems to have the same behavior to the sources men-

tioned above, this is, it decreases with the height. In

summary, a disk-wind driving the outflow could explain

all the observed characteristics.

The masses estimated for the molecular outflow, 5 ±
1.5 × 10−5 M�, the protostellar disk, 0.06 ± 0.017, and

the central star, ∼ 0.6± 0.03 M�, are all consistent with

the values of the literature (e.g., Launhardt et al. 2009;

Zhang et al. 2021).

In section 3.2 we estimated the launching radius of the

wind under assumption that the origin of the molecular

outflow is the large radius of the Keplerian disk. This

wind can be ejected by magneto-centrifugal mechanism

or by photoevaporated disk wind. Nevertheless, Zap-

ata et al. (2015) showed that magnetocentrifugal and

photoevaporated disk winds do not have enough mass

to account for the observed mass rates in the molecular

outflow of DG Tau B, their argument is based on the as-

sumption that the mass-loss rate of the wind is a fraction

f ∼ 0.1 of the mass accretion rate, Ṁw ∼ fṀd,a. How-

ever, we note that recent ALMA observations for DG

Tau B (de Valon et al. 2020) reported a lower outflow

mass (a factor of 30), and suggested that a disk-wind

could be responsible for the rotating outflow, however it

still being massive to explain the outflow from DG Tau

B.

In particular this source has an outflow mass of 5×10−5

M� (see section 3.1), for a corrected outward velocity

vz ∼ 10.04±0.06 km s−1 and a projected size (diameter)

of z ∼ 540 au, the kinematic time is tkin ∼ 255±1.6 yr.

Then, the molecular outflow mass loss rate is Ṁoutflow =

Moutflow/tkin ∼ 2± 0.012× 10−7M� yr−1, its linear mo-

mentum rate Ṗoutflow = Ṁoutflowvp ∼ 2±0.035×10−6M�
yr−1 km s−1 or a height of z = 540 au its angular momen-
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Table 1. Derived quantities of the molecular outflow and disk.

Parameter Symbol Value

Outflow mass Moutflow 5±1.5×10−5 M�

Outflow mass loss rate Ṁoutflow 2±0.6×10−7 M�yr−1

Outflow linear momentum rate Ṗoutflow 2±0.7×10−6 M�yr−1 km s−1

Outflow angular momentum rate L̇outflow 6±2.4×10−5 M� yr−1 au km s−1

Disk mass Md 0.031±0.015 M�

Dynamical mass (central object) Mdyn 0.66±0.03 M�

tum rate is L̇outflow = ṀoutflowRvrot ∼ 6±1.5×10−5M�
yr−1 au km s−1 = 9±2.4×103M� yr−1 km2 s−1. These

estimated rates, as well as the outflow mass, the disk

mass, and the dynamical mass of the central object are

shown in Table 1.

If we take a value for the mass-loss rate for a disk-

wind of Ṁwind ∼ 10−7 M� yr−1, which is a higher value

than that reported in DG Tau B, a Class I/II object,

see Zapata et al. (2015). The expected mass-loss rate

is thought to increase in younger objects, so this as-

sumption should be reasonable. Thus, the linear mo-

mentum rate for the slow disk-wind is Ṗw = Ṁw vp ∼
1 ± 0.014 × 10−6M� yr−1 km s−1, and the angular mo-

mentum rate is L̇w = Ṁwrvφ = 3±0.7×10−5M� yr−1 au

km s−1 = 4.5±1.1×103M� yr−1 km2 s−1. Both rates are

very similar to the ones obtained to the molecular outflow

in CB26 (Ṗoutflow and L̇outflow), which indicates that a

disk-wind has enough momentum to drive the molecular

outflow.

If the outflow is a disk wind, Ṁoutflow = Ṁw ∼ fṀd,a,

we can estimate the accretion luminosity at the stellar

surface as

La = η
GM∗Ṁd,a

R∗
, (7)

where G is the gravitational constant (as above), M∗
is the stellar mass, R∗ is the stellar radius, and η ∼
0.5. Assuming M∗ = 0.6 M� and R∗ = 2 R� (Zhang

et al. 2021), the accretion luminosity is La ≥ (1/f)0.9

L�. This value is consistent to the reported value of the

central source L∗ = 0.92 L� (Zhang et al. 2021) by a

factor of f ∼ 1.

In summary, all the presented observational charac-

teristics argue in favor of having a disk-wind in CB26

outflow. The disk-wind for this case has enough mass to

account to the mass rates.

5. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we present the SMA archive observations

for the line emission of 12CO (J=2–1) from the molecular

outflow CB 26. Our main results are:

1. We find that the radius R (in a range of ∼ 180–280

au) and the expansion velocity (in a range of 2–4

km s−1) increase with the height above the disk

mid–plane in lower edge of the molecular outflow

(z <0 au), however, this behavior is not evident in

the upper edge (z >0 au).

2. We find that the rotation velocity (in a range of

1–3 km s−1), the specific angular momentum (in

a range of 200–700 au km s−1), and the launching

radius (in a range of 15–35 au), decrease with the

height above the disk mid–plane, as observed in

other molecular rotating outflows.

3. We estimated the mass of the molecular outflow,

5 ± 1.5 × 10−5 M�, the mass of the accretion disk,

0.031± 0.015 M�, and the mass of the central star

0.66 ± 0.03 M�.

4. Estimations of the outflow linear momentum rate,

the outflow angular momentum rate, and the ac-

cretion luminosity seem to be well explained by a

disk-wind present in CB26.
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