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ABSTRACT

Context. To understand how planets form in protoplanetary disks, it is necessary to characterize their gas and dust distribution and
masses. This requires a combination of high-resolution dust continuum and molecular line interferometric observations, coupled with
advanced theoretical models of protoplanetary disk physics, chemical composition, and radiative transfer.

Aims. We aim to constrain the gas density and temperature distributions as well as gas masses in several T Tauri protoplanetary disks
located in Taurus. We use the '2CO, '*CO, and C'80 (2-1) isotopologue emission observed at 0.9” with the IRAM NOrthern Extended
Millimeter Array (NOEMA) as part of the MPG-IRAM Observatory Program PRODIGE (PROtostars and DIsks: Global Evolution
PIs: P. Caselli & Th. Henning). Our sample consists of Class II disks with no evidence of strong radial substructures. We use these
data to constrain the thermal and chemical structure of these disks through theoretical models for gas emission.

Methods. To fit the combined optically thick and thin CO line data in Fourier space, we developed the DiskCheF code, which includes
the parameterized disk physical structure, machine-learning (ML) accelerated chemistry, and the RADMC-3D line radiative transfer
module. A key novelty of DiskCheF is the fast and feasible ML-based chemistry trained on the extended grid of the disk physical-
chemical models precomputed with the ANDES?2 code. This ML approach allows complex chemical kinetics models to be included
in a time-consuming disk fitting without the need to run a chemical code.

Results. We present a novel approach to incorporate chemistry into disk modeling without the need to explicitly calculate a chemical
network every time. Using this new disk modeling tool, we successfully fit the >CO, '*CO, and C180 (2-1) data from the CI, CY,
DL, DM, DN, and IQ Tau disks. The combination of optically thin and optically thick CO lines allows us to simultaneously constrain
the disk temperature and mass distribution, and derive the CO-based gas masses. The best-fit disk gas masses range between 0.005
and 0.04 M,. These values are in reasonable agreement with the disk dust masses rescaled by a factor of 100 as well as with other
indirect gas measurements via, for example, modeling of the wavelength dependence of the dust continuum emission radii, and HD
and CO isotopologue emission.

Key words. protoplanetary disks — accretion disks — planets and satellites: formation — circumstellar matter — stars: pre-main
sequence — radio continuum: planetary systems

1. Introduction

The total gas mass and gas density and temperature distributions
are the fundamental parameters with which to understand the
evolution of protoplanetary disks and the planet formation pro-
cess (e.g., [Mordasini et al.[[2012). Probing the disk gas struc-
ture is a challenging task, as most of the mass is carried by
H, molecules, which do not emit under the physical conditions
of the outer disk regions probed by the far-infrared and radio
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observations. Therefore, the gas disk thermal and density dis-
tributions are studied through the emission of other, much less
abundant molecules, in combination with theoretical models.
The most common gas tracer is the CO molecule, as it is rel-
atively abundant and emits at cold temperatures (~10-50 K),
typical of the gas in the outer disk regions (e.g., |Aikawa et al.
2002; [Williams & Best|2014; |[Zhang et al.|2021a). A variety of
the CO isotopologues with abundances that can differ by fac-
tors of > 70 — 150000, and, consequently, with emission lines
of very different optical depths, enable one to trace the disk
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gas through a broad range of vertical heights in the molecular
layer. CO molecules are the key carriers of the elemental carbon
and oxygen, have low freeze-out temperatures, and are crucial
to the chemical processes of gas-phase carbon and oxygen in
the outer disk leading to the formation of more complex organic
molecules (Walsh et al.[2014; [Favre et al.[2018; |Lee et al.|2019).

CO is a chemically stable molecule with a simple and well-
known chemistry. The CO rotational transitions come from the
so-called disk molecular layer, which extends above the disk
cold midplane where it is removed from the gas phase by freeze-
out, until the photodissociation region where CO is destroyed by
the external or stellar radiation field (Aikawa et al.[2002; [Dartois
et al.|2003; Molyarova et al.|2017)). Consequently, the tempera-
ture of the CO-emitting gas in disks should be higher than about
20 K; otherwise, CO molecules would be removed from the gas
phase by freeze-out (Harsono et al|2015}; [Schwarz et al|2016}
Pinte et al.[2018).

However, some recent observational studies have questioned
the reliability of CO as a gas tracer in disks due to stronger CO
depletion being predicted by contemporary models, leading to a
much lower CO/H, ratio than the canonical interstellar medium
(ISM) value of ~ 107* (e.g., |Aikawa et al.||[1997; |[Favre et al.
2013} [Miotello et al.[2018};|Schwarz et al.|[2021). Recent surveys
in the Chamaeleon and Lupus star formation regions found that
weak CO emission could be common in protoplanetary disks
(Ansdell et al.|[2016; [Long et al.|[2017; Miotello et al.|2017).
These studies indicate that the CO abundance can be lower by
up to two orders of magnitude than the ISM value of ~ 1074,

There are several processes that can affect the CO abundance
in the gas phase, making the conversion from CO abundance
to H, abundance uncertain. First, CO molecules can be frozen
out in the cold disk midplane, or photodissociated in the upper
disk layers by the far-ultraviolet (FUV) photons from the central
star or by external FUV radiation (Miotello et al.[2016). Second,
chemical processes can alter the CO abundance, for example by
transforming it into other molecules such as CO, and complex
organics (e.g., Bruderer et al.|[2012; [Bruderer [2013}; [Schwarz
et al.[2018). The photodissociation or freeze-out results in over-
all lower C/H and O/H abundances in the gas, which are impor-
tant parameters for disk chemistry and which can hence affect
the abundances of other molecular disk tracers. Constraining the
total CO depletion factor from the line observations is a chal-
lenging task, as it requires a good understanding of the underly-
ing chemistry as well as dust and gas dynamics and properties
(Krijt et al.||2018| [2020), but also optical depth effects and line
excitation conditions, since even rare CO isotopologues can be
optically thick in the dense inner disk within the CO snowline
region.

Isotopologue-selective processes need to also be consid-
ered, such as self-shielding against photodissociation or low-
temperature '2C/'3C-fractionation (e.g., Woods & Willacy
2009a} [Visser et al.|2009). Disk gas mass estimates based on
the CO isotopologue lines could be underestimated by up to two
orders of magnitude if these processes are not fully taken into
account (Miotello et al.|[2022)). These processes are accounted
for in many contemporary physical-chemical models, but not all
(e.g.,Miotello et al.[2014}|2016; Ruaud et al.[2022). Other recent
studies compared Class I and Class II disks and found that the
CO gas-phase abundances decrease rapidly in older disks (e.g.,
/hang et al.|[2020). Thus, to use the CO emission as a reliable
proxy of the disk gas masses, we need to employ more feasi-
ble disk physical-chemical models, as well as parameter space
sampling algorithms.
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In this paper, we model the millimeter emission of the op-
tically thick and thin CO (2-1) isotopologue lines observed
in several Class II T Tauri disks in the Taurus star forma-
tion region as part of the MPG-IRAM large guaranteed time
project PRODIGE (PROtostars to DIsks: Global Evolution; PIs:
P. Caselli & Th. Henning); see Sect. P} Previous works using
the PRODIGE data are the studies of the Class O/I protostars
and streamers in the Perseus region (Hsieh et al.[2022} Valdivia-
Mena et al.| [2022). An overview of the CO observations for
all targeted Class II sources and the first analysis and model-
ing of these data are presented in [Semenov et al.| (2024)). To fit
the CO NOEMA data, we developed a novel disk fitting tool,
Di skChelﬂ (Disk Chemical Fitter), which uses a parametric disk
physical model, ML-accelerated gas-grain chemistry, and line
radiative transfer based on the RADMC-3D code (Sect. [3). Ap-
plying DiskCheF to our CO data, we infer the best-fit disk phys-
ical structures and the corresponding gaseous masses (Sect. [).
We discuss the results and limitations of our DiskCheF fitting
and compare it with previous similar studies of disk masses in
Sect.[A

Recently, an ALMA study of molecular line emission in five
protoplanetary disks was carried out by the MAPS collaboration
((PI: K. Oeberg, [Oberg et al|2021, see the following papers),
with a different science goal than the one presented in this work.
While the five MAPS sources comprise both T Tauri and Her-
big Ae stars from different star-forming regions, the disks in the
PRODIGE survey are all T Tauri systems and located in the same
Taurus star-forming region.

2. Observations

We chose to perform the CO line fitting on six of the eight
Class II disks observed in our sample; namely, CI, CY, DL, DM,
DN, and IQ Tau (see Tab. The selected systems are isolated
T Tauri stars (M, < 1 M) with ages between 1 and 4 Myr
(see |[Semenov et al. 2024 and references within), surrounded
by extended disks (Rco = 200 au) without strong substruc-
tures visible in the ALMA continuum observations (Long et al.
2018, |2019). The two systems removed from the modeling are
DG Tau and UZ Tau E. The DG Tau system is young and still
embedded in an extended envelope with a jet and an outflow,
and would require more dedicated efforts and a detailed disk-
envelope-outflow model to reproduce complex CO data. The
UZ Tau E system is excluded because it is a part of a binary
system, and shows a large-scale gaseous arc-like structure con-
necting the two circumstellar disks, likely caused by their gravi-
tational interactions.

In this work, we focus on the CO, 3CO, and C80 J =21
emission lines detected in the framework of the PRODIGE pro-
gram. The spectral setup, observing details, data reduction, self-
calibration, and imaging are described in the Class Il PRODIGE
paper by [Semenov et al.[(2024). Briefly, NOEMA/PolyFiX ob-
servations with ten antennas in C configuration (0.9” angular
resolution) were taken in Band 3 at 1.3 mm in 2020, using
62.5kHz spectral chunks to spectrally resolve specific emission
lines. We targeted the lines of '2CO, 3CO, C'®0, para-H,CO,
DCO*, DCN, DNC, 3CN, cyclic C3H,, C,D, HC3N, N,D*, and
other rare species. Each source was observed independently (no
track-sharing), using one to three tracks. The average on-source
integration time was 5.5 hours per disk, and the resulting 1o~ rms
noise is 3.7 — 9.2 mJy at 0.3 kms™! resolution.

! https://gitlab.com/SmirnGreg/diskchef/
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A preliminary analysis of the combined CO (2-1) data in |Se-
menov et al.| (2024) shows that a foreground cloud partially ob-
scures the optically thick '2CO (2-1) emission in the 4.5-6 km/s
velocity range in the five disks, except for DM Tau, DN Tau, and
IQ Tau. The >CO (2-1) peak brightness temperatures range be-
tween 6.5 — 16.0 K, while for more optically thin '*CO (2-1) and
C'80 (2-1) these peak brightness temperatures are 1.2 — 7.5 K
and 0.2 — 1.8 K, respectively. The moderate spatial resolution of
our NOEMA observations (100 — 150 au) leads to smooth CO
radial intensity profiles as reconstructed by the Kepler depro-
jection and azimuthal averaging, with no evidence of substruc-
tures. The apparent inner emission “holes” in the CO intensities
at r < 100 — 150 au are due to beam dilution. In Fig we show
the moment zero emission maps of our selected sources.

Since our disks have many similar properties (e.g., low stellar
luminosities, ages, etc.) and have been observed and imaged in
the same way, our goal is to present a general model that can be
homogeneously applied to the fitting of the selected disks in our
sample. This homogenous modeling approach should allow us
to better understand the similarities and differences within this
class of disks, and how the differences in their structures affect
their chemical composition. In Tab[I| we present an overview of
the stellar and disk properties as adopted from |Semenov et al.
(2024).

3. Disk model

To model the disk structure and chemistry, we developed the
DiskCheF framework, of which this work is the first applica-
tion (Smirnov-Pinchukov et al.|[2022)). This tool was developed
to simulate molecular line data using a modular disk physical-
chemical framework and can be applied either to fit disk interfer-
ometric data or as a standalone disk forward modeling tool. The
code philosophy is to establish a series of customizable build-
ing blocks so that each code block can be modified without af-
fecting the functionality of the other code structures. A result-
ing disk model can be built by choosing any combination of the
individual disk’s physical, chemical, and radiative transfer mod-
els. The preset models can be easily subclassed to add custom
functionalities when needed. The *Base objects described below
are templates showing the information needed by each step of a
DiskCheF modeling (namely, the disk physical model, chemical
model, radiative transfer model, and fitter). These objects cannot
be directly used to create a disk model, so the user has to either
use them as a template for the desired theoretical disk model or
choose the corresponding default models already implemented
in DiskCheF.

The starting point of DiskCheF is to create a disk
physical model (physics.PhysicsBase), with information
about the gas and dust density and temperature distributions.
This model is then used as input for the chemistry model,
(chemistry.ChemistryBase), which computes the abundance
of the chemical species using the disk physical structure pro-
vided by the previous disk physics module. DiskCheF also uses
the radiative transfer modeling tool maps.RadMCBase to pro-
duce channel and moment maps (maps . RadMCRT) and dust con-
tinuum emission maps (maps . RadMCRTImage), and to calculate
the disk temperature (maps .RadMCTherm). The workflow of the
DiskCheF modeling is shown in Figll] In the next sections,
we describe in more detail the individual models implemented
within the DiskCheF framework to fit the CO data.

3.1. Disk physical model

To model the disk’s physical and thermal structure, we adopted
the [Lynden-Bell & Pringle| (1974) prescription. This model is
implemented in the physics.WB100auWithSmoothInnerGap
module. In this model, the radial surface density distribution of
the gas is given by the Lynden-Bell & Pringle self-similar profile
with a smooth inner gap:

-y 2-y y-2
X(r) =2 (L) exp [— (L) ] exp [— (L) ], (1)
Te re Tin
with
M is in St
S0 =(2-7) 5 55 exp (;—) : b)

where vy is the tapering factor, r. the tapering radius, r;, the
inner disk radius, and M ;. the total disk mass. The vertical pro-
file is given by integrating the vertical hydrostatic equilibrium
equation:

dlnp 3 GMgy, z (,umH) . olnT
oz |\2+20?)\ kT dz |
The midplane and atmosphere temperature of a disk is given
by the radial power law distribution:

3

r —Ymid/atm 4
100 au ) ’ @)

with Tonigjam, 100 being the temperature at a radius of 100 au
and Giq/am the exponent of the distribution. The value of the
temperature exponent has been measured from the CO data for
disks in the Taurus region, and it is usually assumed that a slope
of 0.55 for both the midplane and atmosphere temperature pro-
file provides a good representation of the outer disk temperature
distribution (Williams & Best|2014). The transition between the
atmosphere and midplane temperature is parameterized with a
sine function:

Toiajaim = Tmidjam, 100 (

26
Tmid + (Tatm - Tmid) [Sin (zﬂ_zzq)] if z< 2q>
Tatm

where ¢ describes the steepness of the profile and z, is the
height over the disk atmosphere where the disk reaches the at-
mospheric temperature. |Williams & Best| (2014) explored the
impact of these parameters and found that these parameters do
not significantly affect the line luminosity. In the literature it is
usually assumed that 6 = 2 and z, = 4 H,,, where H,, is the pres-
sure scale height:

K Tyia 1°
G M.s‘rar Hmyg ’

where « is the Boltzmann constant, G the gravitational con-
stant, 4 = 2.3 the mean molecular weight of the gas, and my the
mass of atomic hydrogen. Moreover, the typical interstellar radi-
ation field in star-forming regions prevents the disk from reach-
ing unrealistically low temperatures. Following the prescription
in (Tazzari et al.| (2021)), we set a threshold of T s, = 7 K, and
we used an effective temperature of

&)

Twp(r,z) =
ifz>z,

Hp = (6)

4 _ i 4
T" =Tyg+ Ty

(N
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Fig. 1. Outline of the steps in a

DiskCheF model. For each step, we
indicate which template can be used
to create a new custom model.

physics.Physics . chemistry.Chemistry maps.RadMCBase
Fitter Synthetic visibilities
fitting. Fitter uv.UVFits
J

Table 1. Stellar and disk properties, adapted from Semenov et al.|(2024)), where further details on the sources can be found.

Source  dist. M, Terr logLy/Lo PA incl. R,

[pcl Mol  [KI [deg] [deg] [au]
CI Tau 159 1.0 4277 -0.09 282 473 518
CY Tau 129 0.5 3560 -0.61 64.5 27.1 251
DL Tau 159 1.1 4277 -0.19 320.3 42 621
DM Tau 145 0.5 3720 -0.82 659 -34.8 781
DN Tau 128 0.7 3806 -0.16 171.3  35.1 287
1Q Tau 131 0.6 3690 -0.67 311.6  60.6 212

3.2. Chemical model

The main goal of DiskCheF is to fit disk models to the multi-line
and/or multi-species interferometric data. When the data are gas
emission lines, we need a chemical model that is fast enough yet
feasible enough to be part of a fitting routine. A typical simpli-
fied network for the chemical evolution of a protoplanetary disk
runs for a few seconds on a single CPU. However, we discussed
in Sec[T] that we have to account for all of the processes affect-
ing CO abundances, such as self-shielding or photodissociation.
The neglect of these processes can underestimate the disk mass
by one or two orders of magnitude. Therefore, to fit the CO line
emission, we need a more robust chemical network. The compu-
tational time for such networks ranges from tens of minutes to
days per disk model. Since our fitting routine computes on the
order of 10° disk models to converge to a best-fit model, it adds
up to unfeasible computational times.

One solution is to apply machine learning techniques to
the results of time-dependent chemical kinetics models. These
techniques find the correlation between the input and the out-
put of the networks and the smallest set of disk parameters
needed to predict chemical abundances without running the net-
work for each disk model.Our chemical predictions are based
on the results of the ANDES astrochemical model of a 2D az-
imuthally symmetric disk (Semenov & Wiebe|2011)), applying
the ALCHEMIC chemical code (Semenov et al. [2010). This
analysis was performed using the Python machine learning li-
brary Scikit-learn (Pedregosa et al.|2011). We employed the
KNeighborsRegressor estimator, which identifies the k near-
est data points in the input feature space and performs the in-
terpolation of the output feature values among them. The full
derivation of the correlation between the disk physical parame-
ters and the ANDES CO abundances, as well as the input pa-
rameters of the regressor, are described in detail in [Smirnov-
Pinchukov et al.| (2022). Isotopologue selective processes are not
included in the chemical network; therefore, we inferred the iso-
topologue abundances using the standard ISM abundance ratios,
CO/"*C0O=69 and C'*0=557 (Wilson/[1999).
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The full gas-grain chemical network includes about 650
species and 7000 reactions, including gas-phase and surface
two-body reactions, adsorption and desorption, photoreactions
and ionization/dissociation by X-ray, cosmic rays, short-lived ra-
dioactive nuclides, and reactive desorption. Following |[Eistrup,
et al. (2016), we adopted an icy molecular initial composition
based on the abundance of ice in prestellar cores (Oberg et al.
2011). We ran the time-dependent chemical evolution til the age
of 1 Myr. The disk physical structure was set through a stel-
lar mass, M,, a disk mass, Mg;s, and a disk tapering radius, r,.
These parameters define the distribution of densities, tempera-
tures, and the high-energy radiation field. The stellar mass also
governs the stellar temperature and luminosity, which were cal-
culated for the age of 1 Myr using the evolutionary model by
Yorke & Bodenheimer| (2008). The ionizing radiation field was
computed using the Bruderer et al.|(2009) X-ray prescription and
thePadovani et al.|(2018) cosmic ray prescription. The midplane
temperature was computed by integrating stellar and accretion
luminosities using a parametric approach, while the atmospheric
temperature was computed by solving the vertical UV radiation
transfer equation. These two temperatures were then connected
using Eq[3] as in (Williams & Best|2014). Iterative calculations
of density and temperature distributions were then conducted to
achieve a self-consistent solution, as has been outlined by (Mol-
yarova et al.|2017).

We created a population of synthetic disks with different M,
Myisk, Te, and stellar X-ray luminosity, Ly, to cover a wide range
of physical conditions typical for protoplanetary disks. Relying
on the observational constraints on disk structure, these parame-
ters were varied: M, = [0.3,2.5] My, Mgigc = [1073, 107" 1x M,
r. = [20,100] au, and Lx = [10%°,10%'] erg/s. These param-
eters were used to compute 540 synthetic disk models, where
each model is composed of 4 000 physical cells. This amounts
to 2160000 data points, which took about one year of single
CPU run time.

The performance of the machine learning chemical predic-
tions is shown in Fig[3|for the gas phase CO abundance, adapted
from [Smirnov-Pinchukov et al.| (2022)). The fitting procedure
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Fig. 2. Moment zero maps of the CO, *CO and C'®0 (2-1) emission for the disks chosen for the DiskCheF fitting.

successfully reproduces the chemical model predictions, demon-
strating minimal systematic errors in panel (b) and scatter in
panel (c). A noticeable increase in scatter is observed within
a specific region of the parameter space, corresponding to the

radiation-sensitive transition zone between the atmosphere and

|
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the other disk regions in the low-density area. This region consti-
tutes only a marginal portion of the total CO inventory, and our
conclusions remain unaffected by the scatter in CO abundance
predictions within this particular disk region.



A&A proofs: manuscript no.

2.0
. co'
14 A _5 4 1.5
$ 1.0
12 A 1
o -6 r0.5
5 101 1 itfle bi L 0.0
< Little bias, -
o -7 below.chemistry
2 g/ ] ungertainty L —0.5
6 Atmosphere -8 ] -0
’ =15
44 B d
v ’ v 3 - r . -2.0
1.0 1.5 2.0 1.0 1.5 2.0
logT,K logT, K

aanda

2.00

10°
1.75
1.50 3
No data -
'
1.25
1.00
0.75

0.50

0.25

0.00 T T T

15 2.0

logT,K

1.0

Fig. 3. Performance of ML-accelerated chemistry predictions for CO, adapted from |Smirnov-Pinchukov et al.|(2022). (a): Mean log10 predicted
relative abundance as a function of local temperature, gas density, and ionization rate. Darker areas correspond to larger relative (to H atoms)
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density. Gray areas correspond to an unbiased fit. (c): Standard deviation between the predicted values and test set data, in dex (std, dex). (d):
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are described in panel (a).

The main result of the machine learning analysis of this pre-
computed disk physical-chemical grid is that the disk CO abun-
dances are mainly determined by the local density and temper-
ature of the gas. Further parameters, such as the ionizing and
UV radiation, increase the quality of the predictions but are a
minor correction to the abundances predicted by the gas den-
sity and temperature alone. While the impinging FUV radiation
does play a role in the chemical evolution, we found that the ef-
fect of the local UV field is correlated with the effect of the gas
density and temperature. For instance, UV radiation is stronger
in the atmosphere, where the gas density is lower and its tem-
perature higher; hence, the CO abundance in this UV-irradiated
region can be correctly predicted using the local low gas density
and high temperature. In the DiskCheF framework, we used the
same prescription for the X-ray and cosmic ray radiation part
of the physics.PhysicsBase object and the CO abundances
were predicted from the gas density, gas temperature, and ioniz-
ing radiation by the chemistry.SciKitChemistry object.

3.3. Fitting the interferometric line data

Once we had a physical and chemical disk model, we used
RADMC3D to calculate the line radiative transfer of the ob-
served CO isotopologue lines and produce channel maps of these
lines with the same spatial and spectral resolution as in the
PRODIGE data. However, an interferometer like NOEMA does
not produce an image of the source emission, but measures its
visibilities, the complex values of its Fourier transform. There
are two ways to compare the model channel maps to the data,
either by working in the image plane by converting the observed
visibilities to an image or by computing the synthetic visibilities
of the model by knowing the antenna configuration of the in-
terferometer. While more intuitive, working on the image plane
requires several assumptions about the source, and there is no
unique way to derive an image from visibility data. This effect is
more severe with less sampling of the source visibilities. While
NOEMA has a great spectral resolution ideal for deep molecu-
lar line surveys, it is more limited in the visibility sampling than
ALMA with its > 50 antennas.

The second approach is to directly operate in the uv-visibility
plane, which represents the real instrument data, by taking the
spectral resolution, sensitivity, and antenna configuration into
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account. This provides a more robust comparison with the data,
but if used in a fitting algorithm requires the computation of syn-
thetic visibilities at each likelihood evaluation. For this purpose,
we used the GALARIO Python library (Tazzari et al.|2018)), a com-
putationally efficient tool for the generation of synthetic visibil-
ities. In DiskCheF, the object uv.UVFits can be used to read,
analyze, and visualize visibility data, including computing the
x* of visibility data to a channel map using GALARIO routines
(uv.UVFits.chi2_withQ)).

With this likelihood evaluation, we could now fit the model
to the observations. We adopted the nested sampling Monte
Carlo algorithm MLFriends (Buchner| [2016| [2019), using the
UltraNestﬂ package (Buchner| 2021). This package provides
computationally efficient and optimized MPI-cluster tools to find
and analyze the posterior probability distribution of the model
parameters. This allowed us to find more reliable results than
traditional Markov chain Monte Carlo methods with a reason-
able amount of computational resources. To fit the PRODIGE
data, we deployed 2560 logical CPUs, corresponding to about
5 x 10° likelihood evaluations within 24 hours of computational
time. The disk model that we employed in this first application
of DiskCheF has only five free parameters: the total disk mass,
Misk, and the tapering radius, r., from Eqm and the midplane
and atmosphere temperatures, Tyiq/am,100, from Eq@ The disk
model is not that strongly dependent on the other parameters
mentioned in Sec[3] and we kept them fixed to the values sum-
marized in|Semenov et al.|(2024).

4. Results

The mass distribution is the most important result of our analy-
sis for planet formation studies. The total disk gas mass can only
be traced by optically thin emission. While '>CO (2-1) emission
is optically thick, and hence can only provide information about
the gas temperature at its emission surface, the more optically
thin 3CO and C'80 (2-1) lines can be used to constrain the disk
gas mass (Dartois et al.|2003). To analyze the result of our fit-
ting, we first present the best-fit model for the DM Tau disk. The
data quality of this disk is the highest in our sample since it is
the largest and brightest one, and we can use this disk to assess
the feasibility and goodness of our best-fit model. In Fig[4] we

2 https://johannesbuchner.github.io/UltraNest/
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show the best-fit physical and chemical model for DM Tau. This
figure shows how the ML-based chemical model correctly cap-
tures the CO freeze-out from the gas phase at low temperatures
in the outer midplane, as well as the CO photodissociation in
the disk atmosphere. In Fig[5| the surface density and midplane
temperature profiles of our best-fit models are shown.

HD- or CO-based mass estimates can be poorly constrained
due to the uncertainties in the underlying gas thermal structure.
However, our approach of fitting at the same time optically thin
and optically thick CO isotopologue lines allows us to constrain
both the disk mass and temperature distribution, leading to more
reliable mass estimates. |Law et al. (202 1)) found that the temper-
ature profiles of the disks in the MAPS sample follow the power
law in Eq[4]outside the 100-150 au radius, but have a flatter pro-
file in the inner disk. Thus, two power law profiles would provide
a better fit for the high-resolution ALMA MAPS data.

However, the spatial resolution in our sample is about the
size of the inner disk, and we cannot properly constrain the tem-
perature profile in this region. Therefore, we assume a single
power law distribution for the whole disk structure. We demon-
strate the effect of this assumption on the DM Tau disk. In Fig[6]
we show the comparison of the best-fit model and the data in the
CO (2-1) isotopologue channel maps, while in Fig[7] the model-
data residuals are shown. The residuals are larger in the inner
disk, where the model underestimates the gas brightness temper-
ature by about 2 K, and where the CO emission becomes opti-
cally thick, and hence more sensitive to the gas temperature than
the gas density. However, the mass distribution is not affected
by this assumption, since it is more strongly constrained by the
outer disk emission, and thus we still get a reliable gas mass es-
timate.

The CO (2-1) line intensity of the output images is strongly
affected by the disk temperature profile. Moreover, changes in
the disk mass do affect the shape of the CO (2-1) emission lines
as well, since the higher disk mass changes the Keplerian veloc-
ity profile of the CO gas. Indeed, in more massive disks there
is more mass at higher heights over the midplane, and the re-
sulting projection of the Keplerian velocity profile is noticeably
different. The *CO (2-1) data, on the other hand, are more sen-
sitive to the mass distribution than the gas temperature, as we
would expect from this (partly) optically thin emission. There-
fore, '3CO (2-1) data provide a more reliable disk gas mass esti-
mate when fitted together with the '2CO (2-1) emission probing
mainly the disk thermal structure. The C'30 (2-1) images fol-
low the same trend as the 2CO images but, being much fainter,
this line is not always detected with a good-enough signal-to-
noise ratio to provide additional good constraints on the disk gas
mass.

Another parameter affecting the results of the DiskCHeF fit-
ting is the depletion of CO. Our predictions are based on the re-
sults of the gas-grain ANDES2 chemical model, which does not
include isotopologue-selective CO photodissociation processes
(e.g., [Visser et al|[2009). This may lead to an underestimation
of the disk masses probed via the minor CO isotopologue lines,
and our estimates could be a lower limit (Miotello et al.|[2014,
2016). This is a feature of the machine learning method adopted
to speed up chemical modeling, as the ML-chemistry results in-
herit the same limitations that the chemical model used to pro-
duce the training data. The machine learning-accelerated chem-
istry based on the ANDES2 model made it possible for us to
add a complex gas-grain chemical kinetics model into our fitting
algorithm, instead of adopting a parameterized chemical model
(Williams & Best|[2014) or a reduced CO network (Deng et al.
2023). One of the main results of this paper is the application

of the fast machine learning method to accelerate calculations of
molecular abundances, which can be easily implemented within
the flexible DiskCheF framework, using other, disk chemical ki-
netics models such as DALI or ProDiMo.

We expect the CO (2-1) emission to be in the local thermo-
dynamical equilibrium (LTE) with the gas at the disk densities
and temperatures from which it is emitted. The best-fit DM Tau
model has CO (2-1) brightness temperatures matching the ther-
mal profile of the underlying best-fit model, with a peak bright-
ness temperature over the beam-emitting area of 17 K. In the
other disks, the peak brightness temperature over the beam area
ranges from 11 K in IQ Tau to 20 K in CI Tau. On the other
hand, the '*CO and C'80 (2-1) emissions are optically thin, with
a ratio of '*CO-to-C'30 emission equal to the isotopologue ra-
tio (about 7.3). However, in the inner disk of the more massive
disks, the emission ratio falls below the isotopologue ratio (about
five in the most massive disk, DM Tau). This is an indication that
the '3CO emission becomes partially optically thick in the inner
disk as well (smaller than our beam size, about 100 au). The
C'30 emission remains optically thin at our spatial resolution,
and our mass estimate of 0.04 M, is not affected by this opacity
effect.

4.1. Foreground cloud absorption

The optically thick CO emission observed in CI, CY, DG, and
DL Tau is affected by foreground absorption within the veloc-
ity channel range of approximately 4 to 6 km/s. Given that these
disks exhibit a local standard of rest (LSR) velocity of around
6 km/s, the foreground cloud impacts the gas signature in the
outer disk as it obscures the red-shifted emission from the Kep-
lerian disk. This obstruction results in the asymmetrical features
evident in the moment zero maps presented in Fig[2}

To find the best fit in this case, we excluded these chan-
nels from our likelihood estimate. In doing so, we emphasize
the inner disk emission in determining the best-fit model. This
choice is made with consideration of the discussion in Section
[.2] where we acknowledge that the inner and outer disk struc-
tures can significantly differ, particularly in cases involving a
flared outer disk structure. This discrepancy introduces uncer-
tainty into the mass estimation for these partially obscured disks
when using optically thin isotopologues. This is because the tem-
perature in the outer disk is deduced from the inner disk struc-
ture, and the mass estimate from optically thin CO isotopologues
is temperature-dependent.

4.2. Disk vertical structure

The disk physical model used to fit the data, described in Sec[3.1]
reconstructs the gas vertical distribution assuming hydrostatic
equilibrium. However, recent studies have shown how the gas
emission layer may differ from the one determined by the hy-
drostatic equilibrium. [Law et al.| (2021) found that the flaring
indices of the CO emission surfaces for the disk in the MAPS
sample can be larger than the one coming from hydrostatic equi-
librium by a factor of a few. This effect was previously studied
in the case of IM Lup, a particularly large and flared disk (Pinte
et al.|[2018}; [Franceschi et al./[2023)). Similar results have been
found for the largest disk in our sample, DM Tau (Dartois et al.
2003). The shape of the emitting region of CO isotopologues is
determined by the stellar irradiation, rather than the disk scale
height, tracing the surface of optical depth 7 ~ % — 1 with respect
to the stellar irradiation, and this can affect our temperature es-
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Fig. 4. Best-fit physical and chemical model for DM Tau: (top left) gas volume density distribution, (top right) CO to H, number density ratio,
(bottom left) gas temperature distribution, and (bottom right) CO isotopologues volume density distribution.

Table 2. Best fit of the disk physical parameters, compared with the mass estimates from other methodologies, as is discussed in the text.

Source  re Tam100  Tmia 100 M gk Mgyt x 1001 M 5‘2/)3
[au]  [K] K] [102x Ml | [102x Mo]  [10°2x M,]

CI Tau 150 35 32 2.0 1.6 0.3

CY Tau 40 22 18 1.8 1.9 0.1

DL Tau 125 24 20 2.5 2.5 0.005
DM Tau 200 31 21 4.0 2.5 0.09
DN Tau 40 27 20 2.0 1.3 -

1Q Tau 50 27 19 0.5 09 0.007

References. (1)Guilloteau et al.| (2011} [2016); [Giidel et al.| (2018), (2)[Williams & Best| (2014)
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Fig. 5. Best-fit column density and midplane temperature profiles for the disks in the PRODIGE sample.

timate. Our best-fit model in hydrostatic equilibrium effectively
reproduces the observational data for all the disks in our survey.
However, a more sophisticated physical model may be neces-
sary to study the disk structure in more detail, such as trying to
model other molecules or by including dust continuum emission
data into the fitting.

4.3. Temperature profiles

In our initial modeling attempts, we introduced two additional
fitting parameters: the exponent governing the midplane and at-
mospheric temperature distributions, denoted as giq/amm n Eq@
However, our fitting algorithm revealed a complete degeneracy
between T,y and g, as well as between Ty, and g,,q. This
can be attributed to the fact that the observed flux arises from
the integrated emission along the line of sight, rendering no for-
mal distinction between the emission originating from a cold
midplane and a warm atmosphere, or a warmer midplane and
a colder atmosphere in the model and, hence, in our channel
map data. This degeneracy could potentially be resolved through
either higher-angular-resolution data, enabling precise measure-
ments of the height of the emitting surface for each velocity
channel, as has been suggested by previous studies (e.g., Dulle-
mond et al.|2020; Law et al.|2021)), or by adopting a more real-
istic underlying disk physical model.

We have adopted a commonly employed assumption in the
literature and set the temperature exponent, ¢uiq/am. to a fixed
value of 0.55. Protoplanetary disks, such as those found in the
PRODIGE sample and characterized by the absence of severe
substructures or transient accretion outburst phenomena, gener-
ally exhibit temperature slopes in the range of 0.4 to 0.6 (Dutrey
et al.|[2014} [Law et al.|2021; Zhang et al.|2021a; [Miotello et al.
2022). Given the relatively limited variation in temperature slope
and our moderate angular resolution, minor adjustments to the
temperature profile are unlikely to significantly impact our best-
fit results.

4.4. Disk masses

The emission of CO isotopologues combined with the results of
the ALCHEMIC chemical code allows us to derive the total disk

masses. The estimates of the disk gas masses are summarized
in Tab[2] along with previous dust-based estimates. Generally,
the masses obtained from our methodology align with the dust
masses derived from continuum emissions, assuming a dust-to-
gas ratio of 100, as was measured in |Guilloteau et al.| (2011}
2016); |Giidel et al.| (2018)). Notably, exceptions are observed in
the cases of DM Tau and DN Tau, where our mass estimates are
about twice the values derived from dust emissions.

Several disks in our sample have mass estimates derived
from alternative methodologies. For instance, [McClure et al.
(2016) computed a mass range of [1.0 — 4.7] x 10~°M,, for the
DM Tau disk based on HD emission, in accord with our esti-
mate of 4.0 X 10>Mg. Another independent measurement for
the CY Tau disk mass was provided by [Powell et al.| (2019),
which relates the size of the large grain-emitting region to the
total gas mass of the disk. Their estimation of a substantial disk
mass, 0.1 Mg, approximately 20% of the host star mass, con-
trasts with our estimate, which is approximately five times lower.
This discrepancy can be explained by [Franceschi et al.[ (2022):
the method used by [Powell et al.| (2019) tends to overestimate
the disk mass by up to one order of magnitude, justifying the
divergence from our results.

The disks in our sample (except for DN Tau) have been pre-
viously characterized for their CO isotopologues emissions us-
ing a parametric model for the CO abundance by Williams &
Best (2014). These mass estimates are also reported in Tab@
These values are approximately one order of magnitude lower
than our measurements, indicating a gas-to-dust ratio close to
ten. One plausible explanation for this disparity is the assump-
tion made by |Williams & Best| (2014) that the CO abundance
in the warm molecular layer is equivalent to that in the ISM
(xco = 107*). However, processes such as the conversion of CO
to CO;,, ice chemistry driven by ultraviolet (UV) radiation, dust
evolution and vertical transport, and isotope-selective photodis-
sociation can lower the gas-phase CO abundances in disks con-
siderably (e.g., Trapman et al.[2021;|Zhang et al.[2021b; [Furuya
et al.|[2022a; Terwisscha van Scheltinga et al.|[2022} Van Clep-
per et al.[2022), leading to a higher total mass estimate from the
same observed CO isotopologue emissions.

In the case of the DM Tau disk, Williams & Best (2014)
infer a higher gas-to-dust ratio of 60 and a disk gas mass of
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Fig. 6. Comparison between the best-fit model and the observations of DM Tau for the CO, '*CO, and C'®0 isotopologue emission.
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Fig. 7. Residuals of the DM Tau best-fit model for the CO, *CO, and

C'30 isotopologue emission.

0.9x 1072 My, aligning their measurement more closely (approx-
imately 25%) with our estimate and consistent with the lower
edge of the mass range inferred from HD emission (McClure
et al|2016). This observation suggests that CO destruction pro-
cesses are less pronounced in the bulk of the DM Tau structure.
Indeed, our model indicates that this disk is warm, reducing the
amount of CO depleted from the gas phase by freeze-out, and
massive, increasing the amount of CO molecules surviving pho-
todissociation through self-shielding. These effects converge to
bring the CO abundance closer to the ISM value, thereby mit-
igating the disparity between our results and the mass estimate
by [Williams & Best|(2014).

Indeed, (Trapman et al.|2022) used thermochemical models
to contain the CO abundance in the gas phase in the DM Tau,
finding that xco = [0.23 — 1.3] x 107*, supporting our argument
that CO abundance in the gas phase is not much lower than its
ISM value. Using this xco estimate, [Trapman et al.| (2022) find
that the total mass of the DM Tau falls between [3.1 — 9.6] x
1072 My, in agreement with our estimate of 4.0 x 10~2M,. Our
results for DM Tau then align with both HD-based mass mea-
surements and CO depletion studies based on thermochemical
models, proving the robustness of our methodology for this par-
ticular source. This suggests that our findings are likely reliable
for other sources as well, although additional independent mass
measurements for the remaining sources in our sample would
further demonstrate the robustness of our method.

5. Discussion

We employed our DiskCheF fitting model to analyze the disks
within our sample, systematically evaluating the fidelity of our
best-fit models in replicating the observed data. A comprehen-
sive model-data comparison for all sources is presented in the
appendix for brevity, while an overview of the derived best-fit
disk physical parameters is presented in Table 2] It is worth not-
ing that the mass estimates of our best-fit models are contin-
gent upon both the luminosity of the CO emission and its kine-
matic properties, which collectively define the morphology of
the emission across each velocity channel. The fitting of individ-
ual velocity channels consequently provides robust constraints
on the disk masses.

A limitation shared by all our best-fit models pertains to the
brightness of the CO isotopologues within the initial few tens
of au in the inner disk. This luminosity is consistently brighter
than what is observed in the data. This discrepancy can be at-
tributed to the assumed power-law prescription for the tempera-
ture distribution. As is discussed in Sec[4.3] this particular tem-
perature distribution tends to overestimate temperatures within
the inner disk, thereby leading to elevated residuals in this re-
gion. Nevertheless, most of the disk mass is found in the outer
disk, and this discrepancy does not significantly affect our mass
estimation.

Our estimates of disk mass align well with previously re-
ported values found in the literature, summarized in Tabm,
which are derived from dust emission analyses. An outlier is the
DM Tau disk, which is the most massive source in the sample
and much more radially extended even when compared to the
DL Tau disk, which shares a similar mass. Disks with these char-
acteristics are subjected to more rapid dust evolution processes.
Consequently, they tend to exhibit higher dust-to-gas ratios than
the commonly assumed value of 100, which is employed to es-
timate disk masses in Tab1e|I| (e.g.,[Franceschi et al.[2023). This
heightened dust-to-gas ratio justifies why our model mass esti-
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mate is double the value of the dust-based mass estimate from
TablTl

Our best-fit models effectively reproduce the observed emis-
sion within each channel map, reproducing both the CO line
brightness and spatial distribution. The CI Tau, CY Tau, and
DL Tau disks are, however, a notable exception. In these particu-
lar sources, our models reproduce well the observed '2CO (2-1)
emission, not the observed optically thin minor CO isotopologue
emission lines. This discrepancy does not originate from a wrong
disk mass estimate, as modifying the mass would change the
kinematic gas distribution, which, in contrast, is well matched
by our models. This deviation is also not a consequence of
temperature-related effects. Raising the atmospheric tempera-
ture, for instance, would result in an overly intense CO emission,
while increasing the midplane temperature would lead to a simi-
lar outcome for the C'0 emission. The only plausible explana-
tion for this behavior, where optimizing the fit for one isotopo-
logue negatively impacts the fit for another, is the assumption of
an incorrect isotopologue ratio.

Our fitting routine, based on assumed CO isotopologue ra-
tios for these sources, boosts the '*CO line by increasing its
temperature, and since this isotopologue is more optically thin
than CO, it is more sensitive to the midplane temperature, which
is increased to values similar to the disk atmospheric temper-
ature. The disk atmosphere is usually warmer by 10-20 K in
the outer, > 100 — 200 au T Tau disks, and the anomaly in the
temperature profile can be used as a signature of a wrongly as-
sumed '>CO/"3CO isotopologue ratio. Indeed, in the instance of
the CI Tau disk, we refined our model fit to the observational
data by increasing the '*CO isotopologue ratio by a factor of
five compared to the '3C/!'>C ratio. Simultaneously, we adjusted
the C'80 abundance, reducing it by a factor of three in relation
to the '30/'°0 ratio. In the case of the CY Tau and DL Tau disks,
we find that optimizing the '3CO isotopologue ratio by doubling
it and adjusting the C'30 isotopologue ratio by halving it yields
a superior alignment with the data.

It is crucial to highlight that our approach does not rely solely
on the isotopologue brightness profile to constrain the disk mass.
Instead, it also considers their spatial distribution across each
velocity channel, determined by the gas kinematic structure. The
gas kinematics depend upon the disk mass, influencing both the
brightness of the optically thin isotopologues and their spatial
distribution.

According to our model, a correct prediction of the gas kine-
matic structure with an inaccurate optically thin isotopologue
emission with respect to the observations is more plausible than
a model with the wrong kinematic structure and accurate op-
tically thin isotopologue emission. Therefore, the isotopologue
ratios primarily impact the gas temperature estimate rather than
the already constrained disk mass determined by gas kinemat-
ics. Consequently, adjustments to the isotopologue abundances
do not significantly impact our overall mass estimates.

We stress that these estimates of the CO isotopologue ratios
do not stem from our fitting algorithm, as the depletion factor
is a degenerate parameter with the gas density and temperature.
To obtain more feasible fits to the CO disk data with DiskCheF
model, it is imperative to train the ML algorithm using a chem-
ical network that accounts for '*C and '3O-fractionation and
isotope-selective photodissociation, following the methodology
described in this work.

It is interesting to note that previous modeling studies fo-
cused on fitting the observed CO emission in disks have also
inferred lower '2CO/!3CO ratios of ~ 20 — 40 than the local ISM
12¢/13C isotopic ratio of about 69 (for a recent comprehensive re-
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view, see Nomura et al.|2023). Using the Plateau de Bure multi-
line, CO isotopologue observations, |Piétu et al.| (2007) have de-
rived the '2CO/'3CO ratio of ~ 20 in the cold outer DM Tau
T Tauri disk. Recently, Yoshida et al.[(2022) have also derived a
similar '2CO/!3CO ratio of ~ 20 in the outer T Tauri disk around
TW Hya, while in the inner, ~ 20 au region of the TW Hya
disk this '2CO/'3CO ratio seems to be higher, ~ 40 (Zhang et al.
2017). Furthermore, the H'3CO*/HC!80* ratio of ~ 8 has been
measured in the TW Hya disk by |[Furuya et al.| (2022b)), which
coincides with the local ISM value within the uncertainties.

The reason why the '?CO/'3CO ratio measured in the T Tauri
disks could be lower than the local ISM value is carbon fraction-
ation in the cold, ~ 20 — 25 K gas, typical for the outer regions
of these disks probed with CO rotational lines (e.g., (Woods &
Willacy|[2009b; Nomura et al.|2023). The key fractionation re-
action is PC* + 2CO — BCO + '2C* + AE, where ionized
atomic carbon is produced by the cosmic ray ionization and the
energy barrier, AE, is about 35 K. The forward pathway of this
reaction is more efficient than the backward route in the gas with
T < 20— 30 K, which corresponds to the outer, > 50 — 100 au
regions of T Tauri disks (the densest, bottom part of the outer,
r 2 100 au molecular layer). Indeed, in the theoretical mod-
eling of Woods & Willacy| (2009a), it has been found that the
12CO/13CO ratio could become as low as about 25 in a T Tauri
disk due to this process. More detailed studies of carbon frac-
tionation in a statistically significant sample of disks are needed
to further understand the efficiency of this fractionation and the
magnitude of its impact on the observed '?CO/'3CO ratios and,
hence, disk gas mass estimates using the CO disk emission.

6. Conclusions

The gas mass of a protoplanetary disk is an important but chal-
lenging quantity to measure. The CO emission remains the most
reliable gas tracer, but CO-based mass estimates rely on the as-
sumed gas temperature distribution and disk chemistry. A com-
bination of optically thin and optically thick emission lines, how-
ever, can solve the degeneracy between the temperature and the
abundance of CO isotopologues emission, with the help of chem-
ical models. In this work, we propose a machine learning-based
chemical model to predict a disk chemical composition from
its physical structure without the need to run a chemical net-
work. This makes it possible to reproduce observations of line
emission through theoretical models using a fitting algorithm,
which would otherwise require unreasonable computational re-
sources. We tested the applicability of this method using the CO
isotopologue emission data from the PRODIGE program on the
NOEMA instrument. This data consists of CO, '*CO, and C'*0
isotopologue emission from six Class II protoplanetary disks
from the Taurus region. Our findings can be summarized as:

— The combination of optically thin and optically thick CO iso-
topologue emission, combined with the kinematic gas distri-
bution in each velocity channel, can properly constrain the
disk physical structure and is in good agreement with previ-
ous dust-based mass estimates. This approach gives tighter
constraints on the disk’s thermal structure and provides a
more reliable mass estimate.

— There is evidence that the emission surface of optically thick
lines does not trace the gas pressure scale height, especially
for a large disk with evidence of a flared structure, such as
DM Tau. The vertical gas structure could not be in hydro-
static equilibrium in the inner disk, making it challenging to
reproduce the inner and outer disk emission with a single
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temperature profile. However, most of the disk mass is found
in the outer disk, and this effect does not significantly affect
our mass estimates.

— The cloud absorption obscures the optically thick emission
in the channels close to the rest frequency for a few disks
in our sample. These channels show the emission coming
from the outer regions of the disk and give us information
on the temperature structure. For these obscured disks, the
temperature structure is constrained only by the inner disk
emission, which could have a different profile than the outer
disk. In a particularly flared structure, the difference between
the inner and outer disk structures adds to the uncertainty of
the mass estimate.

— In some sources, the CO isotopologue abundances are deter-
mined by isotopologue-selective processes. In these sources,
the mass is still well constrained by the gas kinematic struc-
ture, but the temperature profile is offset to boost the emis-
sion of under-abundant isotopologues, and we get a worse fit
to the data. By changing the isotopologues ratios, we get a
better fit to the data, allowing us to estimate the isotopologue
abundances in these sources.
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Appendix A: Model-data comparison and residual channel map

Cl Tau, CO model Cl Tau, CO data
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Fig. A.1. Comparison between the best-fit model and the observation of CI Tau for the CO, '3CO, and C'#0 isotopologue emission.
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Fig. A.3. Comparison between the best-fit model and the observation of CY Tau for the CO, '*CO, and C'*O isotopologue emission.
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Fig. A.4. Residuals of CY Tau best-fit model for the CO, '*CO, and C'®0 isotopologue emission.
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Fig. A.5. Comparison between the best-fit model and the observation of DL Tau for the CO, '*CO, and C'®0 isotopologue emission.
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Fig. A.7. Comparison between the best-fit model and the observation of DM Tau for the CO,

13CO, and C'®0 isotopologue emission.
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Fig. A.8. Residuals of DM Tau best-fit model for the CO, *CO, and C'®0 isotopologue emission.
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Fig. A.9. Comparison between the best-fit model and the observation of DN Tau for the CO, *CO, and C'®0 isotopologue emission.
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Fig. A.10. Residuals of DN Tau best-fit model for the CO, '*CO, and C'30 isotopologue emission.
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Fig. A.11. Comparison between the best-fit model and the observation of DM Tau for the CO,
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13CO, and C'®0 isotopologue emission.
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Fig. A.12. Residuals of IQ Tau best-fit model for the CO, '*CO, and C'3O isotopologue emission.
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