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ABSTRACT
Line locking (LL) of absorption line systems is a clear signature of the dynamical importance of radiation

pressure force in driving astrophysical flows, with recent findings suggesting that it may be common in quasars
exhibiting multiple intrinsic narrow absorption-line (NAL) systems. In this work we probe the phase space
conducive to LL and follow the detailed kinematics of those systems that may lock at the velocity separation of
the C IVλλ1548.19, 1550.77 doublet. We find that a small volume of the phase-phase admits LL, suggesting a
high-degree of fine-tuning between the physical properties of locked systems. The stability of LL against quasar
luminosity variations is quantified with implications for the long-term variability amplitude of quasars and the
velocity-separation statistic between multiple NAL systems. The high occurrence of LL by the CIV doublet
implies that the hidden extreme-UV emission from quasars is unlikely to be significantly under-estimated by
current models. Further, the ratio of the LL velocity to the outflow velocity may serve as a powerful constraint
on the composition of the accelerating medium. We conclude that LL poses significant challenges to current
theories for the formation of non-intervening NAL systems, and speculate that it may be a manifestation of
expanding circumstellar shells around asymptotic giant branch (AGB) stars in the quasar-host bulge.

Keywords: Galaxy winds — Photoionization — Quasars — Quasar absorption line spectroscopy — Radiative
transfer

1. INTRODUCTION

Gaseous outflows are ubiquitous in quasars, and are man-
ifested as blueshifted resonance-line absorption with respect
to the quasars’ restframe (Crenshaw et al. 2003; Vestergaard
2003; Ganguly & Brotherton 2008, see also Zakamska &
Greene 2014; Leung et al. 2019 for the detection of quasar
outflows in emission). These are commonly detected in the
rest UV through X-ray energies, and span a velocity range
of 103 − 105 km s−1 (Crenshaw et al. 2003; Kriss et al.
2018; Reeves et al. 2020). The outflow phenomenon is
intimately linked to the physics of quasars and the super-
massive black holes that power them (Brennan et al. 2018).
Further, absorption-line phenomenology implies significant
amounts of metal-rich material that is expelled from the com-
pact quasar environs, and may reach galactic and intergalac-
tic scales (Arav et al. 2018). As such, the study of quasar
outflows has implications for galaxy formation (Fabian 2012;
Fiore et al. 2017; Rose et al. 2018; Chen et al. 2022), and
the properties of the circum-/inter-galactic medium (Gaspari
et al. 2013; Kauffmann et al. 2017; Barai et al. 2018; Liu
et al. 2018).
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The phenomenology associated with quasar absorption
line systems is vast. Some systems appear narrow with veloc-
ity dispersions . 102 km s−1, and may consist of several dis-
tinct kinematic components (Culliton et al. 2019; Chen et al.
2019). Other systems exhibit broad (∼ 104 km s−1) absorp-
tion line (BAL) profiles, which may be broken into several
narrower kinematic components, but often have smoother
appearances (Rodrı́guez Hidalgo et al. 2013). For the lat-
ter type, the large velocity spread, the detection of partial-
coverage effects (implying small sizes with respect to the
background continuum emitting region), and the occasional
time-variability of the troughs (Gibson et al. 2010), im-
ply an association with the inner quasar engine. In con-
trast, several distinct origins exist for narrow absorption-
line (NAL) systems (Misawa et al. 2007; Chen et al. 2018):
some are associated with material dispersed over cosmolog-
ical scales, while others, particularly those with velocities
. 20, 000 km s−1 with respect to the quasar rest-frame, are
likely associated with the quasar and its host galaxy (Foltz
et al. 1986; Nestor et al. 2008), as is indeed supported by
time-variability (Narayanan et al. 2004; Wise et al. 2004;
Lu et al. 2018) and partial coverage effects (Crenshaw et al.
2003).
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The physics of quasar NAL outflows is poorly understood.
For some systems, especially in low-luminosity sources
where the gas outflows with velocities . 103 km s−1, it has
been suggested that the absorbers are cool condensations per-
haps embedded in a hot and compact, thermally expanding
wind (Chelouche & Netzer 2005). Another explanation asso-
ciates the outflowing gas with a more extended, dust-driven
medium (Williamson et al. 2020). For NAL systems ob-
served at higher velocities, it has been suggested that a fast
wind with a high kinetic energy can shock the ambient inter-
stellar medium, and push clouds to their observed velocities
(Faucher-Giguère et al. 2012; Waters et al. 2017; Zeilig-Hess
et al. 2020). Alternative explanations for high-velocity multi-
component absorption systems suggest a compact origin in
an accretion disk, whose emission drives a wind by means
of radiation pressure force, largely due to line and continuum
absorption (Kashi et al. 2013; Nomura et al. 2013; Higginbot-
tom et al. 2014; Quera-Bofarull et al. 2020). The latter sce-
nario is supported by the phenomenon of line locking (LL),
which is the focus of the present work. Some variants of
the aforementioned scenarios include also the effect of mag-
netic fields that can assist to launch the gas, collimate it, and
promote the survival of cool condensations against evapo-
ration and hydrodynamic instabilities (de Kool & Begelman
1995; Everett 2005, in the context of broad-line flows). Un-
derstanding which of the above mechanisms is relevant to
which type of NAL systems has significant implications for
feedback and accretion-disk science (Laha et al. 2021, and
references therein).

The paper is organized as follows: in §2 we outline the
properties and physics of line-locked systems. The steady-
state conditions conducive to line-locking are explored in §3.
The kinematics of line-locked systems are further explored
in §4, and further constraints on the available phase-space
for line-locking are outlined. The discussion follows in §5,
where the implications of our results for outflow models are
provided. A summary is provided in §6.

2. LINE-LOCKING

Line-locking (LL) is a term describing a state in which the
observed velocity difference between distinct kinematic ab-
sorption components along our sightline equals the velocity-
separation of known atomic transitions (Fig. 1). For example,
Hamann et al. (2011) reported multiple NAL systems toward
a particular source, which are separated by the velocity dif-
ference of the C IV doublet (see also Lin & Lu 2020a,b; Lu
& Lin 2020). LL is perhaps the clearest manifestation of the
fact that radiative driving of gas is dynamically important in
the astrophysical context (Goldreich & Sargent 1976, and be-
low).

2.1. The phenomenology of LL NAL systems

The absorption spectra of quasars are usually complex,
with many NAL components present. Therefore, the de-
tection of LL was historically limited to a small num-
ber of sources and its reliability and interpretation were,
for many years, subject to much debate (Boroson et al.
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Figure 1. A model for line-locking wherein two clouds are exposed
to ionizing radiation from the left. The shielded cloud (cloud 2)
has a higher acceleration than the shielding cloud (cloud 1), and is
able to accelerate to higher velocities (compare the upper and lower
panels) until the absorption-line troughs overlap in velocity space,
its acceleration decreases to the point where the two clouds’ ac-
celerations are equal, and a line-locked position in acheived (lower
drawing).

1978; Sargent & Boroson 1977; Drew 1978; Perry et al.
1978). With the advance of large-scale high-resolution spec-
troscopy, many more LL systems were discovered (Tripp
et al. 1997; Srianand & Petitjean 2000; Srianand et al. 2002;
Simon & Hamann 2010; Ganguly et al. 2013; Chen et al.
2019), and it was concluded that a velocity separation of
' 500 km s−1, which corresponds to the doublet separation
of CIVλλ1548.19, 1550.77, is relatively common (Scargle
et al. 1970; Burbidge & Burbidge 1975). This was recently
confirmed for the quasar population as a whole (Bowler
et al. 2014; Lu & Lin 2019; Mas-Ribas 2019; Mas-Ribas &
Mauland 2019; Chen et al. 2021). Recently, statistical evi-
dence for LL due to the Si IVλλ 1393.76, 1402.77 doublet,
at a separation of ' 1900 km s−1, was also reported (Lu &
Lin 2019, see also Foltz et al. 1987; Srianand et al. 2002). LL
which corresponds to the velocity difference between other
transitions, such as O VI (Ganguly et al. 2003, 2013), N V
(Srianand et al. 2002; Ganguly et al. 2003; Veilleux et al.
2022), and O VI-to-Lyβ (Ganguly et al. 2013), has been
sporadically reported although it is not yet clear whether the
small number statistics results from poor spectral resolution
of large surveys, is due to chance coincidence in some stud-
ies, or results from a physical effect.

2.2. The physics of LL systems

The conditions for LL were first described by Milne (1926)
in the context of radiation pressure acceleration of atoms
in stars. Mushotzky et al. (1972) coined the term “line-
locking”, and applied it to radiatively accelerated gas in
quasars (see also Scargle 1973). A more complete treatment
of LL was outlined by Braun & Milgrom (1989), which we
now follow and extend.
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Consider two clouds that share the same sightline to a
source of radiation and are accelerating away from it1, with
one of the clouds (cloud 1) shadowing the other (cloud 2).
The shadow is wavelength dependent owing to the nature of
absorption line cross-sections. If cloud 2 has some contri-
bution to its total acceleration from a radiation pressure force
term, arad(λ), which is wavelength (i.e., velocity) dependent,
then line-locking will ensue provided

a
δvll
v

< a2 − a1 < δarad, (1)

where a1 is the radiative acceleration on cloud 1, a2 is the
radiative acceleration on cloud 2, v is the velocity of cloud
2 away from the source, and δvll is the difference in the ve-
locities of clouds 1 and 2 where line-locking occurs, which
is equivalent to the difference in wavelength between the ab-
sorption features of CIV. The term δarad is the difference
in the radiative acceleration between the state when cloud
2 is out of line-locked position (i.e., outside the shadow of
absorption-line troughs due to cloud 1) to when it is maxi-
mally shadowed by it, i.e., it is aligned in velocity space with
the center of the absorption-line trough due to cloud 1. In the
latter position, line-driving is reduced due to shadowing (i.e.,
δarad > 0). The inequality on the right-hand side of Eq. 1
means that the acceleration difference, a2 − a1, flips sign
between the shadowed and de-shadowed states so that the
system could relax to an intermediate state, where a2 = a1,
and a fixed velocity difference between the clouds, δv can be
maintained so that δv ' δvll, where the latter term is the LL
velocity, which is set by atomic physics.

The left-hand condition in Eq. 1 is set by the global kine-
matics of the outflow, whose outflow velocity v is the av-
erage velocity of the two clouds, and is given to within a
factor of order unity, by the ratio of the following dynamical
timescales: the time it takes for cloud 2 to develop a relative
velocity difference with respect to cloud 1, δvll/(a2 − a1),
and the outflow dynamical time, v/a, where a ≡ (a1+a2)/2
is the average acceleration of the outflow, which is well de-
fined for nearly co-spatial clouds of similar properties (see
below) for which (a2 − a1)/a � 1. For LL to be reached
for clouds whose initial velocity difference is � δvll, it is
required that (δvll/v)/(a/(a2 − a1)) < 1.

2.3. The properties of LL-NAL C IV systems

Reliable constraints on the physics of LL systems are
scant. In what follows we focus on the most com-
mon LL signatures in NAL systems that correspond to
a velocity separation of δvll ' 500 km s−1 due to the
CIVλλ1548.19, 1550.77. For a particular system (J 2123-
005), Hamann et al. (2011) concluded that the gas is highly
ionized, with O VI being the abundant ionization state of
oxygen, and implying an ionization parameter2, U . 1 for

1 LL can also occur between decelerating clouds; we do not consider such a
scenario in the present work.

2 The ionization parameter, U , is the ratio of the ionizing photon density to
the electron density in the medium.
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Figure 2. The relative contribution of the C IVλλ1548.19, 1550.77
doublet to the total radiation pressure force for a dusty medium.
Brighter shades mark regions in phase space where the contribution
is higher (see colorbar). Solid white lines mark iso-optical-depth
contours with the optical depth at line center denoted in logarithmic
units. The red solid (blue-dashed) curve marks the ridge in phase
space over which R is maximal when U (N ) is the independent
variable. The solid green point marks the deduced model parameters
from Hamann et al. (2011), while the empty green circle is a rough
conversion of their results for the column per thermal width.

a typical type-I quasar spectral energy distribution (SED),
with a gas column density of ∼ 1019 cm−2, and a slightly
above solar metalicity with Z ' 2Z� (Z� is the solar com-
position). These authors also concluded that partial cover-
age effects are important and may be transition-dependent.
This means that the clouds have sizes which are compara-
ble to, or smaller than those that characterize the continuum
emitting region in this source. For continuum emission orig-
inating from a standard accretion disk, the authors estimated
absorber scales of ∼ 0.01 pc or smaller. The detection of
variability in that system implied gas densities > 5000 cm−3

based on recombination-timescale arguments. An upper limit
on the density of ∼ 108 cm−3 was deduced from the lack of
discernible acceleration during the campaign (Hamann et al.
2011). The above constraints imply a length scale for the ab-
sorbing material along our sightline of 10−7−10−3 pc, which
when combined with partial coverage arguments, implies a
spray of many small spherical cloudlets or a highly flattened
sheet configuration for the outflow, with an aspect ratio of
10−5 − 10−1. That such small structures exist in quasar out-
flows has been proposed in the context of BAL flows (e.g.,
Hall et al. 2007). The location of the outflowing material is
rather poorly constrained but likely lies beyond the broad line
region (BLR) and within the host galaxy’s bulge.

Large statistical samples (Bowler et al. 2014) demon-
strated that there is dust associated with sightlines exhibit-
ing LL systems, which leads to finite reddening at the level
of E(B − V ) ' 0.005 mag per kinematic system. For dust
typical of the interstellar medium (ISM), this corresponds to
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Figure 3. The phase-space available for LL, as delineated byR with colored regions being characterized byR ≥ 1 values (see the colorbars for
color coding). Left: The allowed column-density phase-space under the assumption that the ionization parameter of the shielding cloud (cloud
1) is fixed. Several cases are depicted for different values of log(U2/U1), which are denoted next to each colored surface. Discontinuities in the
allowed phase space for a given log(U2/U1)-value is the result of finite grid resolution. Right: The allowed ionization-parameter phase-space
(colored regions) under the assumption that the column-density of the shielding cloud is fixed, and for several values of log(N2/N1), which are
denoted next to each curve. Overlaid in dotted lines are trajectories along which luminosity perturbations occur. The green diagonal crossing
the allowed phase-space for LL marks the median ionization parameter end-points, where LL models may be maintained (see §4.2).

AV ∼ 0.015 mag. If the gas composition of NAL absorbers
is comparable to that of the galactic ISM, then such extinc-
tion levels correspond to column densities of & 1019 cm−2

(Güver & Özel 2009), which are not too different from the
values reported by Hamann et al. (2011). These findings sup-
port an origin for the outflowing gas beyond the sublimation
radius, in agreement with findings of Hamann et al. (2011)
based on an independent line of arguments.

The data presented by Bowler et al. (2014) provide fur-
ther clues into the structure of the region that leads to multi-
component NAL absorption. After correcting for spurious
signals and the contribution of intervening systems, these
authors (see also Chen et al. 2021) find that the num-
ber of intrinsic NAL systems of a given multiplicity drops
rapidly with the number of components found, such that
the number of systems Ni of multiplicity i (after averag-
ing over the full velocity range), satisfies N1N3/N 2

2 '
0.8 ± 0.3, which is consistent with the independent occur-
rence of clouds along the sightlines. Put differently, the co-
herence length of the medium that leads to NALs appears to
be shorter than the physical separation between absorption
components. Whether this applies also for LL-NAL systems
is unclear although current statistics point to a & 50% of
multiple NALs, which are associated with the quasar being
line-locked (Bowler et al. 2014).

3. THE PHASE SPACE OF LL SYSTEMS

The problem of the coupled dynamics of LL systems de-
pends on the physical properties of each component, and
therefore spans a multidimensional phase space. To simplify
its treatment we first consider single cloud configurations,
which do not admit LL.

3.1. Single-cloud Configurations

Observations of LL systems imply that the
C IVλλ1548.19, 1550.77 contribution to the acceleration
of the clouds is dynamically important, and it is clear from
Eq. 1 that larger values of δarad are more conducive to
LL. Crudely, the observed visual extinctions (Bowler et al.
2014) imply that ∼ 1.5% of the total radiative momen-
tum carried by the quasar radiation field is deposited in
the gas by dust, which is the dominant opacity agent. For
saturated line-locked absorption, the total flux absorbed is
< δvll/c ∼ 0.15%. Therefore < 10% of the total radi-
ation pressure force may be deposited in the gas by the
line-locked transition. More accurate estimations require
detailed calculations that take into account the SED of the
quasar continuum and all opacity and scattering agents of the
accelerating gas, as we next outline.

Radiative acceleration is tightly linked to the composi-
tion of the accelerating medium, as well as to its ionization
and thermal state, and its column. Throughout this work
we assume isochoric clouds that are exposed to a typical
type-I quasar SED (Hamann et al. 2011). The gas compo-
sition is set to twice the solar metal-to-gas value with ISM-
like dust-to-metals ratio (Hamann et al. 2011; Bowler et al.
2014, but see Wu et al. (2010) for higher values in NAL
systems). Given the dilute nature of NALs with respect to
typical critical densities of important transitions, the ioniza-
tion and thermal state of the gas are fully determined by the
ionization parameter, and the cloud’s hydrogen column den-
sity, N . Given the low opacity associated with LL systems,
isobaric cloud solutions should not lead to appreciably dif-
ferent results than those for isochoric ones. Likewise, mod-
els that include versions of radiation pressure confinement
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Figure 4. The allowed LL phase-space for the shielded cloud (cloud 2), assuming particular properties for the shielding cloud (cloud 1), which
are denoted by red points in the respective panels. Colored regions being characterized by R ≥ 1 values (see the colorbar for color coding).
Note the similarity in the shape delineating the relevant phase space for LL across all panels. Overlaid are optical-depth contours for the
C IVλλ1548 transition from the shielded cloud. Also shown in dashed blue line is a slope, which roughly characterizes the shielded column
density dependence on the ionization parameter for the allowed phase-space where the optical depth in the LL clouds is of order unity (shown
only in the middle panel; see text).

(Chelouche & Netzer 2001; Baskin et al. 2014; Stern et al.
2014) will not exhibit significant compressions for optically
thin highly-ionized dusty media as deviations of the radiation
pressure force from the mean value are moderate across the
cloud.

The thermal and ionization state of the clouds is self-
consistently calculated here using CLOUDY C17.01 pho-
toionization code (Ferland et al. 2017). The total radiative
acceleration was taken from CLOUDY’s output and includes
all major bound-bound, bound-free, free-free processes, as
well as scattering by electrons and dust. The radiative ac-
celeration by individual transitions was calculated ab initio
assuming thermal broadening (Chelouche & Netzer 2003).

Figure 2 shows the ratio, R, of the radiation pressure force
due the C IV doublet to the total radiation pressure force
across the relevant phase space. We find that this ratio is
maximized for 0.1 . U . 1, which is of order the observed
values in J 2123-005 (Hamann et al. 2011). The observed col-
umn densities in this source are an order of magnitude larger
than the calculated optimal columns for LL (∼ 1017.5 cm−2),
but rough consistency is obtained when a correction is made

for the suprathermal line broadening observed, which en-
hances the line-contribution to the radiative driving at larger
columns (Fig. 2; see also Chelouche & Netzer 2001).

3.2. Two-cloud Configurations

Turning next to two-cloud configurations, which admit LL,
we note the similar outflow velocity of LL systems that sat-
isfy δvll/v � 1 (∼ 0.05 for the source studied by Hamann
et al. 2011), and the statistic of multiple NAL systems along
our sightilne, which is consistent with their independent oc-
currence (Bowler et al. 2014, and §2.3). These motivate a
model in which the two clouds are physically independent,
and are characterized by distinct values for U , and N , but
are approximately co-spatial, at least to the degree that dif-
ferences in the geometric flux attenuation factors may be ne-
glected. We further assume that the a2 − a1 term in equation
1 is dominated by the difference in accelerations due radia-
tion pressure force, and that the contribution of non-radiative
terms, such as gravity and drag force, is negligible (but see
Vilkoviskij et al. 1999 for the case of broad absorption line
flows). To simplify the representation of the results, we take
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the limit δvll/v → 0, which is relaxed later on. This im-
plies that our findings for the phase-space volume available
for LL may be over-estimated (see §4). Continuum shield-
ing of cloud 2 by cloud 1 is neglected, which is justified for
much of the phase space given the low-opacity of NALs. This
approximation may be less accurate for some of the phase
space, especially when large columns of low-ionization ma-
terial are concerned, but should not affect the main conclu-
sions presented in this work.

With the aforementioned setup and using the force-
multiplier formalism (Arav et al. 1994; Chelouche & Netzer
2001, and references therein), equation 1 takes the compact
form

R(U1, N1;U2, N2) ≡ δarad
a2 − a1

=
δMCIV

δM
> 1, (2)

where the force multiplier, M , is the ratio of radiation
pressure force due to all absorption and scattering pro-
cesses to that due to electron scattering so that arad ≡
neσTLM/4πr2ρc. Here, ne(ρ) is the electron-number (gas-
mass) density, σT the Thomson cross-section, L the bolo-
metric luminosity of the quasar, r the distance of the clouds
from the ionizing source, and c the speed of light. Therefore,
δMCIV ∝ δarad, and δM ∝ a2 − a1.

We calculate R over a wide range of ionization parame-
ters and column densities, and map the regions in the four-
dimensional phase space where Eq. 2 is satisfied. The ion-
ization parameter and column density volume probed here is
motivated by recent surveys suggesting that non-intervening
NAL systems cover a & 3 dex range in the column density
of prominent ions (Ganguly et al. 2003; Fechner & Richter
2009; Perrotta et al. 2016), and a substantial, > 2 dex range
in ionization-parameter values (Ganguly et al. 2003; Culli-
ton et al. 2019), which is echoed by theoretical calculations
(Kurosawa et al. 2009; Zeilig-Hess et al. 2020). We find that
the phase-space volume, where LL can occur, is . 1% of the
total phase-space volume considered here (logarithmic vol-
umes are assumed throughout). Requiring that the optical
depth in the C IV doublet exceeds unity so that its absorption
signatures are clearly visible, reduces the fractional phase
space volume to . 0.5%. Further extending the phase space
probed in terms of ionization parameters and/or column den-
sities, and including additional constraints on the flow kine-
matics (e.g. on the ratio of LL velocity to the bulk velocity
of the outflow, or robustness against quasar flux variations;
see below) substantially reduces the relative phase space con-
ducive to LL. Relaxing the assumption of co-spatiality of the
clouds does not qualitatively change the above conclusion.
At face value, this statistic contrasts the observed occurrence
rate of line-locked systems among multiple NALs (Bowler
et al. 2014), and implies a physical process that greatly en-
hances LL. Below we quantify the requirements for LL to
occur, and consider particular plane projections of the 4-
dimensional phase space to map the implied correspondences
between the LL clouds.

3.2.1. The column-density plane

We next consider two (cospatial) clouds that have identi-
cal ionization parameters, and hence densities. We choose
U = 10−0.5, which is optimal for LL in our setup and con-
sistent with the observations (Fig. 2 and Hamann et al. 2011).
This scenario could arise, for example, in a thermally unsta-
ble medium, which bifurcates into cool and hot thermally sta-
ble phases (Mo & Miralda-Escude 1996) with length-scales,
hence columns, triggered by the perturbations’ wavelengths.
The phase space is shown in the left panel of Fig. 3. It is clear
that for LL to be operating, the column densities of the clouds
should be similar to < 50% under optimal conditions, with
N . 1017 cm−2. Averaging over the allowed phase space,
column densities need be similar to within 10% to allow for
LL. Qualitatively similar results are obtained for other values
of U (not shown).

Allowing for U1 6= U2, we find that the columns must be
different for LL to work, so that a1 ' a2, and yet the phase
space over which LL operates is confined to a relatively nar-
row strip in phase space from which columns cannot deviate
by more than ' 50% (Fig. 3). This is especially true in cases
where the shielded cloud (cloud 2) is less ionized than the
shielding cloud (cloud 1). In that case, the column densi-
ties must be follow a strict relation with deviations of order
per-cent or less for LL to operate.

3.2.2. The ionization-parameter plane

We now consider a scenario in which N1 = N2 (right
panel of Fig. 3). We find that R > 1 for U1 ' U2. In partic-
ular, for column densities leading to an optical depth of unity
in the C IVλλ1548.19, 1550.77 lines, any density differ-
ences between the absorption systems must be at most 50%
for LL to operate, and often much smaller than that. Assum-
ingN1 6= N2, the allowed phase space defined in the [U1, U2]
plane considerably shrinks; cases in whichN2 > N1, U1 and
U2 must be fine-tuned to within a few per-cents for LL to
operate. Generally, the allowed phase-space is delineated by
contours for which U2 6∝ U2 with implications for LL stabil-
ity over time (§4.2).

3.2.3. The ionization-parameter–column-density plane

Figure 4 shows the phase-space available for LL when the
properties of the shielding cloud, [U1, N1], are fixed at sev-
eral observationally motivated values for which the implied
C IV-doublet optical depth is in the range 0.1-10. The phase
space defined by the shielded cloud, [U2, N2], for which Eq. 2
is satisfied, shows a similar (although not identical) behavior
for the cases explored here. Specifically, the allowed phase
space follows a ridge, which may be locally (crudely) ap-
proximated by a broken powerlaw form (N2(U2) ∝ Uη2 ) fol-
lowed by an abrupt cutoff at high values of U2. The cut-
off results from the radiation pressure force decreasing with
increasing ionization level so that even optically thin, low
column-density gas cannot satisfy Eq. 2 beyond some value
of U2. The powerlaw index, η ' −0.6 for system prop-
erties similar to those found by Hamann et al. (2011) with
optical depths . 10, but becomes steeper (η < −1.0) for
lower values of U2 due to the rapid increase in the opacity of
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Figure 5. The drop in the radiation pressure force (force multiplier)
due to line blanketing, δMδvll . Shown are calculations of Eq. 6
between clouds with identical optical depths in the line troughs,
and identical line-broadening with σ = 10 km s−1. A bolomet-
ric correction of νLν/L = 0.25 was assumed. It is also assumed
that τe = 10−7τ , where τ spans a range of values (see legend).
The largest drop in radiation pressure force for each model is ob-
tained when the systems overlap in velocity space at the doublet
separation, δvll ' 500 km s−1. When comparing different models,
clouds whose optical depths are of order unity, lead to the largest
acceleration differences between fully-blanketed and non-blanketed
configurations.

helium and hydrogen. As noted before, a high-level of fine
tuning, of order a per-cent or less, is required between clouds
when N2 > N1. Overall, a lower degree of fine-tuning of the
clouds properties is required when the optical depth in the
C IVλλ1548.19, 1550.77 doublet is of order unity.

4. THE KINEMATICS OF LL SYSTEMS

The above analysis is relevant for testing whether the ob-
served properties of NALs can be maintained in a LL position
under steady-state conditions, but do not reveal whether LL
may be achieved in the first place, nor whether it may persist
under time-varying conditions, such as near variable quasars.
Here we treat the kinematic problem of two clouds by fol-
lowing their evolution from the launching point and until the
coasting phase sets in. We focus on phase-space configura-
tions that lead to LL. The coupled systems’ kinematics fol-
lows from the equations of motion:

v̇1 =
xm
mp

σTL

4πr21c
M1(U1, N1)

v̇2 =
xm
mp

σTL

4πr22c
M2(U2, N2;U1, N1, δv, δvll)

, (3)

where δv = v2−v1, xm = ne/ρ ' 0.85 for the assumed gas
composition, and mp is the proton mass. In the numerical

solutions presented below, this set of equations is solved for
the kinematics of each of the coupled clouds. To assist with
the interpretation of the results we note that the equation of
motion for the velocity difference, δv ≡ v2 − v1, between
the clouds, in the limit of near co-spatiality (δr/r � 1 where
r = (r1 + r2)/2 and δr = r2 − r1) is given by

δ̇v ' xm
mp

σTLM

4πr2

(
δM

M
− 2δr

r

)
, (4)

where we assumed that M1 ' M2 = M (i.e., the force mul-
tipliers characterizing the two clouds are similar to within a
small correction). The term δM ≡ M2 − M1 consists of
a sub-term, which does not depend on the clouds’ relative
velocity, δM0, and a sub-term which is associated with line-
blocking, δMδvll and is responsible for LL:

δM = δM0(U1, N1, U2, N2) + δMδvll(δv). (5)

If the δM0-term includes the full contribution from all ab-
sorption and scattering processes, including all relevant ab-
sorption lines – as would be the output of many photoioniza-
tion codes – then the term

δMδvll(δv) = − 1

τe,2

νLν
L
W1 ∗W2, (6)

where ‘∗’ denotes convolution with respect to velocity3 and

Wi(v) =
1√
c

[
1− exp

(
−τie−v

2/2σ2
i

)]
, (7)

where σi is the thermal broadening velocity of cloud i (our
photoionization calculations in §3 show that σ1 ' σ2 for the
conditions most conducive to LL). In the above expression
we assume for all practical purposes that σi, dvll � c, and
that the optical depth for electron scattering from cloud 2,
τe,2 � 1. The optical depth at the line center, τi, is such that
τ1 is the optical depth at line center for the C IVλ1548.19
transition from cloud 1, and τ2 is the optical depth at line cen-
ter for the C IVλ1550.77 transition from cloud 2. A Gaus-
sian dependence of the optical depth from the line-center was
assumed, as is appropriate for metal NALs.

The dependence of δMδvll on the velocity separation be-
tween the clouds is shown in Fig. 5 for the case of equal
optical depths in the relevant transitions, σ1 = σ2 ≡ σ =
10 km s−1, and for a fixed ratio between the optical depth
at the line center and that for electron scattering. As dis-
cussed in §3 and shown in Fig. 5, the largest effect of line-
blocking on the radiation pressure force is attained for opti-
cal depths of order unity and when δv = δvll. Specifically,
for optical depths > 100, |δMdvll | ∼ 1, and a high degree
of fine-tuning of the clouds properties is required to achieve
LL since M & 103 (for dusty media). LL could occur if

3W1 ∗W2 =

∫ ∞
−∞

dvW1(v)W2(δv − δvll − v).
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Figure 6. Full kinematic solutions for clouds around LL conditions. Two sets of models are considered, which pertain to a high-luminosity
quasar (Hamann et al. 2011): clouds that are launched from dusty-torus scales (solid curves), and clouds that originate in the host’s bulge
(dashed curves). In all cases N1 = N2 = 1017 cm−2 and U2 = 10−0.77. Three parameterizations are considered for the torus model:
U1 = 10−0.61 (marked by ”0”), U1 = 10−0.72 (marked by ”−”), and U1 = 10−0.50 (marked by ”+”). Three parameterizations are considered
for the bulge model: U1 = 10−0.50 (marked by ”0”), U1 = 10−0.61 (marked by ”−”), and U1 = 10−0.39 (marked by ”+”). Left: velocity
profiles with the inset showing the relative radial distance accumulated as a function of velocity difference. Middle: the velocity difference as a
function of the outflow velocity. Right: the relative acceleration of the clouds as a function of the velocity difference. Note that small changes
in the cloud properties (of order 30% in U1), which do not appreciably change the global clouds kinematics have a substantial effect on the
ability to LL (see text).

there exists 0 ≤ dv ≤ dvll, where δM flips sign. For much
of the relevant phase space, this velocity lies in the range
450 ≤ dv ≤ 500 km s−1; the range is asymmetric with re-
spect to δvll since clouds that accelerate and develop an in-
creasing velocity gap will lock first at δv ≤ δvll.4 In the
limit of optically thin clouds of a fixed τe with σ1 = σ2 and
δv = δvll, equation 6 simplifies to a quadratic dependence
on the optical depth such that δMδvll(τ) ∝ τ1τ2, which is
valid to within a factor of ∼ 2 also for τ ' 1. For τ � 1,
δMδvll has a square root logarithmic dependence on the op-
tical depth, which is reminiscent of the curve-of-growth.

4.1. Kinematic Solutions Under Stationary Conditions

It is beyond the scope of this work to span the full range
of solutions for LL systems, and we focus on those solu-
tions that appear to be more relevant to the observed sys-
tems. To this end we consider the emergence of LL in ob-
jects similar to J 2123-005 (Hamann et al. 2011), which are
defined by a typical type-I quasar SED5 with a bolomet-
ric correction of νLν(1500 Å)/L = 0.25 and αox ' −1.9
(Hamann et al. 2011), and with L = 8× 1047 erg s−1. Grav-
ity is neglected which is consistent with dusty media having
M ∼ 2000 − 3000 over the observationally relevant phase
space, and with luminous quasars emitting close to their Ed-
dington rate (ΓEdd ' 1), so that radiation pressure accelera-
tion is highly effective even when the bulge mass is taken into

4 Locking at δv > δvll is not a stable equilibrium for differentially accel-
erating clouds but is a stable configuration for differentially decelerating
ones.

5 CLOUDY’s AGN model was defined with the following parameterization:
T = 105 K, αox = −2, αuv = −0.5, and αx = −1.

account at large distances and so long as M > 200/ΓEdd

(Kormendy & Ho 2013), which may not be true for low-
luminosity sources (Gavignaud et al. 2008).

Cloud dynamics is treated ballistically. That is, the clouds
are considered as distinct and coherent entities whose inter-
action with the environment – e.g., with an ambient medium
via drag forces – is minimal, and does not lead to cloud dis-
ruption. Therefore, sonic/critical points in the solution are ir-
relevant. Further, we assume that the cloud properties (U,N )
do not evolve with time. This assumption is not inherent
to the model, but is employed for tractability of the prob-
lem given the multi-dimensional nature of the phase space.
Lastly, special relativistic effects are ignored despite the high
outflow velocities achieved by some models (e.g., Fig. 6 for
systems originating from torus-scales).

We first consider a model in which the clouds are launched
from the dusty region that lies just beyond the broad-line
region – the putative torus – which we set to be at 10 pc
from the ionizing source (Burtscher et al. 2013). The model
is characterized by U1 = 10−0.61, U2 = 10.−0.77 with
N1 = N2 = 1017 cm−2, and falls within the phase-space
conducive to LL (Figs. 3, 7). Calculations show that the
clouds settle to a LL position within < 10% of their dy-
namical timescale, and remain so out to their coasting phase.
There is a subtle decrease in δv with time owing to the grow-
ing radial distance, which results in δr/r being compara-
ble to δMδvll/M2, and resulting in a slight ”climb” of the
shielded cloud along the absorption-line wing to reach a re-
fined LL position. A model identical to the above but with
U1 = 10−0.72 does not satisfy Eq. 1 since the dynamical
time is too short for δv ' δvll to develop, and the clouds set-
tle to δv . 400 km s−1 at their coasting phase. An identical
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model but with U1 = 10−0.5 does not settle to a LL position
since the right-hand side of Eq. 1 is not satisfied, and despite
the decrease in acceleration seen at δv ' 500 km s−1, the
clouds experience a monotonic relative acceleration to settle
into a δv . 2000 km s−1 at their coasting phase (Fig. 6).

We next consider a model in which the clouds are launched
from the host galaxy’s inner bulge at a distance of 100 pc
from the ionizing source. We first consider a model sim-
ilar to the above but with U1 = 10−0.5, which formally
does not admit LL (see above and Fig. 7). Nevertheless,
LL still occurs for bulge clouds since cloud 2 develops a
non-negligible radial gap with respect to cloud 1, so that
δr/r > δM/M (Eq. 4). In particular, the system reaches
a steady-state with δv . δvll = 500 km s−1 after ∼ 30% of
the dynamical time, whereupon the clouds accelerate nearly
coherently. As the clouds move out, the radial gap between
them increases up to ∼ 2% of the distance to the ionizing
source, thereby leading to a relative deceleration phase (right
panel of Fig. 6), and to a decreasing δv until a steady-state is
reached with δv ' 480 km s−1. Any further radial gap in-
crease has no effect on the gas kinematics. The same model
but with U1 = 10−0.39 does not lead to LL as the effect of
line-blocking is too small to balance the relative radiative ac-
celeration (δM > 0), and δv ' 800 km s−1 is reached at
the coasting phase. An identical model with U1 = 10−0.61

fails to reach LL since the dynamical time to develop δvll is
longer than the outflow time in this case. To conclude, the
phase-space diagrams shown in Fig. 3, 4 are indicative of the
phase space volume conducive to LL, and yet the exact range
depends on the launching site of the clouds via the left-hand
side of Eq. 1.

4.1.1. Kinematic constraints from LL systems

LL introduces a further dynamical constraint, which can be
used to recover some of the flow attributes, under the assump-
tion that its observed properties are identical to those during
the acceleration phase. Further assuming optically thin me-
dia, which is LL at velocity δvll, and has reached its terminal
velocity, v∞, then the condition (Eq. 1)

δvll
v∞

<
δM

M
<
|δMδvll(δv = δvll)|

M
, (8)

for nearly co-spatial clouds translates to the following up-
per limit on the launching distance, r0 = 100r100pc pc (Che-
louche & Netzer 2001, see Eq. 10 below),

r100pc < 10L48
τ21 τ

2
2

M
1/2
3

(
fCIV

0.1

ZC
2

)2(
bL
4

)−2
T4 (9)

where L48 ≡ L/(1048 erg s−1), the gas temperature, T =
104T4 K, and M = 103M3. The factor fCIV is the ioniza-
tion fraction of C IV, and ZC is the abundance of carbon
relative to the solar composition (of cloud 2). In the above
expression bL is the bolometric correction with respect to the
monochromatic UV luminosity (bL ' 4 for the chosen SED).
It was assumed that δM0 < |δMdvll | so that LL can be real-
ized. For the particular case of J 2123-005, τ1 ' τ2 ' 1, and

assuming fCIV = 0.1 and ZC = 2 (Hamann et al. 2011) and
M3 = 2 (as verified by photoionization calculations), we ob-
tain r100pc < 5 based on LL kinematics, which is consistent
with the distance range reported by Hamann et al. (2011) of
5-1100 pc based on independent arguments. These kinematic
arguments complement launching distance estimations based
on the global outflow kinematics, where the asymptotic ve-
locity satisfies (Chelouche & Netzer 2001),

v∞ ' 3× 104L
1/2
48 M

1/2
3 r

−1/2
100pc km s−1, (10)

and, conversely, the launching radius,

r100pc ' 10v−2∞,4L48M3, (11)

where v∞ = 104v∞,4km s−1. Here it was assumed that
M is constant along the acceleration path, which is reason-
able given that radiation pressure acceleration by dust is less
sensitive to the level of ionization of the gas and to its col-
umn density, so long as the medium is optically thin for dust
absorption, which is justified for the column-density range
observed. For the case of J 2123-005, LL estimates imply
smaller scales by a factor of & 3 than implied by global
outflow kinematics (r100pc ' 14), suggesting that the out-
flow and/or quasar properties may be different over dynami-
cal times than those implied by current observations.

4.1.2. The role of continuum shielding

It has been shown that substantial continuum shielding of
quasar outflows can have significant dynamical effects (Mur-
ray et al. 1995; Chelouche & Netzer 2003). Below we test
whether extinguishing the continuum by a large column of
neutral gas, which is external to the LL systems and lies along
their sightline to the ionizing source, has a qualitative effect
on the phase space available for LL.

From Eq. 6 it is clear that given optical depths in the
lines, δMδvll inversely depends on the bolometric correc-
tion, which decreases when substantial (but Compton-thin)
shielding columns are present. Still, revised bolometric fac-
tors are not expected to increase δMδvll by more than a factor
of ∼ 2. For the specific shielding scenarios simulated here,
and an SED that peaks below the Lyman edge, changes to the
bolometric correction are minor (∼ 10%). The ratio τ2/τe,2
also varies for substantial shielding columns since the rela-
tive fraction of ions at their maximum is typically lower and a
wider range of ionization levels characterizes the ionized gas
(Chelouche & Netzer 2003). Our calculations show that the
latter effect is dominant, and that shielding by large columns
decreases the peak ratio of the C IV doublet radiation pres-
sure force to the total radiation pressure force to' 2% (com-
pared to . 10% for the non-shielded case; see Fig. 2). In
comparison, changes to the total radiation pressure force are
at the . 10% level between the shielded and non-shielded
scenarios due to the dominance of dust opacity and the SED
chosen, with M & 103 in both cases.

The effect of shielding on the phase space available for LL
is studied in Fig. 7, where the optical depth in the doublet
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Figure 7. The allowed LL phase-space for shielded clouds. The al-
lowed LL phase-space is shown for clouds with equal column den-
sities under several degrees of shielding (denoted by the shielding
columns of neutral cold gas; see legend). Enhanced shielding push-
ing the optimal phase space for LL to higher ionization parame-
ters (lower density gas), and higher columns (see text), but the area
available for LL remains comparable. The inset shows a blow-up
of the phase space for non-shielded clouds when a condition on the
dynamical times is added (see text), for several levels of δvll/v∞.
The particular clouds properties used in our kinematic analysis of
§4.2 are denoted by colored stars. Quasar flux variations result in
the clouds’ properties tracing a diagonal line in the [U1, U2] plane,
whose length is defined by the RMS level of the sinusoidal sig-
nal (color coded; see inset’s legend with values given in RMS over
mean units).

lines is of order unity for preset values of N1 = N2. Higher
levels of shielding push the optimal phase-space range for
LL to higher values of U1, U2 (or, conversely, to lower den-
sities), by as much as four orders of magnitude. However, the
phase-space available for LL remains comparable in volume.
Therefore, the effect of shielding does not alleviate the need
for fine-tuning of the clouds properties to facilitate LL.

4.2. Quasar variability and LL

Quasars vary on a wide range of timescales, and are char-
acterized by a red power spectrum, such that P (ω) ∝ ω−α

with 2 < α < 3 over hours to years timescales (de Vries et al.
2005; Smith et al. 2018). Therefore, much of the variance
is at the lowest frequencies with previous works suggesting
substantial power on timescales of order ∼ 104 years (Keel
et al. 2017), which are comparable to the outflow timescale:

tdyn ≡
r0
v∞
' 3× 103 L

−1/2
48 r

1/2
100pcM

−1/2
3 years, (12)

where the force multiplier, M = 103M3. Another rele-
vant timescale is the de-shadowing timescale over which the
shielded cloud can accelerate relative to the shielding cloud
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Figure 8. Typical (median) peak-to-peak luminosity variations that
are consistent with stable LL configurations, for three values of the
column density of the shielding cloud (see legend in log units) and
for a range of column densities of the shielded cloud (abscissa).
For example, for cloud configurations with log(NH,shielding) = 18,
log(NH,shielded) = 17.5, the median (over the available phase
space, as appears in the right panel of Fig. 3) peak-to-peak that can
sustain stable LL is ' 0.2.

by more than one thermal width, σ/δarad, which is shorter
than tdyn by a factor of σ/v∞.

The effect of quasar variability is to move a system of
clouds defined in the [U1, U2] plane along 45° diagonals
(Fig. 3). Therefore, a model which satisfies the conditions for
LL under steady-state conditions, may not do so if pushed by
the fluctuating quasar flux to a region of phase-space that is
not conducive to LL. Qualitatively, the larger the variability
amplitude is, the more likely the system will be pushed away
from LL equilibrium.

To estimate the level of flux variations that may occur
without disrupting LL, we consider three models for which
log(N1) = 17, 18, 19. For each of the models, we restrict the
discussion to the range 0.1N1 ≤ N2 ≤ 10N1, and analyze
the phase-space in the [U1, U2] plane in the following man-
ner: for each set ofN1, N2 values, the phase space conducive
to LL is calculated, which results in a simply connected sur-
face in the [U1, U2] plane. Each surface may be transected
by 45° diagonals of varying length, which is a measure of
the peak-to-peak flux variation amplitude that maintains LL.
The median length of all the transects is logged (see, for ex-
ample, the green line in Fig. 3 for a particular set of models,
whose length corresponds to' 1 dex), and used as a measure
for flux variability that may be tolerated by a pre-existing LL
system. We note, however, that alternative measures may be
defined, although these are less probable to materialize under
particular conditions are met (e.g., for systems that are nearly
identical and lie along the diagonal). The above process is re-
peated for a range of N2/N1 values, and for each of the N1

models defined above. We quantify the results by defining
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Figure 9. Response of LL systems to quasar light variations (systems originating from the torus/bulge are shown in the left/right panel. The
asymptotic value of δv between the systems are shown as function of the quasar variability period (assumed sinusoidal), tvar for several values
of RMS variability (see legend in the left panel which applies to both panels). Systems can reach a LL position and maintain it when tvar
is much shorter than all dynamical timescales. At periods comparable to or larger than dynamical timescales, the clouds do not settle to a
LL position, and the the asymptotic δv distribution shows a bifurcation pattern. The probability, P , for finding LL systems under quasar
light variations of a given RMS amplitude with a period tvar is shown in the lower insets of both panels (here we defined a LL systems to have
450 < δv < 500 km s−1). The upper inset in the right panel shows a typical solution for the response of LL clouds to periodic quasar variations
(time flows along the blue curve with the clouds settling to a state with δv ' 484.1 km s−1, and show small velocity and relative-acceleration
oscillations corresponding to an inverse “heart” shaped curve).

the median root mean square variability measure, δmedian
RMS ,

where we assume that the quasar luminosity variations are of
a sinusoidal form so that

L(t) = L0[1 + δsin(ωt+ φ)], (13)

where δ < 1 is the variation amplitude, and δRMS ' 0.7δ.
The angular velocity, ω ≡ 2π/tvar where tvar is the period,
and φ is a random phase (see below).

The results are shown in Fig. 8 as a function of N1/N2

for several values of N1. It is clear that low column den-
sity configurations have a higher tolerance to flux variations
of the source, and among those, configurations for which the
clouds columns are comparable (and hence their ionization
parameters as well, as they lie along the main diagonal) are
most robust. For larger columns, the system is relatively easy
to disrupt from a LL equilibrium. Further, clouds configura-
tions in which the shielding cloud has a higher column than
the shielded cloud (i.e., N1 > N2) are more resilient to lumi-
nosity fluctuations of the ionizing source. For the particular
models shown in Fig. 8, ∼ 30% flux variations are not ex-
pected to disrupt a pair of LL clouds with columns of order
1017 cm−2 (assuming δvll/v∞ → 0), but could easily dis-
rupt a system with whose columns are of order 1019 cm−2

unless the columns agree to better than ∼10%. We empha-
size that the quoted results are likely upper-limits on the true
susceptibility of the system to disruption since δvll/v∞ is fi-
nite, and the phase space conducive to LL is more limited;
see Fig. 7 where larger δvll/v∞-values substantially reduces
the available phase space and δRMS (not shown).

4.2.1. Asymptotic inter-cloud kinematics

As describe above, in our simulations we assume a single
sinusoidal mode of a given amplitude, frequency, and random
phase. Motivated by the data for J 2123-005 (Hamann et al.
2011), we consider two plausible models for the kinematics
of dusty clouds: a model in which the clouds are accelerated
from torus scales (10 pc), and a model where they accelerate
from bulge scales (100 pc). The terminal outflow velocity for
clouds traveling balistically with constant properties is that
given by Eq. 10.

The inter-cloud kinematics follows from the solution to
equations 3 with L(t) given by Eq. 13. We assume the
ionization-recombination timescales are the shortest in the
problem so the gas thermal and ionization states are in-
stantaneously set by L(t), which translate to time-variation
in U . We assume N1 = N2 = 1017 cm−2, and U1 =
10−0.5, U2 = 10−0.77 (§4.1). We track the velocity differ-
ence between the clouds, δv at all times, and log its asymp-
totic value as a function of ω and δ for torus clouds and for
bulge clouds.

As expected, luminosity variations on timescales much
shorter than dynamical timescales (tvar ≪ tdyn) do not pre-
vent clouds from attaining a LL position for δRMS = 0.7δ ≤
0.6. In particular, the clouds relative acceleration, δa, and
δv traces closed loops in phase space while accelerating co-
herently to high velocities from bulge scales (Fig. 9). Never-
theless, for luminosity variations that operate on timescales
tvar & 0.1tdyn, and for δRMS > 0.2, clouds do not settle,
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in most-to-all cases to a LL position, with their relative ve-
locity showing a bifuraction pattern. The δv-range increases
with δRMS. Qualitatively similar behavior is observed for
torus clouds and for bulge clouds, although the δv-range in
the latter is smaller on account of the smaller accelerations
at large distances. For bulge clouds, δv < δvll is also ob-
served on account of the smaller relative clouds acceleration
in a fraction of the models, preventing them from reaching
LL velocities. In the latter models, the system is more stable
to luminosity variations occurring on tvar . tdyn, which is
due to the fact that the system does not attain a line-locked
configuration much before tdyn (see above).

The insets of figure 9 also show the probability of a system
of clouds to achieve a LL configuration under the effect of
varying quasar luminosity for torus and for bulge clouds, as
a function of the variability timescale. Clearly, the systems
are most susceptible to variations over dynamical timescales.
Systems that achieve their LL state over shorter timescales
with respect to dynamical timescales are more prone to be
driven out of LL equilibrium. In particular, for significant &
30% variations over dynamical timescales, torus clouds with
tdyn ∼ 103 years will all be driven out of LL equilibrium.

4.3. Why LL of the C IV doublet?

The Bowler et al. (2014) and Mas-Ribas (2019) stud-
ies show that LL at the velocity separation of the
C IVλλ1548.19, 1550.77 doublet is common among multi-
component intrinsic NALs, but find little evidence for sub-
stantial LL features at δvll < 500 km s−1. While this could
be partly attributed to the limited spectral resolution of large
spectroscopic surveys, we are not aware of a large number
of such cases found in high-resolution data. Conversely, LL
with δvll > 500 km s−1 have been sporadically detected due
to transitions in the near UV (e.g., Srianand & Petitjean 2000;
Lu et al. 2018), but do not appear to be as common as the CIV
doublet locking (Bowler et al. 2014). LL with velocity sepa-
rations corresponding to far-UV (FUV) transitions, which lie
at the presumed peak of of quasar emission, have not been,
thus far, robustly identified to the best of our knowledge.

Theoretically, continuum absorption by resonance transi-
tions drives the gas at the implied densities with the contribu-
tion of absorption from excited levels being negligible. The
wavelength distribution of resonance lines leads to a spec-
trum of velocity differences, which deviates from a random
distribution due to atomic physics at velocity-separations
. 104 km s−1 (Fig. 10). Focusing on a subset of atomic
transitions, which is relevant for optically thin U ∼ 1 gas6,
shows a similar behavior. Notably, the velocity difference of
the CIVλλ1548, 1550 doublet is not expected to be the low-
est velocity difference to line-lock. Below we aim to qualita-
tively address this issue for a few particular examples.

6 Here we take all transitions with oscillator strengths > 0.1 for all promi-
nent ions of all abundant elements for which the ionization fraction is
> 0.1, for a total of 167 transitions.
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Figure 10. Velocity difference, δv distributions for resonance lines.
The blue curve shows δv-distribution for all transitions with an os-
cillator strength greater than 0.1. Deviations from a random dis-
tribution (dashed blue line) are seen at the low velocity end due
to atomic physics, and at the high-velocity end due to special rela-
tivistic effects (see inset). Focusing only on transitions relevant to
highly-ionized gas (see text) leads to a similar distribution (red line).
In both cases, there are transitions which are theoretically able to LL
at δv < 500 km s−1. Introducing a spectral cutoff beyond the Ly-
man edge results in C IVλλ1548.19, 1550.77 being the first strong
transition to LL.

The CIVλλ312.42, 312.45 has similar oscillator strengths
to the CIVλλ1548.19, 1550.77, so that their contributions
to the radiation pressure force can be significant if the
monochromatic FUV luminosity dominates. Specifically, for
clouds whose initial velocity separation is negligibly small,
one expects the systems to lock first at a velocity separation
of ∼ 30 km s−1. Realistically, however, the troughs widths
are comparable to the LL velocity difference (Hamann et al.
2011), hence random motions in the medium could mask out
LL signatures or even prevent locking from occurring at such
subsonic speeds.

The OIV multiplet has its 554.1Å, 554.5Å transitions sep-
arated by' 237 km s−1, and oscillator strengths which make
their contribution to the radiation pressure comparable to that
of the CIV doublet. Such a velocity difference between line-
locked systems has not been statistically uncovered by large
surveys (Mas-Ribas 2019), nor detected in large numbers in
high-resolution data. This could imply that gas conditions –
whether composition or ionization state – are less conducive
to LL by OIV, or that the quasar SED is much softer than as-
sumed here, perhaps due to continuum absorption shortward
of the Lyman edge. Alternatively, the clouds may have an
initial velocity difference that exceeds ' 237 km s−1 once
accelerated along our sightline to the quasar.

More generally, for two identical clouds that are exposed
to a flat νLν (this is justified to within a factor of two in
the range 700Å–20,000Å for our chosen SED) and following
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Figure 11. The estimated minimal line-locking for clouds of given identical properties, which remain fixed over the outflow dynamical
timescales. In each panel a different set of absorption lines is considered, which satisfies Eq. 15 for different values of β Left: β = 5 results
showing that locking at the C IVλλ1548.19, 1550.77 doublet separation occurs for much of the available phase space. Middle: results for
β = 1 that correspond to the standard model, imply that this simple model is not inconsistent with the observations and the implied gas
properties, and that LL at 500 km s−1 is expected. Right: results for β = 0.2 predicted LL at lower velocities due to other multiplets (see text).

from equation 6, the ratio between δM due to perfect LL
by some multiplet X (when the troughs perfectly overlap in
velocity space so that δv = δvll) to that due to the C IV
doublet is

δMδvll,X

δMδvll,CIV
'

{
(τX/τCIV)2 τ � 1√

ln(τCIV)/ln(τX) τ � 1
, (14)

where the optical depth (τ ) limits considered apply to both
transitions. The limit τ � 1 is included for completeness
and is less relevant as the contribution of very optically thick
lines to M is small (e.g., Fig. 2). Here we neglected small
thermal broadening differences between different metal lines.
We numerically evaluate Eq. 6, and show the minimal veloc-
ity at which LL is expected to occur based on the following
prescription: for each model defined by [U,N ], all multiplets
that satisfy

δMδvll,X

δMδvll,CIV
≥ β, (15)

are included, and the minimal velocity at which LL occurs
is associated with the multiplet having the smallest velocity
separation. We first consider β = 1 as threshold with the un-
derlying premise being that transitions with δMδvll,X-values
comparable to or larger than that of the C IV doublet are more
likely to line-lock first if their δvll < 500 km s−1 given the
larger phase-space volumes associated with them7. The cal-
culations imply that for much of the phase-space that appears
to be relevant to line-locked systems (Hamann et al. 2011;
Bowler et al. 2014) the C IV doublet is more likely to lock
first (see Fig. 11). This is not the case, however, for low ion-
ization systems with U . 10−2, which may lock at velocities

7 For (nearly) identical and co-spatial clouds, LL will occur at the minimal
velocity separation between transitions, which is just above the effective
thermal speed of the medium, and once the kinematic effects of pressure
gradients subside.

of order the line broadening due to O III transitions. High
ionization (U > 1) low column systems are more likely to
lock at velocities that correspond to that of O IV transitions.

To qualitatively assess the degree to which composition
and/or changes to the quasar SED could affect LL veloci-
ties by different transitions we resort to a very simplified pre-
scription whereby only transitions that satisfy Eq. 15 with
β 6= 1 are included. In case no transitions are found that sat-
isfy the criterion, or those that do satisfy it imply a δvll >
500 km s−1 then the LL velocity is set to 500 km s−1. For
β = 5, this approach effectively boosts the relevance of the
CIVλλ1548, 1550, which could be due to a relative suppres-
sion of the EUV flux of the quasar – perhaps due to contin-
uum shielding – or due to enhanced carbon abundance in the
gas (see §5.2). Under this criterion, the phase space lead-
ing to δvll ' 500 km s−1 is enlarged, covering much of the
relevant [U,N ] plane (Fig. 11). Changing the criterion to
β = 0.2 includes many more transitions, which are able to
LL at lower velocities (perhaps due to enhanced EUV flux
or a reduced carbon abundance), and at no point in phase
space does the system lock at δvll > 240 km s−1. Specif-
ically, systems with properties similar to those observed in
J 2123-005 are then more likely to lock by the aforemen-
tioned O IV doublet. The fact that many LL systems are
identified at δvll ' 500 km s−1 implies that the EUV hump
cannot be significantly underestimated by our model, or that
some mechanism exists, which forms clouds with an ini-
tial relative velocity which significantly exceeds the thermal
speed, by as much as an order of magnitude before being ac-
celerated along our sightline to the quasar.

A more quantitative follow-up of LL kinematics involving
all candidate transition for LL, which includes the effect of
quasar variability and the potential hopping between different
line-locked transitions, is beyond the scope of this work.

5. DISCUSSION
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Our results imply that the fractional phase-space volume
conducive to LL in NAL systems is of order a per-cent or less,
and therefore much smaller than implied by recent statistical
studies of such systems (Bowler et al. 2014). This suggests
fine-tuning of the clouds properties, which sets stringent con-
straints on their formation path, their evolution over dynami-
cal timescales, and their environment.

5.1. Implications for cloud-formation scenarios

Below we consider a non-exhaustive set of models for the
formation of outflowing absorption-line systems in quasars.

5.1.1. Velocity condensations

It has been previously suggested that NALs are formed
by condensations in velocity space of numerous optically-
thin cloudlets spread in velocity space, which undergo line-
locking, and accumulate at particular velocities (Milne 1926;
Scargle et al. 1970; Scargle 1973). Therefore, the forma-
tion of line-locked systems in the context explored here is
just one manifestation of a potentially more general pheno-
manon. Our calculations have shown that should cloudlets
be formed having a range of densities and column-densities,
and with C IV significantly contributing to the radiation pres-
sure force, only a very small fraction of those clouds, of or-
der per-cent at most, would be able to line-lock. Further,
the more optically thin the clouds are, the higher the degree
of fine-tuning required for them to lock since a2 − a1 <
δarad ∝ τ2 → 0 at low opacity (Eq. 6 and related text in §4).
Such a scenario suggests then that the majority of the mate-
rial should remain spread out in velocity space, and give rise
to very shallow troughs. In that case, however, much higher
values of reddening, at the level of E(B − V ) ∼ 1 mag,
would be observed for dust-to-metals ratio typical of the lo-
cal ISM, and contrary to observations (Bowler et al. 2014).
Further, if numerous cloudlets line lock to make up discrete
absorption components then the numbers of high-multiplicity
systems will exceed those observed. We therefore consider
this scenario unlikely.

5.1.2. Turbulent media

It is intriguing that current density and location estimates
for LL systems (as part of the more general NAL popu-
lation) imply the presence of spatially compact and dense
(& 103 cm−3) dusty clouds on hundreds of pc scales away
from the central black hole. In non-active galaxies, such
properties characterize molecular clouds. The formation of
molecular clouds, and in particular their cores, is believed
to arise from super-sonic turbulence. In this scenario, sig-
nificant compression occurs due to strong shocks, in which
the post-shocked compressed gas can significantly cool and
condense. Here we assume that NAL systems are relics of
molecular clouds, and follow the statistical properties of a
turbulent medium from which they formed. The degree to
which this assumption is realistic for an accelerated medium
is unclear.

Recent simulations of supersonic (isothermal) turbulence
suggest that the density distribution is of the log-normal

type, P (ρ) ∝ exp
[
− (ln ρ− 〈ln ρ〉)2 /2σ̃2

]
over four or-

ders of magnitude in (normlized) density (Kritsuk et al.
2007). Numerical studies find that 〈ln ρ〉 = −σ̃2/2, where
σ̃2 = ln

(
1 + b2M2

)
with b . 1, and M is the Mach

number. With our density estimates relative to the mean
ISM density implying lnρ ∼ 8, the column density distri-
bution, N(ρ) ∼ ρP (ρ), lies on the decaying tail, such that
N(ρ) ∝ ρ exp

[
− (lnρ)

2
/2
]
∼ ρ1−ln(ρ)/2 ∼ ρ−3 (we as-

sume σ̃2 ∼ 1 due to the logarithmic dependence onM, and
M < 10; Tofflemire et al. 2011). The deduced N(ρ) is very
different from the one required for LL to operate, for which
N(ρ) ∝ ρ−η with η < 0 (see Fig. 4 and §3.2.3). It is there-
fore unlikely that LL systems originate from a turbulent ISM
structure that is typical of (non-active) galaxies.

5.1.3. Mechanically compressed and pushed ISM clouds

Recently proposed models for quasar outflows suggest
that absorption line systems (including BALs) result from
the compression and mechanical acceleration of the ISM on
galactic scales by a fast and hot wind emanating from the ac-
tive nucleus (Faucher-Giguère et al. 2012; Zeilig-Hess et al.
2020). This class of models often does not directly include
the effect of radiation pressure force in lines on the cloud
kinematics, but can be used to test whether the resulting con-
densations’ properties are consistent with those required by
LL arguments, which signify the dynamical importance of ra-
diation pressure force. Specifically, Zeilig-Hess et al. (2020,
see their Fig. 8) give predictions for the column density dis-
tribution of the compressed ISM clouds, whose velocity-
dependent average declines with velocity by ∼ 0.5 dex over
line-locking velocity separations. Under such conditions, LL
is unlikely to materialize. Further, the statistics reported
by Zeilig-Hess et al. (2020) implies that the probability for
two clouds to have a velocity separation of < 50 km s−1

(400 − 600 km s−1) and have their column densities simi-
lar to within 0.1 dex is ∼ 13% (∼ 10%), hence significantly
lower than the observed LL statistics. The above probability
estimates from the simulations are very likely over-estimated
since a large range of gas temperatures – i.e., densities –
was assumed by Zeilig-Hess et al. (2020) to provide column-
density predictions, while, as our calculations imply, fine tun-
ing of the clouds’ density and column-density is required.
Nevertheless, it must be emphasize that the relevance of the
Zeilig-Hess et al. (2020) simulations to high-velocity NALs
has yet to be worked out since the velocity range, and col-
umn density range included in those simulations is different
than the observed ones, and relevant radiation pressure force
terms not included in their work.

5.1.4. Medium instabilities

Perhaps the greatest challenge of (radiation-) hydrody-
namic instabilities in explaining the emergence of LL in
quasars is the high-level of fine-tuning required to facilitate
LL between physical components of the outflowing medium.
Therefore, drawing robust conclusions requires detailed nu-
merical simulations, which are unavailable for the problem at
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hand. Here we make no attempt to do so, and resort instead
to qualitative analytic arguments for a few cases of interest.

Thermal instability is a plausible means to form discrete
entities – ”clouds” – of cool condensations from a more di-
lute and hot medium (Mo & Miralda-Escude 1996; Bran-
denburg et al. 2007). For the chosen SED, the gas is ther-
mally stable under isochoric conditions. Further, LL opti-
mally occurs for ionization parameters which are also ther-
mally stable under isobaric conditions. Marginal stability,
but not formal instability, exists for 100.8 < U < 102 in
our model, so that gas components that cover the temperature
range 3 × 104 − 2 × 105 K may be in pressure equilibrium.
Therefore, for the particular model explored here, thermal
instability is unlikely to give rise to the observed condensa-
tions, and to the narrow range of systems properties implied
by LL considerations.

Consider also a more dynamical scenario in which ther-
mally unstable gas under isobaric conditions is exposed to a
varying quasar flux with period tvar (we neglect other per-
turbations in our highly simplified description). In this case,
gas whose cooling/heating timescales are short, as is in our
case, could settle to a stable thermal state if isobaric condi-
tions are achieved in regions whose sound-crossing timescale
satisfies, ts ∼ (N/n)/cs ∼ tvar, where cs is the sound speed
in the hot medium with temperature Th, and N is the column
density. This leads to the condensations’ column densities
satisfying N(tvar) ∝ tvar. As quasars vary over a range of
timescales, the column density distribution is not single val-
ued, and would probably be broadened by a myriad of addi-
tional processes not included here. While the true effect must
be calculated numerically, it is unclear why a high degree of
fine-tuning of the clouds properties may be provided by such
a process.

A further challenge for this model concerns reddening
constraints. Specifically, the column density of the vol-
ume filling hot medium from which the cool gas condenses,
and with which it is in pressure equilibrium, is given by
r0nc(Tc/Th) ∼ 1021r100pc cm−2, where we assumed nc ∼
103 cm−3 and Th ∼ 106 K. This implies significant rest-
frame visual extinctions of ∼ 0.5 mag toward quasars, which
is not observed. Thus, unless dust-formation occurs in-situ,
thermal instability is an unlikely origin for high-velocity LL
NALs.

Another type of instability is the line-driven instability
(LDI), which is thought to operate in the winds of massive
stars (Owocki & Rybicki 1984), and has been suggested as
a possible scenario in the context of LL systems in quasars
(Bowler et al. 2014). In this scenario, small velocity pertur-
bations of the outflow lead to shadowing/de-shadowing ef-
fects among its different parts. These cause non-monotonic
spatial variations in the radiation-pressure force, which lead
to non-monotonic velocity fluctuations in the flow, hence to
growing density stratification and to shocks. These result
in a multiphase structure with typical length scales of or-
der the Sobolev length scale of the flow, lSob ' σ/(dv/dr),
where dv/dr the (local) velocity gradient (Sundqvist et al.
2018). Unlike stellar winds, the Sobolev length scale for

NAL clouds is of order the entire cloud length, and multi-
ple NAL-systems statistic do not support a stellar-wind–like
scenario. Further, considering published numerical calcula-
tions of LDI, it is not clear that the level of fine-tuning, which
is required for LL to operate, may be reached (Sundqvist
et al. 2018). Further, we expect LDI to be less prominent
in NALs, which are primarily driven by continuum processes
(light absorption by dust) and are sensitive to the flow ion-
ization level rather than merely to the line-opacity between
different phases of the flow. Thus, it is unclear how relevant
LDI is to NAL flows in quasars.

It may be interesting to examine the development of
Rayleigh-Taylor instability (RTI) at the leading (non-
illuminated) face of a radiatively accelerated NAL cloud
through a dilute ambient medium. In the self-similar phase
of RTI (assuming one develops within tdyn), the mixing layer
between the dense and dilute media expands with time, t,
such that its time-dependent scale-height h(t) ∼ aradt

2,
where we assume a high-density contrast between the phases
(Atwood number of order unity) and incompressibility which
are clear over-simplifications (Ristorcelli & Clark 2004). At
its leading edge, the mixing layer therefore expands at a
speed of v ∼ aradt, and material – hereafter extrusions –
whose velocity exceeds the thermal speed to the cloud, will
be de-shadow, and hence able to accelerate more efficiently
and extrude to ultimately detach from the parent cloud. The
column density of the extrusion is estimated here by the prod-
uct of the density of the parent cloud medium (the degree
to which this holds in reality needs to be verified by appro-
priate simulations) and the scale-height where de-shadowing
occurs, h ∼ (arad/2)(σ/arad)2 gives

N ∼ 1

MσT

(
Ugas
Urad

)
∼ 1018

n4T4r
2
100pc

L48M3
cm−2, (16)

where Ugas (Urad) is the gas- (radiation-) energy density.
Such columns are in the rough ballpark of the column densi-
ties found by Hamann et al. (2011), but it remains to be seen
whether such a mechanism can consistently operate and lead
to the fine-tuning required for LL.

5.1.5. Radiation-pressure confined clouds

It has been shown that radiation pressure confined (RPC)
gas can achieve remarkably uniform structure regardless of
the initial/boundary conditions imposed (Baskin et al. 2014;
Stern et al. 2014), and hence is a promising candidate for
producing clouds whose properties are highly correlated, as
required by LL conditions.

The radiation-to-gas pressure ratio is given by

Prad

Pgas
=

τeM

nkBT

L

4πr2c
' 10−2N17U

γ , (17)

where the Compton optical depth, τe is assumed to be �
M−1, and the powerlaw index satisfies γ ' 0.7, which in-
corporates the dependence of the total force multiplier on U
and of the gas temperature on U in the range 10−2 < U <
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10 (not shown). Here N17 ≡ N/1017 cm−2, and we ne-
glected the modest dependence of M on the column den-
sity for marginally optically thick media. Therefore, clouds
whose properties are optimal for LL are characterized by
Prad/Pgas � 1 and thus do not provide an indication for
a RPC dynamics. Taking into account the observed total
columns per system, and the supra-thermal line-broadening
does not appreciably change our conclusions (§3). Further-
more, steady-state RPC requires that the leading edge of the
cloud is extremely optically thick (so that the bulk accelera-
tion is negligible, as in the case of BLR clouds) or that there is
ram pressure from the ambient medium, which balances the
pressure by the compressed gas. The latter scenario, which
may be relevant for NAL systems at large (Stern et al. 2014)
encounters great difficulties in the context of LL since is
necessitates extreme fine tuning between disparate physical
mechanisms being the radiation pressure force and the drag
force. We therefore find the RPC scenario to be an unlikely
explanation for NAL systems undergoing LL.

5.1.6. Circumstellar AGB shells

The notion that some quasar outflows originate in contin-
uous stellar winds and their contrails has been suggested by
Scoville & Norman (1995). Here we qualitatively examine
whether the large expanding circmustellar shells detected,
for example, around many (carbon-rich) AGB stars (Höfner
& Olofsson 2018) could potentially be the origin of LL sys-
tems. The model has several appealing attributes: a) it identi-
fies an origin for dense, metal-rich and dusty gas components
on galaxy bulge scales, b) it naturally fine-tunes the proper-
ties of the two seemingly distinct kinematic components by
associating them with a common symmetric origin (a star),
and c) it provides an initial velocity separation between the
two kinematic components, which are identified with the ap-
proaching and receding sides of an expanding shell, thereby
preventing LL of nearly identical systems at relative subsonic
speeds (Fig. 12). In addition, it provides a natural explanation
for the extremely high aspect ratio implied for some systems
(Hamann et al. 2011).

We emphasize that it is not our intention to quantify the
level of symmetry that is required by AGB shells to facil-
itate LL and compare it to available data for nearby AGB
shells, nor do we aim to carry out detailed hydrodynamic
calculations to study the stability of an expanding shell con-
figuration over dynamical timescales. It is also not within
our scope to provide detailed spectral predictions for the ab-
sorption and extinction signatures across the electromagnetic
spectrum from an ensemble of AGB shells along our sight-
line to continuum region(s) in quasars.

Here we consider a qualitative model in which the outflow
originates in the host galaxy bulge, whose size at z ∼ 2 is
rb ' 1021M

1/2
b,10 cm (Shen et al. 2003; Bruce et al. 2014),

where the bulge mass, Mb = 1010Mb,10 M�. We pa-
rameterize the launching radius of the outflow, r0 = εrrb,
where εr . 1 for a bulge origin of the outflow. In this
case, the dynamical timescale of the NAL outflow satisfies

vwvw

AGB

γ

γ

γ

vw + v + δvvw + v
AGB

γ

γ

γ

vw + v + δvllvw + v
AGB

γ

γ

γ

vw

vw

to observerto quasar

Figure 12. A possible depiction of a circumstellar AGB shell evolu-
tion toward a line-locked system configuration. A compact geomet-
rically thin shell is ejected during a thermal pulse of the AGB stars
(top panel) and expands to gradually cover the quasar continuum
emission region while being accelerated by radiation pressure force
due to illumination by the quasar (ISM interaction is neglected, per-
haps due to ISM pre-evacuation by the quasar). The shell detaches
from its origin, accelerates radially from the bulge with its leading
edge developing an increasing velocity difference with respect to
the trailing side, thereby stretching the shell along the radial direc-
tion to the quasar (middle panel). LL velocities are attained over
dynamical timescales between the leading and trailing shell rims
(lower panel). These drawings are qualitative at best, and the actual
nebular shape need not be an ellipsoid (this uncertainty is denoted
by dashed shape lines at long timescales). This may be particularly
true at locations whose normal vector to the surface is perpendicular
to the radial direction (to the quasar), which result in significantly
different acceleration of the rims due to optical depth effects.

tdyn ∼ 104εrrb,21v
−1
∞,4 years during which time it should be

detectable as a NAL system, namely it should substantially
cover the continuum emission region of the quasar and have
a non-negligible optical depth in relevant UV transitions.

Geometrically, the radius of the expanding AGB wind over
dynamical timescales, neglecting ISM interaction, is

rw ∼ εrrb
vw
v∞
' 1018εrrb,21vw,10v

−1
∞,4 cm, (18)

' 1019ε3/2r Γ
−3/4
Edd L

1/4
48 vw,10 cm

where the AGB wind speed vw = 10vw,10 km −1. In the last
step we used Eq. 10 (with M3 = 3) and assumed a bulge-
BH-mass relation such that Mb ∼ 100MBH (Häring & Rix
2004; Peng et al. 2006; Ding et al. 2020, but note that this
does not apply to pseudo-bulge and pure-disk systems; Kor-
mendy et al. 2011), and recast the expression in terms of the
Eddington ratio of the quasar, ΓEdd. Clearly, if the current
quasar luminosity does not reflect on the average luminos-
ity over the dynamical time, or the gas acceleration changes
markedly with distance aside from geometrical flux-dilution
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effects then the last step may lead to erroneous conclusions
about rw. Over dynamical timescales, the AGB wind could
therefore fully cover the accretion disk having a half-light ra-
dius of rSS73(λ) ∼ 1016L

1/2
48 λ

4/3
1550 (the inner disk boundary

is ignored here), but may only partly cover the broad-line-
region whose size, rBLR ' 3 × 1018L

1/2
48 cm (an optical

to bolometric luminosity correction of 10 was assumed for
the BLR size-luminosity relation of Bentz et al. 2013). This
could give rise to partial-coverage effects in the absorption
troughs due to the finite contribution of the BLR to the con-
tinuum signal (Chelouche et al. 2019, and references therein).

Interestingly, the radial gap between the rims of the ex-
panding shell δr satisfies δr/r0 ∼ δvll/v∞ ∼ 5 × 10−2 .
|δMδvll |/M for optical depth in the CIV transition of order
unity (Fig. 5), thereby facilitating LL despite the distance gap
developing between the kinematic components over dynami-
cal timescales. This is especially true for high metalicity, but
dust poor gas.

To absorb in the UV, the wind’s ionization parameter
should be of order unity (Hamann et al. 2011; Bowler et al.
2014) over dynamical timescales hence on size-scales of or-
der rw. For the chosen SED the following relation holds:
U ' L48n

−1
4 r−2b,21. This sets a requirement on the ”instan-

taneous” mass loss rate that leads to the expanding shell of

Ṁ ∼ 4πρε2rr
2
b

v3w
v2∞
∼ 6×10−3

εrv
3
w,10

UΓ
1/2
Edd

L
1/2
48 M� yr−1. (19)

In comparison, the maximal momentum driven mass-loss
rate that can be propelled by a star of luminosity L? .
105L� (Ventura et al. 2018) is Ṁmax ∼ L?/cvw ∼
10−4 M� yr−1 (this limit can increase by a factor of a few
when multiple photon scatterings in an optically thick non-
porous media is involved). Unless the AGB ejecta on large
scales are characterized by vw,10 � 1 (perhaps due to mass
loading from the ISM) then the model favors a more efficient
radiative acceleration, such as due to a lower gas-to-dust ra-
tio than the value adopted here of ' 100 (see however Maer-
cker et al. 2018), or due to a more compact launching region
around the quasar than assumed here (e.g., εr . 0.1), or their
combination.

Next we estimate the column density through the expand-
ing shell at rw. Denoting the timescale for the thermal pulse
during which the shell is ejected by ttp, then the shell thick-
ness is δr ∼ vwttp, which remains constant during its ex-
pansion due to mass conservation (we neglect mass loading
by ISM or precursor wind interaction; Mattsson et al. 2007).
Denoting the ejected shell mass by Ms where Ms = Ṁttp,
then N ∼ nδr, which satisfies

N ∼ Ms

4πmpr2b

v2∞
v2w
∼ 6× 1014ε−3r Γ

3/2
EddL

−1/2
48 Ms,−3 cm−2,

(20)
where Ms = 10−3Ms,−3 M� with Ms,−3 . 10 is typical of
detached AGB shells (Olofsson et al. 1996). To match the
observed columns of (∼ 1019 cm−2; Ganguly et al. 2003;

Hamann et al. 2011) the model (again) favors more com-
pact launching regions satisfying εr . 0.1. Alternatively, the
observed column might result from the confluence of many
low-column systems. Nevertheless, this requires all of them
to be fine-tuned to yield LL, which is highly improbable (see
§5.1.1).

The global covering fraction of AGB shells over the quasar
sky, Cg ∼ nAGB(tdyn/tAGB)r2wrb, where we assumed that
AGB shells survive for a dynamical time, and that all AGBs
go through a thermal-pulse phase during their AGB-phase
lifetime, tAGB, whereby a single detached shell is ejected
(see, however, Kastner & Wilson 2021 for a discussion of
multiple shell ejection events from AGB stars with peri-
ods of & 104 years). Noting that carbon-rich AGB are
solar-like stars, we estimate nAGB = n?(tAGB/t?), where
t? is the lifetime on the main sequence and with n? =
εbMb/(M?4πr

3
b/3). Here M? is the typical stellar mass

assumed without loss of generality to be solar and hence
t? ' 1010 years.8 The parameter εb is the fraction of the
mass bulge that is relevant for producing LL signatures (note
that εr and εb are inter-dependent parameters via the density
profile of the bulge; see below). With these definitions

Cg ∼
εbMb

M?

tdyn
t?

(
vw
v∞

)2

∼ 50εbε
3/2
r L

3/4
48 Γ

−9/4
Edd v2w,10.

(21)
Taking εr = 0.1 and εb = 0.01, results in Cg ∼ 0.01, which
is of order the observed value (Chen et al. 2021). Our choice
of εb is consistent with the presence of a compact nuclear
star cluster (NSC, Neumayer et al. 2020), whose mass is
∼ 10−3 − 10−2Mb in local sources (Georgiev et al. 2016,
and references therein)9. Our Cg estimate does not account
for time-dependent star-formation history, and depends on
the survival time of accelerated AGB shells, as well as on the
number of shells ejected during the AGB lifetime. A more
realistic estimation awaits numerical simulations, which are
beyond the scope of this work, and a more comprehensive
comparison between model predictions and absorption sig-
natures in the UV and X-ray range over the luminosity range
that characterizes active galactic nuclei.

In the above model an expanding shell from an AGB star,
which is driven along its sightline to the quasar, will dislocate
with respect to its origin and eventually detach from its parent
star (middle panel of Fig. 12). The shell radius at detachment,
rd, is crudely given by

rd ∼ 2εrrb

(
vw
v∞

)2

∼ 1015εrΓ
−1
Edd cm. (22)

8 The above estimates depend little on the assumed M? normalization,
for a given stellar population, since the number of stars at mass M? is
∝ M−2.35

? for a Salpeter initial mass function, while their lifetime is
∝M−2.5

? .
9 We emphasize that the outflow scenario advocated here may operate in ad-

dition to other mechanisms that my lead to outflow phenomena from NSCs
(Gohil & Ballantyne 2018).
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Figure 13. The allowed phase space for LL systems within the
AGB-shell model. The colored fill patch is the allowed phase space
of the model, and is determined by the observational properties of
LL systems, and known circumstellar shells around (local) AGB
stars (se text). Different boundaries delineating the allowed phase
space are set by different conditions (see color-coding) with the rel-
evant quantity and its gradient away from the colored region de-
noted next to each curve. The black symbol marks the phase-space
position of J 2123-0050. We emphasize that different assumption
about εr, εb, Ms and vw can substantially expand or shrink (or even
void) the phase space available for LL. Gray points are quasars from
the Shen et al. (2011) sample, demonstrating that many of them lie
within the allowed phase-space of the particular model shown.

For our adopted formalism to be consistent, we therefore re-
quire that rd > RAGB, which is the photospheric radius of
a typical AGB star, which we take to be 100R� (Höfner &
Olofsson 2018).

We next provide a first stab at mapping the quasar phase
space where LL could occur according to this model. Moti-
vated by the above considerations for the more relevant range
of parameter values we use εr = 0.03, εb = 0.02, vw,10 =
2, Ms,−3 = 10, and U = 1, and consider the phase
space spanned by the remaining parameters, namely L and
ΓEdd (Eqs. 18-21). As for observational constraints, we re-
quire that Ṁ < 10−3M� yr−1 (set by local AGB physics),
δvll/v∞ < 5 × 10−2 (set by Eq. 8; see Fig. 7), 17 <
log(N) < 20 (Hamann et al. 2011; Bowler et al. 2014),
−2.5 < log(Cg) < −0.5 (Chen et al. 2021), and rw ≥
1016L

1/2
48 λ

4/3
1550 (full coverage of the UV emitting disk). We

also require that rd > 100R� (see above). The allowed
phase space is shown in figure 13 and includes a substan-
tial fraction of the Sloan digital sky survey (SDSS) sources
(Shen et al. 2011). We emphasize that the phase-space vol-
ume is sensitive to εr, εb, Ms and vw, all of which are rather
uncertain, and some parameter combinations may void the
model altogether.

Generally, the model predicts that sources at the top range
of the Eddinton-rate distribution at a given luminosity bin,
are less likely to show LL since the covering fraction is low.
In the bottom range of the Eddington-rate distribution, LL
systems are characterized by low columns of gas, resulting
in weaker absorbers, which may surface with high-resolution
spectroscopic surveys, and with higher rate of occurrence per
source due to the higher covering fractions implied. The
source J2123-005 formally lies outside the phase space pre-
dicted by the specific model considered here, which results
from the assumed condition on the peak mass-loss rate from
AGB stars. Objects in this range may show higher ionization
absorption. Lastly, fainter sources emitting at low Eddington
rates are not expected to show LL systems unless carbon is
highly over-abundant or the gas is dust-poor.

5.2. Observational tests of the theory and their implication

Our calculations indicate that the most probable configu-
ration for LL is that of clouds with similar, but not strictly
identical properties, such as ionization and column density
(and also gas composition). In particular, it is required that
a2 & a1, for LL to occur. A challenge to this theory would
be to find counter examples, namely, that the faster (shielded)
component has, for example, a higher column density and a
higher ionization level than the low-velocity component, so
that a2 < a1 (unless the system is at its coasting phase).

The most likely phase space for LL by the C IV dou-
blet to occur is for clouds with column densities of order
1017 cm−2. For clouds whose inner velocity dispersion is
significantly above the thermal values, the optimal column-
density scales with the effective line width, at least so long
as the continuum optical depth is smaller than unity. For
the case of J 2123-005, a suprathermal line broadening of
∼ 30 km s−1 was found, which implies optimal columns for
LL of N . 1018 cm−2. This is within a factor of a few
of the column-density estimates of Hamann et al. (2011).
While higher column clouds can experience LL, their proper-
ties need be extremely fine-tuned, which imposes extremely
tight constraints on the physical mechanism leading to cloud
formation, and controlling cloud stability over their acceler-
ation timescales.

Clouds with very different properties must occupy an ex-
tremely localized and fine-tuned range of the phase space to
facilitate LL. Further, such line-locked cloud configurations
can be easily disrupted by luminosity variations of the cen-
ter source over dynamical timescales. Quantifying the rela-
tion U1/U2 and N1/N2 for line-locked NALs, and compar-
ing those to model predictions (e.g., Fig. 7) will shed light on
the physics of such systems.

Our calculations indicate that for compositions of order
the solar value with ISM-like dust-to-metals mixture, the ra-
tio between the radiation pressure force term giving rise to
LL and the total radiation pressure force is order order per-
cents, which by dynamical-time arguments implies that the
expected dvll/v∞ is of the same order. Finding systems for
which the latter ratio is much higher – i.e., low velocity sys-
tems experiencing LL – would imply that the gas compo-
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sition may be significantly different than assumed, with the
abundance of the element giving rise to LL being particularly
enhanced. Indeed, Bowler et al. (2014) find evidence for LL
in systems with dvll/v∞ & 0.17, which might indicate an
overabundance of carbon by an order of magnitude or more
compared to the solar composition (see Karakas et al. 2022,
who considered such models for AGB stars and noted the
weak thermal pulses associated with them). Alternatively,
it could mean that some systems are relatively dust-poor so
that the total radiation pressure force is lower – by roughly
a factor of 10 for U = 1 and a column of 1019 cm−2 –
and the relative contribution of the line-locked transitions to
the total radiative acceleration is correspondingly higher, and
hence larger dvll/v∞ ratios may be reached, by roughly a
factor of 3. Metal-poor massive stars are thought to have low
dust-yields (Dell’Agli et al. 2019), which could explain the
low terminal outflow velocities associated with some LL sys-
tems. It will be interesting to examine whether low-velocity
LL systems show less reddening per their absorbing columns
than high velocity systems.

The kinematic models employed here suggest that quasar
variability over dynamical timescales can be disruptive for
line-locked systems, which have not yet reached their coast-
ing phase. It would be interesting to check whether LL sys-
tems have a higher incidence in less variable sources or use
dynamical arguments involving LL to constrain the structure
function (power-spectrum) of quasars. Further, looking for
δv-statisics of multiple quasar NALs could be used to check
for non-uniform distribution over velocity space, perhaps re-
lated to the predicted bifurcation patterns (Fig. 9).

It is of considerable interest to search for LL at ve-
locity separations corresponding to multiplets other than
C IVλλ1548.19, 1550.77, and assess their probability, which
could shed light on the kinematics of NAL systems. For ex-
ample, finding ample LL systems at small velocity separa-
tions whose outflow velocities are moderate, could indicate
an evolutionary path by which NAL clouds hop from one
line-locked position to the next as their properties change
across their path, or due to quasar-flux variability. Con-
versely, not finding evidence for LL at small velocity separa-
tions could mean that clouds are formed with a finite velocity
difference between them, ruling out, for example, Rayleigh-
Taylor instability as the origin of multiple NAL systems.

The proposed scenario in which circumstellar AGB en-
velopes may be the origin of LL systems should be further in-
vestigated by searching for commonalities between the metal
and dust content of LL systems and those of shells around
local AGB stars (having in mind the different redshift range
probed in each case; Maraston et al. 2006), and specifically
carbon-rich ones, which likely result from thermal pulses
rather than from ejecta-ISM interaction. Further, calculation
of the global covering factor by a population of circumstellar
AGB shells, which uses realistic AGB population and evo-
lution models, should be confronted with LL statistics. Im-
portantly, numerical simulations must be performed to test
for the stability of shells as they are accelerated through the
dilute, perhaps pre-evacuated bulge medium in quasar hosts,

and realistically assess the probability of LL to occur along
quasar sightlines (i.e., of a2 & a1). On the flip side, the
study of LL systems can resolve small scale phenomenon in
AGB ejecta via partial covering effects of the quasar con-
tinuum source. This pencil-beam approach could shed light
on the physics and composition of expanding AGB shells,
and improve models for such objects in the local universe. It
may be interesting to check whether highly supersolar car-
bon abundances, which may be implied by the existence of
systems with large values of dvll/v∞ (Bowler et al. 2014,
see above) may be reconciled with our understanding of lo-
cal AGB ejecta

Lastly, the detection of multiple (> 2) LL systems is a
challenge to the simple AGB scenario outlined here, and it
remains to be tested whether the spiral circumstellar mate-
rial patterns seen around local AGB stars due to binary in-
teraction (Höfner & Olofsson 2018) could provide a viable
explanation for this phenomenon.

6. SUMMARY

The emergence of line-locking (LL) of accelerating and
outflowing NAL systems in quasars is studied by means of
detailed photoionization and kinematic calculations. It is
found that only a very small volume of the relevant phase
space is conducive to LL, which appears to be at odds with
recent findings for the relatively high occurrence of this phe-
nomenon in multiple-components NALs. This implies a
high-degree of fine-tuning between the properties of appar-
ently distinct absorption components, which sets stringent
constraints on their formation scenarios.

Motivated by available constraints on the ionization and
thermal state of such systems, the conditions for LL are ex-
amined in detail over the relevant phase space, as well as the
stability of such configurations against time variations of the
quasar flux. We find that the properties of the line-locked
NAL system in J 2123-005, which is perhaps the best studied
system of its kind, seem to be in agreement with the phase
space optimal for LL due to the C IVλλ1548.19, 1550.77
doublet, after allowing for supra-thermal line-broadening.
Further, the ratio of the LL velocity of ' 500 km s−1 and
the outflow velocity in this source is ∼ 5%, and is qualita-
tively consistent with model predictions for the relative con-
tribution of the C IV doublet transitions to the total radia-
tive acceleration assuming solar-like metal composition and
dust-to-metals ratio. Nevertheless, for the clouds to develop
a velocity difference leading to LL while being accelerated
to their bulk outflow velocity, requires extreme fine-tuning
of their properties along their entire path, which occupies a
negligibly small fraction of the phase-space volume.

The high-degree of fine-tuning between the properties of
LL NALs is surprising, and is inconsistent with most NAL
formation scenarios, such as thermal instability, the mechan-
ical compression and pushing of ISM clouds, velocity con-
densations or ”attractors” due to the aggregated effect of
LL, or radiation pressure confined clouds. The high de-
gree of fine-tuning needs to be maintained over dynamical
timescales of the flow, and is not merely viewed at the coast-
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ing phase, thus implying stable clouds whose properties do
not vary dramatically over time, and certainly not indepen-
dently of each other. This is difficult to materialize if non-
radiative force terms (e.g., drag) are important since those re-
quire further tuning with respect to additional, independently
varying physical processes. This suggests that line-locked
NALs occur in extremely dilute environments, which may
have been pre-evacuated by the quasar. This, however, has
implications for the confinement of NAL systems that travel
at highly (and slightly different) supersonic speeds, and yet
retain their properties over dynamical times.

A scenario that associates line-locked systems with ex-
panding circumstellar AGB shells in the quasar host is pro-
posed, which naturally leads to finely tuned NAL properties,
prevents LL small velocity differences between the clouds,
and is qualitatively consistent with the observational con-
straints for well studied systems. Several predictions of the
model are provided, and tests of the theory are outlined. If
substantiated as a viable model for LL systems then it could
provide a unique probe of individual stellar phenomenon in
the hosts of quasars at high-redshift, which can be used to
shed light on their star-formation and metal-enrichment his-
tory, and the properties of the ambient interstellar material in

quasar hosts. Additionally, LL systems can be used to assess
the mass loss rate from individual AGB stars at epochs when
the universe was much younger than today, and may provide
a unique probe of the metalicity and gas-to-dust mixture in
AGB ejecta before substantial mixing occurs. Additional nu-
merical work is required to test the proposed scenario, which
is beyond the scope of the present paper.
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