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Abstract. Motivated by the first detections of rotation signaturemDG Tau jet (Bacciotti et ¢ D2), we examine possible
biases fecting the relation between detected rotation signaturddrae azimuthal velocity for self-similar MHD disc winds,
taking into account projection, convolution as well as &at@n gradients féects. We find that computed velocity shifts are
systematically smaller than the true underlying rotationve. When outer slower streamlines dominate the emissien,
predict observed shifts increasing with transverse digtda the jet axis, opposite to the true rotation profile. Dateation

of the full transverse rotation profile thus requires highwar resolution observations (6 AU) on an object with dominant
inner faster streamlines. Comparison of our predictiorih WiST/STIS observations of DG Tau clearly shows that self-similar
warm MHD disc wind models withl = 13 and an outer radius of the disc3 AU are able to reproduce detected velocity shifts,
while cold disc wind models{ > 50) are ruled out for the medium-velocity component in the @ jet.
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1. Introduction 2. Disc wind models

It is now widely accepted that a large scale magnetic field Y¥& concentrate our study on two classes of steady, selfagimi
responsible for both the acceleration and collimation ¢ jMHD keplerian accretion discs driving jets. They are mainly
around young accreting stars. However, the exact launchffipracterized by 3 nondimensional free parameters (segt Cab
zone (stellar surface, disc truncation radius or wide raofge &t &l-H88)e = h/Ro ~ 0.1, where is the disc scale height
disc radii) remains subject to debate. So far, studies ainmdgthe disc radiu®o, am =~ 1, related to the magnetic -

at constraining proposed ejection models have concedtrai®/ity parameter, and = d(logMacd)/d(logR), which controls
on the jet collimation, poloidal velocities, and excitatioon- the mass loading onto field lines. In these solutigris,related

ditions (Dougados et a 00, Lavalley-Fouquet {2000 the magnetic lever arm =~ (Ra/R0)? (Ra is the cylindri-
Bacciotti et al 0, Woitas et ¢ 02). cal radius at the Alfvén surface) by the relatibe: 1 + 1/(2£)

_ _ ) _ (Casse & Ferreir 0a) and therefadoes not vary with R

The detection of rotation signatures in the DG Tau jgierreira Jili7) obtainabld solutions powered by the Lorentz
has recently opened new prospects to constrain MHD ejgrce only, i.e. where enthalpy is negligible (resultingyipical
tion models (Bacciotti et aliiiD2). In particular, approgte ) yajyes~ 50). Detailed comparison with recent observations
launching radii~ 0.3—3 AU were inferred in DG Tau, indica- showed that these solutions reproduce the collimationgsrop
tive of a disc wind (Anderson et & 03). In this Letter, Wges of T Tauri microjets (Dougados et D00), but give ex-
investigate two classes of self-similar disc wind modeksofS essive terminal poloidal velocities (Garcia e 00Mre
2) and analyse in detail the biases introduced in their oleser recently, Casse & Ferreirl0b) computed disc wind
rotation signatures by projection, beam dilution and eivitys  so|utions where entropy is injected at the flow base allowing
gradients within the jet (Sect. 3). Implications for a projre oy |arger mass loadsi(= 10) hence lower asymptotic veloci-
terpretation of the DG Tau observations are discussed ih Sggs_ |n the following, we adoptevld solution withA = 50 and
4. awarm solution withA = 13. Dimensional scaling parameters
are set as follows: the inner and outer radii of the disc wedl
in the ejection process arg R 0.07 AU (typical corotation
Send offprint requests to: N. Pesenti radius for a T Tauri star) and.R= 1 AU (where molecules are
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Fig. 1. Velocity componentsY,,V,) in the ,Z) plane for the N ‘1(‘) 1‘0 A‘U‘ T T
proj= = 14 AU

warm solution @ = 13). Dashed lines: V, varying from 4 to 1 p) R

16 km s by steps of 4 kms. Greyscale: V.

056
supposed to start to form), the accretion rate through tbe di
Macc = 107° M yr! and the central stellar mass, = 0.5M.
The ejection #iciency (Met/ Macc = € X INRe/R;) is then 3%
for the cold solution and 10 % for thearm one.

Asymptotic toroidal velocities in MHD disc winds depend
mainly on the magnetic lever armandRy. In Fig.ll, we show
poloidal and toroidal velocities in th&(Z) plane for thewarm
solution. Thecold solution shows a similar map with predicted
toroidal and poloidal velocities larger by a factor 2. Foizeg
streamlineV, rapidly decreases with distanZealong the jet
until the maximum expansion radius is reached4&a = 25
and 20 for therold andwarm solutions respectively).

To calculate predicted rotation signatures for the above ¢
models, we constructed synthetic long-slit spectra peticen
lar to the jet axis (transverse PV diagrams) and convolvehth
by a two-dimensional Gaussian beam to simulate the instru-
mental spatial and spectral resolutions. Tlfea of rotation __ ) » . .
is to induce a “tilt” in transverse PV diagrams (dashed line&ig-2- @) Synthetic transverse Position-Velocity (PV) diagram
Fig.la). We then get a synthetic velocity sHifix by cross- [OF thewarm solution (integrated oveZpo; = 50-60 AU) n
correlating extracted velocity spectra at symmetric pasit e [O 1] 46300 line, convolved with a 14 Atk 50 kms
with respect to the jet axis (Fifll 2b,c). Our computatiorash Peam-i = 45" andxe = 0.1 x (0.1AU/Ro). Dashed lines are
that Venie values are only weakly dependent on the adoptglfj'ca,t've of pea!( veloc_lty shifts at 10 and 20 Ap from the
spectral resolution, provided line profiles are well sardpie 18t @S b) Velocity profiles extracted from PV diagrams at
will use here the a velocity resolution of 50 kmfswhich is Reroi = 10 AU, convolved with a spatial beam of 14 AU for
accessible to current imaging spectrographs, and smhatier t¥e = 0-1 (0.1AU/Ro) (solid lines) andve = 0.1 x (Ro/1AV)
line profile widths. We adopt a typical inclination pf= 45  (dashed linesx) and atRpr) = 20 AU, with spatial beams of
with respect to the line of sight (Pyo et )03) and corrsigk (dotted) and 14 AU (solid) fate = 0.1 (0.1AU/Ro).
transverse PV diagrams &,; = 50—-60 AU.

We will use the [Or] 46300 line, the &ect of a tracer with
lower critical density being discussed later. We explorisp This gives line profiles with a strong high velocity componen
resolution &ects by varying the beam size (FWHM) betwee(HVC), originating from the inner faster streamlines (Gart

trary units)
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1 AU and 14 AU. To calculate line emissivities in theld so- al. Lb). In the case of thearm solution, where the full
lution, we use the thermal and ionization structure congutthermal solution is not yet available, we ke&p = 10* K
a posteriori by Garcia et al.fllli)1a) with ambipolarfiision and we explore two extreme ionization fraction laws: one-sim

heating. The resultin@. is roughly constantZe ~ 10* K) ilar to the cold solution,xe = 0.1 x (0.1AU/Ro), where the
and the ionization stratification is close taxa « 1/Rg law. HVC dominates (solid curves in Fifll 2b), and one with=
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Fig. 3. Velocity shifts predicted by the disc wind models as a fumtdf projected transverse radifig.;. Left: cold solution
with the thermal structure of Garcia et &8 D01Rjght: warm solution with two ionization fraction laws (see Sect. 2 for
more details)Vshir are obtained by cross-correlating {16300 line profiles atRpj, extracted from a transverse PV diagram
at Zproj = 50—60 AU.Solid and dash-dotted lines: Vshix computed using the entire velocity profikhort-dashed and long-
dashed lines: or restricting to the MVCDotted lines show the projected underlying true azimuthal profile exteddrom the
corresponding wind solutiotRje; is the outermost jet radius (f&% = 1 AU).

0.1x (Ro/1AU), where emission from outer slower streamlinegiven beam tends to decredsgx at projected radii below the
is enhanced, and the profile is dominated by a medium veldeam diameter (see 14 AU beam, Aly. 3) because of cancella-
ity component (MVC, dashed curves, Hly. 2b). The latter caien effects between opposite sides of the jet. WRgg; varies
reproduces better observed line profiles in the DG Tau jet (feom the beam diameter to the jet outer rads, each profile
Bacciotti et al 2), and allows us to investigate tffet of is dominated by the surface BRt= Rp.j and the discrepancy
various emissivity gradients in the jet on the obserVeg. from the theoretical value is small. Only at radii smallearth
the central hole radiuBnoe (4 AU for both solutions) Vanitt
tend to zero aRproj/ Rnole, due to the above projectiofftect.

We examine now the case where outer streamlines (MVC)
We first discus&/shi values obtained by cross-correlation oveflominate line profiles, which is illustrated by therm solu-
the entire velocity profile, plotted in Fill 3. We also plot fotion with xe o« Ry (dash-dotted curves, Fifll 3). Line profiles at
comparison as a dotted curve the projected azimuthal vel8proj areé now strongly contaminated by surfaces with true radii
ity profile (VIYR) = 2 x V4(R) x sini) extracted from the R > Rproj; SO thatVshir lies significantly belowVhee (a factor
corresponding wind solution at the sarfigy;. We find that 2 at 10 AU), regardless of beam size. Oy measured at
measured velocity shifts always underestimate the true roprojected distances on the ordery: fit correctly Ve, the
tion profile, especially at small transverse distances fituejet  Projection factorpoj/R being then~ 1.
axis. This underestimate comes from the integration of ive fl  Finally, when cross correlation is made on the MVC only
along the line of sight, combined with projectiofiexts: At a (long-dashed and short-dashed curves, lig.V3)i is even
given radiusRp; from the jet axis, the line of sight intersects dower and varies almost a@&yj/Rjet. This can be understood
range of flow surfaces with true cylindrical radtii> Rpro;. Due by considering that cross-correlation on the MVC is sevesiti
to the keplerian law, they rotate more slowly thE(Rp). ©OnNly to a narrow range of outer streamlineskat Rjet. Beam
In addition, these outer surfaces are not tangent to theofinesmearing and excitation gradients have litfieeet because this
sight and their projected rotation speed is sinV4(R) x sing  region is far from the jet axis and has roughly homogeneous
with sing = Rproj/R introducing an additional reduction factorexcitation conditions.
However, the exact amount by which the rotation profile is un- We have verified that the above results remain valid over a
derestimated by these projectiofiets critically depends on broad region of the parameter space. VariatiomQf R; andR.
excitation gradients and beam dilution, as we now discuss. only introduces scaling factor§’(«c VM, /Ro), Rnole @aNd Rjet

We first consider the case where inner streamlines (HV8ging about proportional t&; and R respectively.Vshirx 0b-
dominate line profiles, which is illustrated by the/d solution tained from a solution witih = 8 have the same biases as those
and thewarm solution withxe o 1/Rg (solid curves, Figli3). A described above, suggesting that our results also do nendep

3. Detailed analysis of disc wind predictions
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critically on the detailed disc wind model. The only other pa 40 L ! e ! X = 50
rameter of significant influence on the predictég is the C //"’ ] 5
electronic density to critical density ratio/§/Ne; = Nyxe/Ner 07 =13 1 &
with Ny, the total density) for a given line. We/Ner > 1 in =7 1 A
the central parts of the jet, either because the accretien ra 0 R
is increased M. < Ny) or a tracer with lowN, (such as 40 T
[Su] 26731) is used, the emissivity saturates &g becomes r === 12
significantly lower tharve° (though notas much as for MVC- . 20 [ =~ N 1 9
dominated profiles). A ratid/e/Ner < 1 in the inner part of the TM /%’7* = 14
jet, and thus a tracer with higN., is needed to retrieve the g 0 C e ey
shape ofVgpi: curves shown in Fidll3 in the HVC-dominated 40 L A
case for high accretion rates. E r e 12

Z R0 -7 R 18
4. Comparison with DG Tau observations 0 B . ] B
We compare here our predictions with observations of DG Tau H—— ]
carried out by Bacciotti et allii02) with HETIS. Vgpir were 40 a . Els
obtained from the MVC by cross-correlation techniqueslsimi o0 L === - N ] ;
to the one described in Sect. 2. In FHl§j. 4, we plot observed F -~ - 10
Vshitt (Symbols) and predictions for both disc wind models with 0 f rrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr =
an equivalent beam size.{0 x 50 kms?) and at the same L L L ‘

10 20 30 40

distances (deprojected) from the star. Predicted velatitfis
are plotted in several spectral lines, and are seenfferdiy Radius across the jet (AU)
less than 10 %. . . . . .

We first note that both thevld andwarm solutions repro- ,Flg' 4. Vglocﬂy shifts as a function of radius at four _depro-
duce well the trend of increased measuvegk with transverse jected d|ste|1n<?es from ;heMs\;%Sr’ 1:) tlo. ?31GATU, ol:;)talned by
radius in DG Tau. Based on the above study, we interpret tﬁ@ss—corre_atpn over the ymbols: D% Tau observa-
trend as due to projectiorfiects only. Thus, measurements ons (Bacciotti et al. 2002)Curves: Predictions for theold

_ - - dashedR. = 1 AU) andwarm (solid; Re = 3 AU) disc wind
Rproj = 10,20 AU < Riet(Z) do not yield direct measures &f, _ € :
bGrtOJonIy lower Iimits.je(t)nly data points &y = 30 AU, clgie solutions in [Su] 16731 (light grey), [Or] 16300 (dark grey)

to the outer jet radius, would be expected to give e and [Fen] 1.644um (black), computed with the estimated in-

Second, we note thdt; deduced from theold disc wind clination angle of DG Tau jet $4?5 Pyo et f‘l' 3) and with
model~ 30-40 km s! are about by a factor 3—6 too high cothe beam size of HFETIS (0.1'x50kms™).
pared to observed velocity shifts of 6-15 km.sSteady, self-
similar cold solutions with lower toroidal velocities (lowet)
exist, but terminate too close to the stdfR, < 10; Ferreira achievable in the UV domain with H3STIS and in the near-

). This class of solutions is therefore definitely edeldi IR domain with the new generation of adaptive optics system
for the MVC in the DG Tau jet. On the other hand, therm oOperating on 8m class telescopes such as NACO on the VLT.
disc wind solution witha = 13 fit very well observed/ghi . o
in the DG Tau jet within instrumental uncertainties, exdept Acknowledgements. We would like to thank the referee, F. Bacciotti,
the 30 AU datapoints in region | and IV. Far from the jet axisf?r her very helpful comments.
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