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ABSTRACT
Asymptotic Giant Branch (AGB) stars shed a significant amount of their mass in the form of a stellar wind, creating a vast
circumstellar envelope (CSE). Owing to the ideal combination of relatively high densities and cool temperatures, CSEs serve
as rich astrochemical laboratories. While the chemical structure of AGB outflows has been modelled and analysed in detail
for specific physical setups, there is a lack of understanding regarding the impact of changes in the physical environment on
chemical abundances. A systematic sensitivity study is necessary to comprehend the nuances in the physical parameter space,
given the complexity of the chemistry. This is crucial for estimating uncertainties associated with simulations and observations.
In this work, we present the first sensitivity study of the impact of varying outflow densities and temperature profiles on the
chemistry. With the use of a chemical kinetics model, we report on the uncertainty in abundances, given a specific uncertainty
on the physical parameters. Additionally, we analyse the molecular envelope extent of parent species and compare our findings
to observational studies. Mapping the impact of differences in physical parameters throughout the CSE on the chemistry is a
strong aid to observational studies.
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1 INTRODUCTION

AGB stars are evolved, low- to intermediate-mass stars (∼ 0.8−
8M�) that are characterised by significant mass loss due to a dust-
driven wind (Bowen 1988). As a result, this outflow creates a vast
circumstellar envelope (CSE). The mass-loss rates of AGB stars
range from ∼ 10−8 to 10−4 M� yr−1 and expansion velocities are
typically found to vary between 3 and 30 kms−1 (Knapp et al. 1998;
Habing & Olofsson 2004; Ramstedt et al. 2009; Höfner & Olofsson
2018). The outflows of AGB stars are rich in chemistry, where over
100 molecules and about 15 dust species have been detected so far
(e.g., Habing 1996; Verhoelst et al. 2009; Gail & Sedlmayr 2013;
Decin 2021). Their chemical richness is thanks to the large gradi-
ents in density and temperature throughout the outflow. The type
of chemistry in the CSE is set by the elemental carbon-to-oxygen
(C/O) ratio of the AGB star, with C/O < 1 resulting in oxygen-rich
outflows and C/O > 1 resulting in carbon-rich outflows. AGB out-
flows with C/O≈ 1 are referred to as S-type. The CSE consists out
of three regions, each characterised by specific physical and chemi-
cal conditions. In the inner wind (∼ 1−5 R?), the chemistry is taken
out of equilibrium due to shocks resulting from pulsations emerging
at the stellar surface. This leads to the presence of C-rich molecules
in O-rich outflows, such as HCN, and vice versa, such as H2O (e.g.,
Bujarrabal et al. 1994; Decin et al. 2010). In the intermediate re-
gion (∼ 5−100 R?), dust grains are able to grow and consequently
launch the outflow. The outer wind (∼ 100−20000 R?) is dominated
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by photochemistry driven by interstellar UV photons penetrating the
CSE (e.g., Höfner & Olofsson 2018).

The abundance, or even the mere presence, of different chemi-
cal species provides a powerful tool to probe the physical proper-
ties of CSEs and to study its kinematics and morphology. Moreover,
through heating and cooling processes, the specific composition of
species feeds back into the CSE structure (e.g., Sahai 1990; Decin
et al. 2006). Hence, accurate knowledge of the chemistry within the
outflow and of how it depends on the physical conditions is crucial
to our understanding of AGB outflows.

Chemical models of outflows of individual AGB sources have
been calculated, assuming specific physical conditions retrieved
from observations (e.g. Millar & Herbst 1994a; Willacy & Millar
1997; Cherchneff 2006; Li et al. 2016; Agúndez et al. 2020). Addi-
tionally, theoretical studies have been carried out about the effects
on the chemistry due to, e.g., deviations from spherical symmetry of
CSEs, dust-gas interactions, and companion photons (e.g., Van de
Sande et al. 2018, 2019; Van de Sande & Millar 2022). These stud-
ies provide us with new insights on the complexity of the chemistry
when compared to observations.

However, up until now, the effect of changes in the physical envi-
ronment of the CSE (such as its density and temperature) on the
chemistry, remains largely unknown. This is a missing piece of
work, since, given the complexity of these models, the resulting
abundances can depend on these physical parameters in a non-trivial
way. The impact of changes in the physical parameter space are key
to estimate uncertainties on theoretical as well as on observational
results. Therefore, a sensitivity analysis is a crucial step in estab-
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lishing substantiated confidence in the predictions of these models.
Moreover, it will benefit observational studies in constraining the
system parameters and dynamics of the outflow (e.g., Danilovich
et al. 2016).

We present the first sensitivity study of CSE chemistry to the un-
derlying physical environment. More specifically, we examine the
impact of altering the temperature profile and the outflow density of
the CSE on the chemical abundances and molecular envelope sizes.
We derive a theoretical uncertainty on these abundances, given a
specific uncertainty on the physical parameters. For this, we use a
chemical kinetics approach, because of the non-equilibrium setting
of the outflow.

This paper is organised as follows. The modelling setup and the
parameter space of the studied grid is introduced in Sect. 2. Sect.
3 presents the abundance profiles of different species from selected
models. In Sect. 4, we analyse and discuss the chemistry behind the
variation in the abundance profiles. We elaborate on envelope sizes
and reflect on the approximation made for the CO self-shielding in
our chemical model. In Sect. 5, the sensitivity of the chemistry to
the physical parameters is discussed. In Sect. 6, we compare our
molecular envelope sizes to observational studies. In Sect. 7, we
summarise and conclude.

2 METHODOLOGY

2.1 Chemical model of the circumstellar envelope

The chemical kinetics model used is based on the publicly avail-
able one-dimensional CSE model of the UMIST Database for As-
trochemistry (UDfA, McElroy et al. 20131), which computes the
abundances of chemical species as a function of distance from the
star.

2.1.1 Physics

The model assumes a smooth spherically symmetric outflow with
constant expansion velocity, vexp, and mass-loss rate, Ṁ. Therefore,
the gas density falls as 1/r2, given by

ρ(r) =
Ṁ

4πr2vexp µ mH
, (1)

with µ the mean molecular mass per H2 molecule and mH the atomic
mass unit. The kinetic temperature profile throughout the outflow is
governed by a power-law with exponent ε , implemented by Van de
Sande et al. (2018):

T = T?

(
r

R?

)−ε

, (2)

where T? is the surface temperature of the AGB star and R? the stel-
lar radius. Such a profile has proven to be a good representation for
the kinetic temperature in CSEs (Millar 2004). A lower limit of 10 K
is imposed on the temperature profile to avoid unrealistic tempera-
tures in the outer parts of the CSE (Cordiner & Millar 2009). H2
is assumed to be completely self-shielded, CO self-shielding is im-
plemented using the single-band approximation from Morris & Jura
(1983). Further details about the model can be found in Millar et al.
(2000), Cordiner & Millar (2009), and McElroy et al. (2013).

1 http://udfa.ajmarkwick.net/index.php?mode=downloads

2.1.2 Chemistry

Chemical abundances are computed using chemical kinetics, i.e. by
solving a set of coupled ordinary differential equations representing
the evolution of the number density of each species. The change in
number density ni of species i is given by

dni

dt
= ∑

j,l
k jln jnl +∑

m
kmnm−ni

(
∑
r

kirnr +∑
s

ks

)
[cm−3 s−1],

(3)

since the chemical network only comprises one- and two-body reac-
tions. The first two terms give the rate of change due to formation re-
actions and the two last terms due to destruction reactions of species
i, k is the rate coefficient for the specific reaction. The one-body re-
actions (rate coefficients km and ks with units of s−1 in Eq. 3) consist
of photodissociation reactions by interstellar or cosmic ray photons,
and photoionisation. For two-body reactions, the rate coefficient is
parametrised using the modified Arrhenius equation (k jl and kir in
Eq. 3):

k = α

(
T

300K

)β

exp
(
−γ

T

)
[cm3 s−1], (4)

where the constants α , β , and γ belong to a particular reaction: α

is given in cm3 s−1, β indicates the temperature dependence, and γ

(given in K) the energy barrier γkB, with kB the Boltzmann constant.
If β and/or γ differ from zero, the reaction rate will be dependent
on temperature. The two-body reactions include reactions between
neutral species, but also with ions and electrons. Reactions with
ions (e.g., ion-neutral or mutual neutralisation) often have β =−0.5
(Smith 2011), resulting in an inverse dependency on the tempera-
ture. Hence, the reaction rates increase for decreasing temperature
(Eq. 4). For dissociative recombination and radiative association re-
actions, β often even takes larger negative values of order unity. On
the other hand, reactions between neutral species are faster at higher
temperatures, thus β > 0. The latter reactions also exhibit an energy
barrier γkB when no radicals are involved, with γ being several hun-
dreds to thousands of Kelvin, due to the electronic rearrangement of
the newly formed molecule.

The chemical network used is based on RATE12, the most recent
release of the UDfA1 (McElroy et al. 2013). It consists of gas-phase
chemistry only, involving 467 different species connected by 6173
reactions. All abundances are initially set to zero, except for a set of
parent species. These are assumed to have formed in the inner wind
and injected into the CSE at a radius of 1014 cm, the starting radius
of our models. We consider both an O-rich and C-rich CSE. The sets
of parent species are based on observational studies and are taken
from Agúndez et al. (2020). They are listed in Table 1.

The chemistry in the outer wind is triggered by photodissociation
of the parent species, resulting in a cascade of chemical reactions
(Saberi et al. 2019a; Millar 2020). This is caused by the interstel-
lar UV radiation field, for which we use interstellar radiation field
from Draine (1978). The UV field is extinguished by dust, using the
approach of Jura & Morris (1981).

2.2 Physical parameter space

To determine the sensitivity of chemical abundances to the physical
environment of the CSE, we vary the outflow density and the tem-
perature profile. An overview of the grid parameters is given in Table
2 and visualised in Fig. 1.

The density of the outflow is determined by the mass-loss rate,

MNRAS 000, 1–19 (2023)

http://udfa.ajmarkwick.net/index.php?mode=downloads


Sensitivity study of chemistry in AGB outflows 3

Figure 1. Visualisation of the parameter space of our grid. Left: The symbols show the different outflow densities via the combinations of expansion velocity,
vexp, and mass-loss rate, Ṁ (Eq. 1). The bold crosses highlight the modelled densities displayed in Sect. 3 and 4, the symbols highlighted in green are used
for the sensitivity study in Sect. 5, and the triangles indicate the models overlapping with Saberi et al. (2019b) and Groenewegen (2017) (Sect. 4.2.2). Right:
Visualisation of the different temperature profiles (Eq. 2), where the stellar temperature, T?, is indicated by the line colour. The different values of ε result in
different groups of temperature profiles, indicated at the right-hand side of the panel.

Table 1. Parent species of the C-rich and O-rich outflows, and their initial
abundances relative to H2.

Carbon-rich Oxygen-rich
Species Abundance Species Abundance

He 0.17 He 0.17
CO 8.00×10−4 CO 3.00×10−4

C2H2 4.38×10−5 H2O 2.15×10−4

HCN 4.09×10−5 N2 4.00×10−5

N2 4.00×10−5 SiO 2.71×10−5

SiC2 1.87×10−5 H2S 1.75×10−5

CS 1.06×10−5 SO2 3.72×10−6

SiS 5.98×10−6 SO 3.06×10−6

SiO 5.02×10−6 SiS 9.53×10−7

CH4 3.50×10−6 NH3 6.25×10−7

H2O 2.55×10−6 CO2 3.00×10−7

HCl 3.25×10−7 HCN 2.59×10−7

C2H4 6.85×10−8 PO 7.75×10−8

NH3 6.00×10−8 CS 5.57×10−8

HCP 2.50×10−8 PN 1.50×10−8

HF 1.70×10−8 F 1.00×10−8

H2S 4.00×10−9 Cl 1.00×10−8

Notes. Abundances taken from Agúndez et al. (2020). When a range was
given there, the linear average is used.

Ṁ, and the expansion velocity, vexp (Eq. 1). Hence, we constructed a
grid by changing the combination of Ṁ and vexp. The mass-loss rate
is varied between 1×10−8 and 5×10−5 M� yr−1 and the expansion
velocity ranges from 2.5 to 25 kms−1 in steps of 2.5kms−1. Obser-
vationally a linear correlation has been found between vexp and Ṁ,
where generally higher expansion velocities go together with higher
mass-loss rates (e.g., Ramstedt et al. 2009). This was taken into ac-
count when constructing the grid by excluding combinations of high
mass-loss rate with small expansion velocity, and vice versa. The re-
sulting 54 combinations of (vexp,Ṁ) are visualised in the left panel

Table 2. Physical parameters of the grid, together with the ranges and step-
sizes, if variable. The density is determined by Ṁ and vexp according to Eq.
(1) for the combinations given in Fig. 1, the temperature profile is given by
the combination of T? and ε through Eq. (2). The stellar radius, R?, inner
radius, Rinner, and outer radius, Router, are kept constant.

Parameter Range/Value Stepsize

Ṁ [M� yr−1] 1×10−8 – 5×10−5 (*)
vexp [kms−1] 2.5 – 25 2.5
T? [K] 2000 – 3000 50
ε / 0.3 – 1.0 0.05

R? [cm] 2×1013 /
Rinner [cm] 1014 /
Router [cm] 1018 /

Note. (*) For Ṁ we used the values 1× 10−p, 2× 10−p and 5× 10−p, with
p ∈ [5,8], see also Fig. 1.

of Fig. 1.
The temperature profile of the CSE is set by stellar temperature

T? and the exponent ε (Eq. 2). Different values are taken for T? and
ε , where high values of ε result in a steep temperature profile and
low values give a more gradual profile, hence resulting in an overall
warmer CSE. Generally, from observations ε is found to be around
0.6-0.7 (Millar 2004; De Beck et al. 2010; Maercker et al. 2016).
Therefore, to fully explore the parameter space, we varied ε from
0.3 to 1.0 with intervals of 0.05. The stellar temperature ranges from
2000 to 3000 K with intervals of 50 K. This gives 315 different tem-
perature profiles, visualised in the right panel of Fig. 1. In total, we
calculated 17 010 O-rich and 17 010 C-rich models, giving of 34 020
models overall.

MNRAS 000, 1–19 (2023)
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3 RESULTS

We investigated the effect of different outflow densities and differ-
ent temperature profiles on the chemistry throughout the CSE. We
consider its effects on the shape of the abundance profiles of specific
parent and daughter species. To visualise the different temperature
profiles, we colour-coded the abundance profiles using a “reference
temperature”: we use the temperature at r = 1018 cm, following Eq.
(2), so that there is no degeneracy in colour for each (T?,ε)-pair.
Consequently, this reference temperature has no physical meaning
and only indicates the steepness of the temperature profile within
the modelled outflow.

In this section we show and consider how the abundance profiles
change due to different outflow densities and temperature profiles
for both O-rich and C-rich outflows. In Sect. 4.1 we elaborate on the
cause of the changes.

3.1 O-rich outflows

In O-rich AGB outflows, the chemistry is dominated by reactions
with the parent species H2O and its daughter OH. Fig. 2 shows the
abundance profiles of these species, arranged according to decreas-
ing outflow density. For the highest density (left panels), the H2O
abundance drops drastically around 2× 1017 cm due to photodisso-
ciation into OH. Consequently, at the same radius, the OH abun-
dance peaks in the outflow. When the outflow density is lower, H2O
is destroyed closer to the star. The location of the peak in the OH
abundance shifts accordingly, following the location of H2O photo-
destruction. The governing temperature profile has a larger effect on
the abundance profiles for outflows with low density. For the low-
est density (right panels) the abundance of OH in the coolest model
(blue curves) peaks at a radius of about 1015 cm, while for warmer
outflows (red curves) the peak lies about an order of magnitude fur-
ther out in the outflow. This shift in location of the OH peak with
temperature is consistent with the change in the extent of H2O.

A similar trend is also visible in the abundance profiles of other
parent-daughter pairs, e.g., for the pairs HCN-CN and NH3-NH2
(see Figs. in Supplementary Material). The abundance of the par-
ents remains roughly its initial value until photodissociation, with a
larger envelope size in warmer outflows at lower outflow density. At
the location where the parents are destroyed, the daughter species
are formed. However, the degree of temperature dependence of the
abundance profile depends on the parent-daughter pair. For example,
for the O-rich parent H2S (Fig. C1) the temperature dependence is
prominently less strong. We discuss this further in Sect. 4.1.2.

Not all parent species show this temperature dependence. Fig. 3
shows the abundance profiles of parent species CO2, SO, and SO2
for a high and low outflow density. At high density (left panels),
the abundance profiles do not significantly change with tempera-
ture, similar to H2O. However, at low density (right panels), we now
find that the abundances increase for cool outflows (blue curves), ex-
tending the envelopes size. This is caused by reactions with OH and
its temperature-dependent abundance profile, as we elaborate on in
Sect. 4.1.2.

3.2 C-rich outflows

Chemistry in C-rich outflows is more diverse, since carbon is
very reactive, readily producing a large variety of carbon-based
molecules and ions. In Fig. 4, the abundance profiles of the par-
ent species C2H2 and its daughter C2H are shown, arranged accord-
ing to decreasing outflow density. Similar to H2O and OH in O-rich

outflows, the abundance of the daughter C2H peaks at the location
where the parent C2H2 is photodissociated. For lower outflow den-
sities, the parent species is photodissociated closer to the star, de-
creasing its envelope size and jointly shifting the peak in the abun-
dance of the daughter species. The temperature profile again has a
stronger effect on the shape of the abundance profile for low-density
outflows (right panels of Fig. 4): for the warmer models (red curves)
the decrease in abundance of C2H2 occurs further out in the wind, as
compared to the cooler models (blue curves). Other parent-daughter
pairs show a similar trend, such as HCN-CN, NH3-NH2 H2O-OH,
H2S-HS, and CH4-CH3 (see Figs. in Supplementary Material).

Fig. 5 shows the abundance profiles of the species CN and HC3N,
arranged according to decreasing outflow density. Cyanopolyynes,
of which HC3N is the first in the sequence, are generally formed by
adding CN, formed by the photodissociation of the parent HCN, to
polyynes, starting off from the parent species C2H2 (Agúndez et al.
2017):

HCN+hν −→ CN+H, (5)

C2nH2 +CN−→ HC2n+1N+H, (6)

This formation mechanism makes them nth-generation daughter
species. In Fig. 5, we find that the abundance profile of HC3N at dif-
ferent densities shows the same general behaviour as CN, since the
temperature dependence of its abundance profile is inherited from
CN.

4 DISCUSSION

In this Section, we explain the different trends found in the abun-
dance profiles from Sect. 3, i.e., analysing the dependence on out-
flow density and temperature. Moreover, we calculate the molecular
envelope size of the parent species and compare these to the liter-
ature. Finally, we discuss the effect of the outflow temperature and
density on the possible detectability of certain species. We note that
the individual abundances of species heavily depend on the set of
parent species and the other assumptions made in the model (Sect.
2.1).

4.1 Variation in abundance profiles

We find that abundance profiles depend on the outflow density due
to the extinction-dependent photodissociation rate, which is propor-
tional to the density. Moreover, abundance profiles can be tempera-
ture dependent due to the presence of an energy barrier in the main
reaction channel. These temperature dependences can be inherited
by subsequent generations of daughter species, consequently be-
coming temperature dependent themselves.

4.1.1 Dependence on density

The variations in abundance profiles for different outflow densities
is regulated by photodissociation, since its rate depends on the ex-
tinction in the outflow, proportional to the density. Hence, when the
density is high, external UV photons experience a larger extinction,
lowering the photodissociation rate. This means that in higher den-
sity outflows, species will be photodestroyed further away from the
star, compared to low density outflows, resulting in larger envelope
extents for the parent species. As a direct consequence, the abun-
dances of the daughter species peak further out in the outflow as
well.

MNRAS 000, 1–19 (2023)
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Figure 2. Fractional abundance profiles of H2O and OH in O-rich outflows, going from high to low outflow density. From left to right
(vexp [kms−1],Ṁ [M� yr−1]): (25.0, 5×10−5), (17.5, 2×10−6), (10.0, 10−7), (2.5, 10−8).

Figure 3. Fractional abundance profiles of CO2, SO, and SO2 in O-rich out-
flows, for a high and low outflow density: (vexp [kms−1],Ṁ [M� yr−1]): left
(25.0, 5×10−5) and right (2.5, 10−8).

For lower density outflows, the abundance profiles depend more
strongly on temperature. In these outflows, photodissociation occurs
closer to the star, where the temperature is still higher (Eq. 2), as is

generally also the case for reaction rates. Hence, this increases the
diversity in chemical pathways.

4.1.2 Dependence on temperature

For models with the same outflow density, the variation in the shape
of the abundance profiles is caused by the effect of a different tem-
perature profile throughout the outflow, since photodissociation will
occur at the same distance from the star. The temperature profile
is primarily set by the exponent, ε , rather than the stellar temper-
ature, T?, the latter mainly influencing the temperature in the in-
ner wind (Eq. 2). Moreover, the effect of changing the temperature
profile is largest for models with a lower outflow density. There-
fore, we focus in this Section on the effect of ε in a low-density
outflow (vexp = 2.5kms−1, Ṁ = 10−8 M� yr−1). For higher density
outflows, the same reasoning holds, only the effect is less strong.

We find that the temperature dependence of the abundance profile
of certain species results from reactions involving energy barriers
(γ 6= 0 in Eq. 4). For temperature profiles with a lower value of ε ,
the outflow stays warmer throughout compared to high ε values (see
Eq. (2) and, e.g., right panel of Fig. 1). Hence, energy barriers for
certain reactions can be overcome more easily and in a larger frac-
tion of the outflow. This results in an abundance increase or decrease
for certain species in the warmer outflows, depending on which re-
action in the pathway contains the energy barrier.

In the case of H2O (Fig. 2, right panel), the abundance increases in
the inner part of the simulated region for models with a low ε value
(warmer outflows, red curves), compared to models with a high ε

(cooler outflows, blue curves). This is linked to the consecutive hy-
drogenation of oxygen to form water, where large energy barriers
need to be overcome:

O+H2→ OH+H (γ = 3150K), (7)

OH+H2→ H2O+H (γ = 1736K). (8)

MNRAS 000, 1–19 (2023)
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Figure 4. Fractional abundance profiles for C2H2 and C2H in C-rich outflows, going from high to low outflow density. From left to right
(vexp [kms−1],Ṁ [M� yr−1]): (25.0, 5×10−5), (17.5, 2×10−6), (10.0, 10−7), (2.5, 10−8).

Figure 5. Fractional abundance profiles for CN and HC3N in C-rich outflows, going from high to low outflow density. From left to right
(vexp [kms−1],Ṁ [M� yr−1]): (25.0, 5×10−5), (17.5, 2×10−6), (10.0, 10−7), (2.5, 10−8).

Thus, when the temperature in the outflow is still high enough af-
ter photodissociation of H2O into OH, OH can be converted back to
H2O (reaction 8). Consequently, the envelope size of H2O in cool
outflows is mainly set by photodissocation and is therefore smaller
than in warmer outflows. The abundance profile of OH is linked to
this, so that for warm outflows, its peak in abundance is located fur-
ther from the star.

A similar explanation holds for the abundance profile of C-rich
parent species C2H2 and its daughter C2H (right panels of Fig. 4).

The main reaction is:

C2H+H2→ C2H2 +H (γ = 130K). (9)

Again, C2H can be converted back to C2H2 when the temperature
is high enough at that location of C2H2 photodissociation. Addi-
tionally, in Fig. 4, we identify for the cooler models (blue curves) a
kink in the abundance profile for both C2H2 and C2H at a radius of
∼ 1015 cm. This is caused by reactions involving C2H+

3 producing

MNRAS 000, 1–19 (2023)



Sensitivity study of chemistry in AGB outflows 7

C2H2, and HC3N producing C2H:

C2H+
3 + e−→ C2H2 +H (β =−0.84), (10)

HC3N+hν → C2H+CN, (11)

together with the interplay between C2H2 and C2H (reaction 9).
Reactions (10) and (11) become important around a radius of ∼
1015 cm only in cooler outflows, operating as an additional source
of C2H2 and C2H molecules, increasing their abundances.

Hydrogenation reactions underpin behaviour in more parent-
daughter pairs, where the parent can be reformed by hydrogenation
of its daughter: for both chemical types this includes HCN-CN, H2S-
HS, and NH3-NH2-NH. For C-rich chemistry, this also holds for
CH4 and its daughters (see Figs. in Supplementary Material). How-
ever, the abundance profile of the H2S-HS pair in O-rich outflows is
significantly less temperature dependent compared to the other par-
ent species (see Fig. C1). This is caused by the species H2S+ and
H3S+, connected via the following reaction, containing an energy
barrier:

H2S++H2→ H3S++H (γ = 2900K). (12)

Hence, H2S+ and H3S+ will depend inversely on temperature (see
Fig. C2). Adding an electron to both H2S+ and H3S+ results in the
formation of H2S, hence largely removing the temperature depen-
dence.

The variation in the abundance profile due to energy barriers can
be inherited by the subsequent generations of daughter species. For
example, the temperature dependence of H2O and OH regulates the
abundance profiles of parents species in O-rich outflows, such as
CO2, CS, SO, SO2, and SiO, three of which are shown in Fig. 3.
The higher abundance of CO2 around r = 1015 cm in cool outflows
is due to the reaction

CO+OH→ CO2 +H, (13)

since at this radius, also the abundance of OH is higher for the cooler
models. The situation is similar for SO and SO2 (Fig. 3) , as they are
formed by the following reactions:

S+OH→ SO+H (14)

SO+OH→ SO2 +H . (15)

Although their reaction rates are temperature independent (β = γ =
0 in Eq. 2), the large availability of OH imposes a temperature de-
pendence on the abundance profiles of SO and SO2. We note that for
SO, Danilovich et al. (2016) have observed an increase in abundance
in the outer part of the envelope in sources with higher-density out-
flow. We do not find such an increase here, which could be due to
our models including gas-phase chemistry in a smooth outflow only.
Models that include dust-gas chemistry or a clumpy outflow can re-
produce this behaviour (Van de Sande et al. 2019; Danilovich et al.
2020). However, including these mechanisms is beyond the scope of
this work. In the case of the parent species CS (Fig. C3), the depen-
dence on OH is related to destruction rather than production. CS can
react with OH, forming OCS. Since OH is more abundant for cooler
outflows at radii ≤ 1015 cm, CS will be more rapidly destroyed. In
warmer outflows, CS will not be as readily destroyed by OH and
will maintain its abundance until photodissociation. In Sect. B we
elaborate on the detectability of OCS.

In the C-rich outflows, an analogous situation is found for the
cyanopolyynes. The abundance profiles of the cyanopolyyne HC3N
together with CN are shown in Fig. 5 and since HC3N is formed via
reaction (6), it inherits the profile of CN.

We note that reaction rates can be temperature dependent via the

Figure 6. e-folding radii of CO for the C-rich (left) and O-rich (right) models
in green. The full grey line represents the linear fit to the data (Eq. 16, Table
3), the dotted line represents the linear fit (Eq. 17, Table 4).

parameter β in Eq. (2). A positive value will make the reaction more
likely to proceed at higher temperatures, as a negative value will
have the opposite effect. However, we found that this effect is negli-
gible compared to the impact of energy barriers.

4.2 Envelope size of parent species

Since parent species are destroyed by photodissociation in the outer
part of the outflows, the size of their resulting molecular envelope
depends on the density of the outflow. Moreover, due to the hydro-
genation reactions with daughter species, parent species’ envelopes
can also be dependent on the temperature profile.

Generally, the size of the envelope is defined as the radius at which
the initial abundance f0 has dropped to a value f0/e, referred to as
the e-folding radius, Re, which is similar to a scale height. We cal-
culated Re for all models and analysed the results as a function of
Ṁ/vexp, a measure for density (Eq. 1). The envelope sizes are set
by photodissociation, and hence they depends on the interstellar ra-
diation field and its extinction in the outflow. We elaborate on the
extinction of ISM UV radiation in Appendix A.

4.2.1 General trends

Overall, due to the dependence of photodissociation on density, we
find a roughly linear dependence of log Re on log(Ṁ/vexp) for the
parent species of C-rich as well as O-rich outflows, where a higher
outflow density results in a larger envelope extent. Hence, we can fit
the linear relation to the envelope sizes:

logRe = a log
Ṁ

vexp
+b, (16)

with fitting parameters a and b, representing the slope and
intercept, respectively. We used a linear regression routine
(scipy.stats.linregress, Virtanen et al. 2020) to find the fitting
parameters and their standard deviation for the envelope sizes of all
parent species. The results can be found in Table 3.

In Fig. 6, the envelope size of the parent species CO as a function
of the density measure Ṁ/vexp is shown, for both C-rich and O-rich
outflows, together with the fit to the data. We see that the relation
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Table 3. Slope a and intercept b for the linear fit to the sizes of parents’ molecular envelope extents (Eq. 16).

Carbon-rich Oxygen-rich
Parent species a b Parent species a b

CO 0.5096±0.0004 20.641±0.003 CO 0.5222±0.0003 20.545±0.002
C2H2 0.507±0.002 19.42±0.01 H2O 0.534±0.001 19.78±0.01
HCN 0.528±0.002 19.64±0.01 N2 0.48±0.001 19.79±0.01
N2 0.439±0.002 19.52±0.01 SiO 0.619±0.001 20.43±0.01
SiC2 0.448±0.002 19.41±0.01 H2S 0.668±0.001 20.42±0.01
CS 0.483±0.001 19.62±0.01 SO2 0.641±0.001 20.37±0.01
SiS 0.443±0.002 19.27±0.01 SO 0.632±0.001 20.44±0.01
SiO 0.586±0.001 20.0±0.01 SiS 0.511±0.002 19.64±0.01
CH4 0.584±0.001 20.02±0.01 NH3 0.612±0.001 20.15±0.01
H2O 0.489±0.002 19.47±0.01 CO2 0.56±0.001 20.03±0.01
C2H4 0.63±0.001 20.17±0.01 HCN 0.56±0.001 19.88±0.01
NH3 0.545±0.001 19.66±0.01 CS 0.461±0.003 19.24±0.02
C2H4 0.63±0.001 20.17±0.01

between the e-folding radius and density is nearly perfectly linear.
This is because for CO the size of the envelope is predominantly in-
fluenced by photodissociation, independent of temperature, because
the molecular bond in CO is strong. This makes that other reactions
are not able to significantly change the amount of the overly abun-
dant CO, and hence the envelope size.

The envelope size of, e.g., H2O shown in Fig. 7, diverges from the
linear relation, especially for the models with lower outflow density.
For these models, larger values of Re are found, because the abun-
dance profiles of the specific parent species depends on the temper-
ature profile, as explained in Sect. 4.1.2. Hence, their envelope sizes
do as well. In the case of H2O, this is due to the energy barriers in
its formation pathway (reactions 7 and 8). The same reasoning holds
for most parents, such as NH3, H2S, and HCN for both wind types,
CH4 and C2H2 in C-rich winds, and CO2 in O-rich winds. For Si-
bearing parent species the temperature dependence of the envelope
sizes is indirectly related to energy barriers, since they interact with
species such as H2O, OH, HCN, and C2H2 (Sect. 4.1.2).

Consequently, we find that the quadratic relation

logRe = γ

(
log

Ṁ
vexp

)2

+α log
Ṁ

vexp
+β (17)

better fits the envelope sizes. The resulting fitting parameters (γ , α ,
and β ) per parent species can be found in Table 4. When these fitting
results are compared to the results of the linear fit in Table 3, respec-
tively, we find that the parameters α and a are of the same order of
magnitude, as are parameters β and b, from which we conclude that
the linear approach (Eq. 16) is reasonable first approximation.

4.2.2 Effect of CO self-shielding

The spread on the e-folding radii of the parent species, and devi-
ation from the linear relation, is also partially caused by CO self-
shielding. CO photodissociation is dominated by line absorptions
and can only be photodissociated at specific wavelengths. Hence,
thanks to the the high CO abundance in AGB outflows, CO shields it-
self from the incoming radiation, leading to so-called self-shielding.
As mentioned in Sect. 2.1, the CO self-shielding is implemented in
the model according to the single-band approximation from Mor-
ris & Jura (1983), meaning we take into account the line at 1000.
The photodissociation rate of CO is velocity dependent, due to the
Doppler shift of the moving medium. Hence, the photodissociation

Figure 7. e-folding radii of H2O for the C-rich (left) and O-rich (right) mod-
els in green. For one density the reference temperature (see Sect. 3) is indi-
cated with the colour bar; the blue side indicates the cold outflows (ε = 1.0)
and the red side the warm outflows (ε = 0.3). The full grey line represents
the linear fit to the data (Eq. 16, Table 3), the dotted line represents the linear
fit (Eq. 17, Table 4). The black dashed line follows Eq. (18) for the density
range of the source used by Maercker et al. (2008).

rate is higher for larger expansion velocities (Morris & Jura 1983).
In Fig. 8, the e-folding radii are given for the parent NH3,

with specific models highlighted: in orange models with an ex-
pansion velocity of 7.5 kms−1, in purple with a mass-loss rate of
10−7 M� yr−1. Hence, in both cases the highlighted models have a
different density, while Ṁ and vexp, respectively, are kept constant.
For the models with constant expansion velocity, the general trend is
retrieved, where higher densities result in larger envelopes. However,
for the models with constant mass-loss rate, the opposite is found.
At constant mass-loss rate, the photodissociation rate increases with
increasing expansion velocity (decreasing density, see Eq. 1), due to
the velocity-dependent CO self-shieling. This causes CO to be de-
stroyed closer to the star. An earlier photodissociation of CO in the
outflow produces a larger amount of C and O atoms closer to the star.
These atoms are reactive, driving the chemistry including the forma-
tion of parent species. As a result, the envelopes size of other parent
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Table 4. Fitting parameters of the quadratic fit to the sizes of parents’ molecular envelope extents (Eq. 17).

Carbon-rich Oxygen-rich
Parent species γ α β Parent species γ α β

CO 1.02 0.03 22.5 CO 1.01 0.03 22.32
C2H2 2.45 0.13 26.49 H2O 2.12 0.11 25.5
HCN 2.38 0.12 26.38 N2 2.13 0.11 25.74
N2 2.46 0.14 26.89 SiO 1.44 0.06 23.39
SiC2 2.46 0.14 26.75 H2S 1.89 0.08 24.83
CS 2.34 0.13 26.4 SO2 1.64 0.07 23.97
SiS 3.0 0.17 28.62 SO 1.5 0.06 23.56
SiO 2.37 0.12 26.52 SiS 2.77 0.15 27.82
CH4 2.45 0.13 26.81 NH3 2.06 0.1 25.37
H2O 2.53 0.14 26.93 CO2 1.76 0.08 24.37
C2H4 2.31 0.11 26.3 HCN 2.06 0.1 25.29
NH3 2.43 0.13 26.54 CS 3.25 0.19 29.3
C2H4 2.31 0.11 26.3

Figure 8. e-folding radii of NH3 for the C-rich (left) and O-rich (right) mod-
els. In orange, models with an expansion velocity of 7.5 kms−1 are high-
lighter, in purple, models with a moss-loss rate of 10−7 M� yr−1.

species are larger for higher velocities when the mass-loss rate is
kept constant, despite the species being photodissociated closer to
the star. This effect is again stronger at low density (Sect. 4.1.1) ,
making log Re diverge from the linear trend.

In Fig. 9, we compare the single-band approximation for CO self-
shielding used here to two previous studies: Groenewegen (2017,
hereafter G17) used tabulated shielding functions of more CO pho-
todissociation lines in their calculation, and therefore used different
excitation temperatures, Tex (5, 10, 50, 100 K). Saberi et al. (2019b,
hereafter SVDB19) included mutual shielding by other species, next
to multiple CO photodissociation lines, and assumed the excitation
temperature to be equal to the gas kinetic temperature. Our grid con-
tains 12 models with overlapping outflow density with both G17 and
SVDB19, indicated in green in Fig. 1. For the study of G17, only an
overlapping initial CO abundance was found with our C-rich mod-
els, contrary to SVDB19. We could not compare our results with the
pioneering work of Mamon et al. (1988), because the input param-
eter spaces do not match. G17 and SVDB19 both use r1/2 instead
of Re, which is the radius where the abundance has dropped half of

Figure 9. CO envelope size (r1/2) found in this work (red circles), according
to Groenewegen (2017) (yellow bars, left Tex = 100K, right Tex = 5K), and
according to Saberi et al. (2019b) (blue triangle) for 12 overlapping models,
for the C-rich (left) and O-rich (right) models.

the initial value. Fig. 9 shows the r1/2 of the 12 overlapping models,
together with the values found by G17 and SVDB19. The yellow
ranges indicate the results for different excitation temperatures of
G17. The envelope sizes found in this work are slightly larger than
those of SVDB19, by a factor 1.5±0.1 for the C-rich and 1.4±0.1
for the O-rich models, on average. The CO envelope sizes of G17
correspond quite well with the results found in this study, with a dif-
ference of about a factor of 1.0± 0.2. Hence, we conclude that the
single-band approximation is sufficiently accurate for a study of a
gas-phase chemistry in CSEs, in spite of using the single band ap-
proximation, significantly reducing the computation time.

5 SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS

The mass-loss rate, expansion velocity, and temperature of AGB out-
flows are constrained from observations. Consequently, these values
come with a certain uncertainty. For the expansion velocity, this un-
certainty is quite small, since it can be determined accurately from
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Figure 10. Variation of the e-folding radii of parent species for different C-rich (triangles) and O-rich (circles) models. The temperature profile is fixed at
T? = 2500K and ε = 0.6 (Eq. 2). The mass-loss rate, indicated by the colour, and the expansion velocity can only take values from the discrete grid (see Fig. 1
and Table 2). For better visibility and differentiation between C-rich and O-rich results, the symbols are centred around the corresponding expansion velocity
for certain parents.

spectral line widths. Mass-loss rates are generally estimated from
the CO line emission in combination with radiative transfer mod-
elling assuming spherical symmetry. This approach introduces large
uncertainties, however the exact value is still under debate. One finds
uncertainties from about a factor of 2, sometimes up to an order of
magnitude (e.g., Knapp & Morris 1985; Ramstedt et al. 2008). Since
the mass-loss rate sets the outflow density and density in turn influ-
ences the photodissociation rate of chemical species (Sect. 4.1.1),
uncertainties on the observationally estimated mass-loss rates will
introduce uncertainties on the observed abundances. Retrieving the
temperature profile of the outflow is done in a similar way as deter-
mining the mass-loss rate. The power law from Eq. (2) is assumed
and fitted using radiative transfer modelling, once more adding an
uncertainty to the observed abundances (Sect. 4.1.2).

In order to better quantify uncertainties in resulting abundances,
we perform a sensitivity analysis of the molecular envelope sizes of
parent species and peak abundances of daughter species. Because
of the degeneracy and multidimensionality of our parameter space,
we separately consider the effect of an uncertainty in mass-loss rate
(Sect. 5.1) and in temperature profile (Sect. 5.2).

5.1 Effect of uncertainty on mass-loss rate

In this Section, we consider models for different mass-loss rates per
expansion velocity of our grid (Fig. 1) for a fixed, average temper-
ature profile of T? = 2500K and ε = 0.6 (Millar 2004). In Figs. 10,
11, and 12, we demonstrate the effect of different mass-loss rates on
the abundances of specific species.

The e-folding radii of the parent species of both C-rich and O-rich
outflows are shown in Fig. 10 per expansion velocity, the mass-loss
rate indicated by the colour. The steps in mass-loss rate in our grid
approximately correspond to factors of 2. For an observationally de-
termined expansion velocity and mass-loss rate of an AGB outflow,
the uncertainty in envelope size of a given molecule can be esti-
mated by considering subsequent vertical points above and below
the model corresponding best to the observation, after appointing an
uncertainty on the observationally determined mass-loss rate (since
this is most often unknown).

From Fig. 10, we find that for a fixed uncertainty in mass-loss rate
(i.e., a specific number of subsequent vertical points in the plot), the
uncertainty range on the e-folding radius generally becomes larger
for higher mass-loss rates. Fig. 10 shows that, over all, one may
expect an uncertainty of about half an order of magnitude on the en-
velope size, if the uncertainty in mass-loss rate would be one order
of magnitude.

For commonly observed daughter species, the location of the peak
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Figure 11. Location of the peak in abundance profile of daughter species for different C-rich (triangles) and O-rich (circles) models, The temperature profile
is fixed at T? = 2500K and ε = 0.6 (Eq. 2). The mass-loss rate, indicated by the colour, and the expansion velocity can only take values from the discrete grid
(see Fig. 1 and Table 2). For better visibility and differentiation between C-rich and O-rich results, the symbols are centred around the corresponding expansion
velocity for certain daughters.

Figure 12. Peak abundance relative to H2, normalised to maximum abundance in the panels, of daughter species for different C-rich (triangles) and O-rich
(circles) models. The temperature profile is fixed at T? = 2500K and ε = 0.6 (Eq. 2). The mass-loss rate, indicated by the colour, and the expansions velocity
can only take values from the discrete grid (see Fig. 1 and Table 2). For better visibility and differentiation between C-rich and O-rich results, the symbols
are centred around the corresponding expansion velocity for certain daughters. Maximum abundances relative to H2: C2H: 8.846×10−6, C4H: 6.436×10−7,
HC3N: 3.093×10−6, HC5N: 1.804×10−7, HC7N: 3.593×10−7, OH: 4.974×10−5, CN: 7.329×10−8, HS: 2.571×10−6.
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Figure 13. Variation of the e-folding radii of parent species per expansion velocity for different C-rich (triangles) and O-rich (circles) models, with a density
setup given by the green symbols in Fig. 1. The temperature profile of each model is set by T? = 2500K and ε given by the colour (Eq. 2). For better visibility
and differentiation between C-rich and O-rich results, the symbols are centred around the corresponding expansion velocity for certain parents.

abundance is shown in Fig. 11 in a way analogous to the parents’ en-
velope sizes. Fig. 12 shows the peak abundance itself relative to H2,
normalised to the maximum abundance, given in the caption. The
location of the peak of different daughters in the outflow shows a
similar trend as the envelope sizes of the parents: at higher mass-loss
rates, the uncertainty on the radius is generally larger, given a spe-
cific uncertainty on the mass-loss rate. Moreover, for some species,
e.g. OH, CN, and HS, the abundance at the peak is more or less con-
stant over varying mass-loss rates (see Fig. 12), while for others, e.g.
the cyanopolyynes, the abundance at the peak changes by more than
an order of magnitude.

5.2 Effect of uncertainty on temperature profile

In this Section, we estimate the uncertainty ranges on the abun-
dances due to an uncertainty in temperature profile. Since the expo-
nent of the power law, ε , has the most influence (Fig. 1, right panel),
we only vary this parameter and fix the stellar temperature again at
2500 K. To avoid crowding the figure, we used a subsample of the
grid. Figs. 13, 14, and 15 show the results per expansions velocity
for different mass-loss rates, indicated in green in Fig. 1.

Fig. 13 shows the variation in molecular envelope size of par-
ent species due to different exponents ε , indicated with the colour.
The zig-zag trend is due to the difference in CO self-shielding at
different outflow densities (Sect. 4.2.2), here ordered by the expan-

sion velocity only. It is clear that certain parent species, e.g. CO,
N2, and C2H4, CH4 and SiC2 in the C-rich case, are more robust
to changes in the temperature profile than others, e.g., H2O, HCN,
C2H2 in C-rich outflows, and CS in O-rich outflows. The latter are
parents that are reformed directly or indirectly by reactions includ-
ing energy barriers. Generally, an uncertainty on the mass-loss rate
introduces a larger range on the envelope size than an uncertainty on
the temperature exponent.

The locations of the peak abundance and the peak abundance it-
self for certain daughter species are shown in Fig. 14 and 15, respec-
tively. Again, the range on these quantities is generally larger due to
an uncertainty on the mass-loss rate than due to the uncertainty on
the temperature profile.

6 COMPARISON TO OBSERVATIONS

In this section, the findings of the models are compared to observed
abundances in the outflow of AGB sources. However, a one-to-one
comparison with abundances from specific sources is beyond the
scope of this project. The majority of chemical species regularly ob-
served in AGB outflows are species we consider to be parents (see
e.g. González Delgado et al. 2003; Schöier et al. 2013; Decin et al.
2018). Hence, this is an input of the models and, as such, variations
in the abundance of these species in observed sources, cannot be
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Figure 14. Location of the peak in abundance profile of daughter species per expansion velocity for different C-rich (triangles) and O-rich (circles) models, with
a density setup given by the green symbols in Fig. 1. The temperature profile of each model is set by T? = 2500K and ε given by the colour (Eq. 2). For better
visibility and differentiation between C-rich and O-rich results, the symbols are centred around the corresponding expansion velocity for certain daughters.

Figure 15. Peak abundance relative to H2, normalised to maximum abundance in the panel, of daughter species per expansions velocity for different C-
rich (triangles) and O-rich (circles) models, with a density setup given by the green symbols in Fig. 1. The temperature profile of each model is set by
T? = 2500K and ε given by the colour (Eq. 2). For better visibility and differentiation between C-rich and O-rich results, the symbols are centred around the
corresponding expansion velocity for certain daughters. Maximum abundances relative to H2: C2H: 8.700× 10−6, C4H: 6.188× 10−7, HC3N: 2.727× 10−6,
HC5N: 3.456×10−7, HC7N: 2.492×10−7, OH: 4.458×10−5, CN: 6.879×10−8, HS: 4.861×10−6.
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Table 5. Comparison of peak fractional abundances of CN with respect to
H2.

Observeda Modelled

C-rich 1.9×10−5 ∼ 8×10−6 b

(1.09±0.03)×10−5 d

O-rich 6.6×10−8 4−40×10−8 c

(6.1±0.3)×10−8 d

Note. a Bachiller et al. (1997), b Millar & Herbst (1994b), c Nejad & Millar
(1988), d this work.

analysed. Additionally, systematic observational studies of daughter
species in multiple sources are presently rare.

This section is split between daughter and parent species. In Sect.
6.1, we compare our results for CN to the study of Bachiller et al.
(1997), and in Sect. 6.2, we elaborate on our relations of the envelope
sizes and compare to similar relations extracted from observational
studies.

6.1 Daughter species

Valuable information about the physical parameters can be hidden
in the abundance profiles of daughter species (Sect. 4). Observing
the appropriate set of daughter species, in combination with parents,
can help the determination of the physical parameters of the outflow.
In Appendix B we establish this as a proof-of-concept.

Bachiller et al. (1997) performed a survey of CN in CSEs of
33 AGB sources. For the 26 C-rich sources, they found an aver-
age peak abundance of 1.9× 10−5, and for 7 O-rich source, an
average abundance of 6.6× 10−5, both with respect to H2. These
abundances were compared to theoretical models of, e.g., Millar &
Herbst (1994b) and Nejad & Millar (1988). With an updated and
larger chemical network compared to the previous studies, the aver-
age peak abundance of CN in our models is closer to the observed
values. A comparison between the results can be found in Table 5.
Hence, this indicates that improving chemical models is necessary
and helps to explain observed abundances.

6.2 Parent’s envelope sizes

The e-folding radii of different species have been studied from an
observational perspective, resulting in relations between outflow
density and the e-folding radius for certain species. We compare
the linear fits from the envelope sizes (Eq. 16, table 3) of the dif-
ferent models to the relations found in the literature. The density
parameters of the sources in the literature are shown in Fig. C4 and
compared with our parameter space.

Netzer & Knapp (1987) investigated H2O and OH in O-rich cir-
cumstellar envelopes by means of their maser emission on theoret-
ical grounds, using a grid of models with mass-loss rates ranging
from 10−7 to 10−4 M� yr−1 and expansions velocities between 5
and 40 kms−1. Maercker et al. (2008) refined the application of this
to observational data, and came to a relation between the e-folding
radius of H2O and outflow density, as a function of Ṁ/vexp:

Re(H2O) = 5.4×1016
(

Ṁ
10−5

)0.7 (
vexp

)−0.4 (18)

with Ṁ in M� yr−1, vexp in kms−1, and Re in cm. The results for
H2O are shown in Fig. 7, where we fitted Eq. (18) with the linear re-
lation from Eq. (16), producing the dashed line. The envelope sizes

Figure 16. e-folding radii of HCN for the C-rich (left) and O-rich (right)
models in green. For one density the reference temperature (see Sect. 3) is in-
dicated with the colour bar; the blue side indicates the cold outflows (ε = 1.0)
and the red side the warm outflows (ε = 0.3). The full grey line represents
the linear fit to the data (Eq. 16, Table 3), the dotted line represents the linear
fit (Eq. 17, Table 4). The black dashed line follows Eq. (19) for the density
range of the source used by Schöier et al. (2013).

found in the present study for both chemistry types are systemati-
cally larger than the relation derived by Maercker et al. (2008). We
note that Maercker et al. (2016) could not find a strong constraint
for Re from the Herschel HIFI observational data, since the detected
H2O lines do not probe the outer envelope well and there was a
degeneracy between abundance and envelope size. Hence, only ad-
ditional data from H2O lines would enable us to observe accurately
its envelope, especially with the help of interferometry to spatially
resolve low energy lines.

HCN is to interest in O-rich outflows, as it highlights the non-
equilibrium character of the chemistry in AGB outflows. Schöier
et al. (2013) used radiative transfer models to determine envelope
sizes from the observed thermal line emission of the HCN envelope,
assuming Gaussian abundance profiles. They found the following
relation from a sample of about 20 sources including C-rich, O-rich,
and S-type stars:

logRe(HCN) = (19.9±0.6)+(0.55±0.09) log
(

Ṁ
vexp

)
. (19)

Fig. 16 shows the results for the e-folding radius of HCN. The fit to
the envelope sizes of our models corresponds well with the relation
found by Schöier et al. (2013) (Eq. 19), especially for higher outflow
densities. This is the case for both the C-rich and O-rich models. This
implies that the chemical network used contains the most relevant
reactions involving HCN.

González Delgado et al. (2003) investigated the extent of the SiO
envelope observationally, since this species is of interest for dust
formation in O-rich CSEs. By fitting radiative transfer models to
observed SiO lines in a large sample (∼ 70) of O-rich outflows, they
found a lower limit for the size of the SiO envelope to be

logRe(SiO) = 19.2+0.48log
(

Ṁ
vexp

)
, (20)

as a function of Ṁ/vexp. Schöier et al. (2006) found this relation
to be also valid for a small sample of C-rich AGB stars, within the
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Figure 17. e-folding radii of SiO for the C-rich (left) and O-rich (right) mod-
els in green. For one density the reference temperature (see Sect. 3) is indi-
cated with the colour bar; the blue side indicates the cold outflows (ε = 1.0)
and the red side the warm outflows (ε = 0.3). The full grey line represents
the linear fit to the data (Eq. 16, Table 3), the dotted line represents the linear
fit (Eq. 17, Table 4). The black dashed line follows Eq. (20) for the density
range of the source used by González Delgado et al. (2003).

observational uncertainties. Ramstedt et al. (2009) confirm, with a
similar study of S-type stars, that the envelope size of SiO is not
very sensitive to the C/O-ratio in the outflow. The results for SiO
are given in Fig. 17. Our modelled envelope sizes agree well with
observed envelope sizes of SiO (Eq. 20), for both the O-rich and C-
rich models, validating our models with the observational studies.
However, in the O-rich, we see that for higher densities, the models
start to diverge from Eq. (20). SiO is often not detected up to 1017 cm
away from the star in observations, possibly due to depletion onto
dust (Van de Sande et al. 2019; Massalkhi et al. 2019, 2020).

The photodissociation rate of the parent species SiS has not
been determined experimentally, and generally the assumption is
made that it behaves similarly to SiO with respect to photodisso-
ciation (van Dishoeck 1988; Wirsich 1994). Hence, Massalkhi et al.
(2019) used Eq. (20) for the envelope sizes of SiS in their study.
In our chemical network, this assumption is also made: the UMIST
database uses an old SiO rate for the photodissociation of SiS (McEl-
roy et al. 2013). In Fig. 18 we see that the envelope sizes of SiS
agree decently with the relation assumed by Massalkhi et al. (2019)
(dashed-dotted line), albeit the modelled envelopes are systemati-
cally slightly larger. However, Danilovich et al. (2018) found a dif-
ferent description for the envelope size of SiS, when they analysed
a smaller sample of AGB outflows (containing C-rich, but mostly
O-rich outflows), and using more lines compared to Massalkhi et al.
(2019). Their data fitted the relation

logRe(SiS) = (21.3±0.2)+(0.84±0.03) log
(

Ṁ
vexp

)
, (21)

adopting a similar method as Schöier et al. (2013). This is given by
the dashed line in Fig. 18. Since our envelope sizes of SiS differ
considerably from the relation found by Danilovich et al. (2018), we
conclude that the assumption of the photodissociation of SiS behav-
ing similar to SiO is incorrect, and thus that important chemical data
is missing.

Figure 18. e-folding radii of SiS for the C-rich (left) and O-rich (right) mod-
els in green. For one density the reference temperature (see Sect. 3) is indi-
cated with the colour bar; the blue side indicates the cold outflows (ε = 1.0)
and the red side the warm outflows (ε = 0.3).The full grey line represents the
linear fit to the data (Eq. 16, Table 3), the dotted line represents the linear fit
(Eq. 17, Table 4). The black dashed line follows Eq. (21) the dashed-dotted
black line Eq. (20), for the density ranges of the source used by Danilovich
et al. (2018) and Massalkhi et al. (2019), respectively.

Figure 19. e-folding radii of CS for the C-rich (left) and O-rich (right) mod-
els in green. For one density the reference temperature (see Sect. 3) is indi-
cated with the colour bar; the blue side indicates the cold outflows (ε = 1.0)
and the red side the warm outflows (ε = 0.3). The full grey line represents the
linear fit to the data (Eq. 16, Table 3), the dotted line represents the linear fit
(Eq. 17, Table 4). The black dashed line follows Eq. (22), the dashed-dotted
black line Eq. (23), for the density ranges of the source used by Danilovich
et al. (2018) and Massalkhi et al. (2019), respectively.

The parent CS is also examined in the same study of Danilovich
et al. (2018). They found that the e-folding radius of CS follows

logRe(CS) = (18.9±0.2)+(0.40±0.03) log
(

Ṁ
vexp

)
, (22)

as a function of Ṁ/vexp. Massalkhi et al. (2019) applied a different

MNRAS 000, 1–19 (2023)



16 S. Maes et al.

relation for their C-rich sample, namely

logRe(CS) = 19.65+0.48log
(

Ṁ
vexp

)
. (23)

They started from the relation found for SiO by González Delgado
et al. (2003) (Eq. 20), but adopting a larger radial extent due to
anomalously high CS abundances for some sources in their sample.
Fig. 19 shows the results for CS. Although both studies were done
with a different set of stars, the two relations differ only at higher
densities. For the C-rich chemistry, our models follow Eqs. (22) and
(23) well, but the correspondence with Massalkhi et al. (2019) (Eq.
23) is better, which is expected since their sample contains C-rich
stars only, contrary to Danilovich et al. (2018) (Eq. 22). On the other
hand, for the O-rich chemistry, the envelope sizes of CS diverge from
both relations, especially at lower density, indicating there could be
chemistry missing in our network, possibly related to shocks in the
medium.

7 CONCLUSIONS

We have performed the first sensitivity study of the chemistry taking
place in circumstellar envelopes of AGB stars, with respect to the
physical environment of these CSEs. To this end, we calculated 1D
chemical kinetics models of smooth outflows including gas-phase
chemistry only, and analysed the resulting abundance profiles of par-
ent and daughter species as a function of temperature and density.

From the chemistry point-of-view, we find that the abundance
profiles depend on the density of the outflow due to the extinction-
dependence of the photodissociation rate. Therefore, when the den-
sity is high, parent species are only photodissociated further out in
the wind, shifting the abundance peaks of daughter species accord-
ingly further away from the star. Abundance profiles depend on the
specific temperature profile in the outflow when the main chemical
reaction pathway involves an energy barrier. The specific tempera-
ture dependence of a species can be inherited by subsequent gen-
erations of daughter species. We determined the dependence of the
outflow density of the envelope size of parent species, Re, by fit-
ting the logarithm of Re as a function of the logarithm of the density
to a linear relation and to a quadratic relation. It is found that the
linear relation is accurate to describe the envelope sizes up to first
order. Further, we analysed the envelope size of CO in detail, and
compared with the studies by Groenewegen (2017) and Saberi et al.
(2019b) with respect to the CO self-shielding. The single-band ap-
proximation used in our models is found to be sufficiently accurate
for this study of the chemistry in CSEs. We compared linear rela-
tions of the modelled molecular envelope sizes to similar relations
found in the literature, which are mainly derived from observational
studies. For most of the parent species our models agreed well with
the literature relations. We found a significant difference between
our model results and the literature relation for SiS, further empha-
sising the need for an accurate determination of its photodissociation
rate.

The results presented here can aid observational studies to de-
termine uncertainties on molecular abundances and envelope sizes,
given a certain uncertainty on the physical parameters of the outflow.
The uncertainties on the envelope sizes of parent species and loca-
tions of peak abundances of daughter species is generally found to
be about half an order of magnitude, if the uncertainty on the mass-
loss rate would be an order of magnitude. Depending on the density,
this uncertainty increases by several factors, due to the uncertainty
on the temperature profile.
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APPENDIX A: UV RADIATION FIELD & OUTFLOW
OPACITY

The chemical kinetics models adopts the interstellar Draine UV field
(Draine 1978) to calculate the photodissociation rate of species.
When this radiation penetrates the outflow, the radiation is extin-
guished with an opacity

κ = 1.086
2[AUV /AV ]

1.87×1021
1

µmH
≈ 1200cm2 g−1, (A1)

where µ = 2.68 is the mean molecular mass of the outflow relative
to H2, including He (see Table 1), mH is the atomic mass unit. The
prefactor 1.086 is needed for the conversion from extinction to opti-
cal depth. We assume that the extinction is equal to that of the ISM of
1.87×1021 atoms cm−2 mag−1 (Cardelli et al. 1989), and is scaled
to the ratio of UV and visual extinction AUV /AV = 4.65 (Nejad et al.
1984).

Figure B1. Fractional abundance profile and column density of HC3N in a C-
rich model, for a high and low outflow density: (vexp [kms−1],Ṁ [M� yr−1]):
left (25.0, 5×10−5) and right (2.5, 10−8).

APPENDIX B: EFFECT ON POTENTIAL
DETECTABILITY OF SPECIES

In this Section, we demonstrate that abundance profiles of specific
daughter species can help constrain the temperature profile of the
AGB outflow. We consider the column density as a rough indicator
of potential detectability. Note that this is a proof-of-concept, since
column density does not relate linearly to observability. Further,
we discuss the change in potential detectability of specific species
caused by a different temperature profile or outflow density.

B1 Specific examples of daughters

In Fig. B1, the abundance profile of HC3N, the smallest
cyanopolyyne, in a C-rich outflow is shown together with its col-
umn density as a function of reference temperature, for a high and
low outflow density. The effect of different T? and ε (Eq. 2) values
becomes visible in the trend of the column density: we distinguish
distinct groups of models, which represent models of the same ε

value, and different T? values within these groups. The behaviour of
the column density with temperature is different for the two outflow
densities. More specifically, for the high density the column density
increases with temperature (bottom left panel), and it decreases with
temperature for low outflow densities (bottom right panel). This is
explained by the following: HC3N is formed through reaction (6).
At high density, the abundance profiles of CN and C2H2 are less
sensitive to temperature compared to low density (see Figs. 4 and 5,
and Sect. 4.1.1). Therefore, the abundance of HC3N does not depend
on temperature and its column density stays roughly constant for a
varying reference temperature. However, for a low outflow density,
the abundance profiles of CN and C2H2 depend more strongly on
temperature. In this case, HC3N inherits the profile shapes of CN
and C2H2, resulting in a larger abundance for cooler outflows. The
abundances of CN and C2H2 are higher closer to the star for cooler
outflows, this is also the case for HC3N. Accordingly, the column
density decreases with increasing reference temperature. Therefore,
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Figure B2. Fractional abundance profile and column density of CN in an O-
rich model,for a high and low outflow density: (vexp [kms−1],Ṁ [M� yr−1]):
left (25.0, 5×10−5) and right (2.5, 10−8).

Figure B3. Fractional abundance profile and column density of SiNC in a
C-rich model, for high and low outflow density: for a high and low outflow
density: (vexp,Ṁ) in (kms−1,M� yr−1): left (25.0, 5×10−5) and right (2.5,
10−8).

the abundance of HC3N throughout the outflow can constrain the
physical parameters, such as the temperature profile, of the outflow.
A similar reasoning holds for further generations of cyanopolyynes.

In O-rich outflows, the column density of daughter species such
as OH and CN show a similar dependence on reference temperature.
Fig. B2 shows the abundance profile and column density of CN. The
origin of their behaviour is analogous to HC3N, as they are direct
daughter species of HCN and H2O, respectively.

Figure B4. Fractional abundance profile and column density of OCS in an O-
rich model,for a high and low outflow density: (vexp [kms−1],Ṁ [M� yr−1]):
left (25.0, 5×10−5) and right (2.5, 10−8).

Certain temperature profiles can lead to the column density ex-
ceeding a detectability threshold for specific daughter species. As
an example, we take the case of SiNC in a C-rich outflow, e.g., ob-
served in CW Leo (Guélin et al. 2004). At low density (Fig. B3, right
panels) the abundance and column density of SiNC is low, around
109 cm−3, and therefore, detecting SiNC is difficult or even impos-
sible. However, SiNC can be observable in dense outflows, since in
this case the abundance and column density are much higher. This is
for example the case for the C-rich AGB star CW Leo (Guélin et al.
2004). Moreover, for a higher outflow density the species is pho-
todissociated further out in the outflow. Consequently, SiNC exists
longer in the outflow, and this contributes to the column density. The
highest abundance is found for models with a low reference temper-
ature (high ε , blue curves). Hence, when species that show a similar
behaviour as SiNC, are observed in C-rich AGB outflows, one may
assume the density to be high and the temperature profile of the out-
flow to be rather steep (ε & 0.6, Eq. 2).

The species OCS has never been observed in AGB outflows to
date, only in other post-main sequence objects (e.g., Morris et al.
1987), despite its importance to S-bearing chemistry (Sect. 4.1.2).
Fig. B4 shows the abundance profiles of OCS and column density in
an O-rich outflow. The column density is relatively high in both high
and low density outflows, so based on this rough argument, we find
that OCS is theoretically detectable. However, for a low density, the
column density decreases with temperature, leading to a lower like-
lihood of its detection in low temperature outflows.

B2 Chemical thermometer

We have found that the temperature profile of the CSE generally
has a crucial effect on the abundance profiles of the species in the
outflow. Though, observationally speaking, constraining the tem-
perature profile accurately is not straightforward. Generally, the ki-
netic temperature profile is retrieved from observations alongside
synthetic line profiles with radiative transfer modelling, where an
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equation governs the energy balance between heating and cooling
processes. Another way is to assume a power law for the tempera-
ture profile in the radiative transfer modelling. These methods make
that a number of assumptions go into the modelling process.

The results from this study can therefore be used as an aid to ob-
servationally constrain temperature profiles of CSEs. It is best to use,
as a so-called “chemical thermometer”, a combination species. More
specifically, we propose using parent-daughter pairs whose abun-
dances largely depend on temperature, combined with species whose
abundances are rather independent of temperature. For the former
set of species, the location of the parents’ destruction in the outflow,
and the location of the daughters’ peak, are dependent on the tem-
perature profile (Sect. 4.1.2). The latter set of species is needed to
rule out degeneracy in abundances due to a different outflow den-
sity. However, this technique will work better for sources that have a
low outflow density, since the temperature dependency of the abun-
dance profiles is more prominent in these type of outflows.

For example, in O-rich, low-density outflows we find that the fol-
lowing parent-daughter pairs make suitable chemical thermometers:
HCN-CN and NH3-NH2. Also, the parent CS and daughter OH are
suitable species. When the outflow density is higher, only OH and
the HCN-CN pair remain somewhat temperature dependent. For all
outflow densities, we propose to use CO and H2S to constrain the
density of the source. In C-rich outflows, when the outflow density
is low, we find that the pairs C2H2-C2H, HCN-CN, and, H2S-HS are
suited as chemical thermometers. Also, the daughter species OH and
HC3N can be used to constrain the temperature profile. For higher
outflow density sources, H2S-HS quickly becomes rather indepen-
dent of temperature, and hence not suited any more. To constrain the
density of the outflow itself, we propose using species such as CO
and CS.

However, we note that these sets of suitable species heavily de-
pend on the chosen parent species in the modelling process and on
the physical parameters of the observed source. Therefore, it is dif-
ficult to pin down a general set of species suited for this purpose.

APPENDIX C: ADDITIONAL FIGURES

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by the author.
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Figure C1. Fractional abundance profiles of H2S and HS in O-rich outflows, going from high to low outflow density. From left to right
(vexp [kms−1],Ṁ [M� yr−1]): (25.0, 5×10−5), (17.5, 2×10−6), (10.0, 10−7), (2.5, 10−8).

Figure C2. Fractional abundance profiles of H2S+ and H2S+ in an O-rich outflow, for high and low outflow density. From left to right
(vexp [kms−1],Ṁ [M� yr−1]): (25.0, 5×10−5) and (2.5, 10−8).

Figure C3. Fractional abundance profiles of CS and OCS in O-rich outflows, going from high to low outflow density. From left to right
(vexp [kms−1],Ṁ [M� yr−1]): (25.0, 5×10−5), (17.5, 2×10−6), (10.0, 10−7), (2.5, 10−8).
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Figure C4. Left: Visualisation of the (vexp,Ṁ)-parameter space of our grid in shaded grey, see also Fig. 1. Literature sources indicated in circles: purple González
Delgado et al. (2003), red Schöier et al. (2006), black Maercker et al. (2008), cyan Schöier et al. (2013), blue Maercker et al. (2016), yellow Danilovich et al.
(2018), and green Massalkhi et al. (2019). Right: Outflow density of the literature sources.
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