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ABSTRACT

We developed a grid of stellar rotation models for low-mass and solar-type Classical T Tauri

stars (CTTS) (0.3M⊙ < M∗ < 1.2M⊙). These models incorporate the star-disk interaction and

magnetospheric ejections to investigate the evolution of the stellar rotation rate as a function of the

mass of the star M∗, the magnetic field (B∗), and stellar wind (Ṁwind). We compiled and determined

stellar parameters for 208 CTTS, such as projected rotational velocity v sin(i), mass accretion rate

Ṁacc, stellar mass M∗, ages, and estimated rotational periods using TESS data. We also estimated

a representative value of the mass-loss rate for our sample using the [O I] λ6300 spectral line. Our

results confirm that v sin(i) measurements in CTTS agree with the rotation rates provided by our spin

models in the accretion-powered stellar winds (APSW) picture. In addition, we used the Approximate

Bayesian Computation (ABC) technique to explore the connection between the model parameters

and the observational properties of CTTS. We find that the evolution of v sin(i) with age might be

regulated by variations in (1) the intensity of B∗ and (2) the fraction of the accretion flow ejected in

magnetic winds, removing angular momentum from these systems. The youngest stars in our sample

(∼1 Myr) show a median branching ratio Ṁwind/Ṁacc ∼ 0.16 and median B∗ ∼ 2000 G, in contrast

to ∼ 0.01 and 1000 G, respectively, for stars with ages ≳ 3 Myr.

Keywords: Classical T Tauri stars (252) – Stellar evolution (1599) – Stellar magnetic fields (1610) –

Stellar properties (1624) – Stellar rotation (1629) – Stellar winds (1636)
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1. INTRODUCTION

Low mass (< 1.2M⊙), Classical T Tauri Stars (CTTS)

are young systems, still contracting and accreting gas
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from their circumstellar disks through the stellar mag-

netic field. Despite crossing a phase of gravitational

contraction, the rotation rates of the majority of CTTS

lie well below 10% of their break-up limit (Bouvier

et al. 1993, Herbst et al. 2002, Jayawardhana et al.

2006, Nguyen et al. 2009, Bayo et al. 2012, Pinzón et al.

2021, Serna et al. 2021), indicating that these stars lose

angular momentum expeditiously during the first mil-

lion years (Myr).

In the so-called Disk-Locking (DL) scenario, angu-

lar momentum in CTTS is transferred outward from

the star to the disk regions beyond the corotation ra-

dius through the stellar magnetic field closed lines an-

chored to the star surface (Ghosh & Lamb 1979, Collier

Cameron & Campbell 1993a). Nevertheless, the stellar

spin-down efficiency in the DL model is substantially

reduced due to the turbulent diffusion of the field in-

side the disk, which results in more realistic magnetic

field topologies with open field regions (Matt & Pudritz

2005a). These regions allow the appearance of stellar

winds, which are an alternative source of angular mo-

mentum loss (Matt & Pudritz 2008a).

CTTS exhibit energetic stellar and disk winds traced

through the blue-shifted absorption profiles of their

most prominent lines and by the presence of intense

forbidden line emission of low ionization species in their

spectra (Kuhi 1964, Hartmann et al. 1982, Alencar &

Basri 2000, Edwards et al. 2003). The correlation be-

tween the forbidden line emission and stellar accretion

suggests that such winds are somehow powered by disk

accretion (Hartigan et al. 1995). However, how the en-

ergy is transferred from the accretion flow to a stellar

wind through the corona is still unknown.

Magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) simulations of CTTS,

including stellar and disk wind scenarios, have shown

that stellar rotation can reach an equilibrium around

10% of the break-up limit at the end of the Hayashi

track for X-wind models (Shu et al. 1988). Mass loss

mechanisms such as stellar wind models (Tout & Pringle

1992), accretion-powered stellar winds models (APSW,

Matt & Pudritz 2008a,b), and disk wind models (Zanni

& Ferreira 2013, Ercolano et al. 2021) can be involved

to reach this equilibrium. While all these models rely

on the basis that a fraction of the accretion luminosity

powers the stellar wind, only APSW establishes an up-

per limit for the so-called branching ratio between the

mass loss rate in the stellar wind and the disk accretion

rate (χ ≡ Ṁwind/Ṁacc). This upper limit of χ ∼ 0.6 has

been confirmed by Watson et al. (2016) using infrared

forbidden line emission from the Spitzer and Herschel

observations. The authors obtain a distribution of χ

centered close to 0.1 with a tail towards lower values

(χ < 0.6), whose effect on the angular momentum evo-

lution of CTTS has not been properly explored.

In this work, we computed synthetic rotational veloc-

ities for low-mass stars (0.3M⊙ < M∗ < 1.2M⊙) in the

framework of APSW models with the aim of obtaining

the branching ratio distribution of a well-characterized

CTTS sample with available rotation rates and accretion

indicators. We use a Bayesian approach to investigate

the connection between the branching-ratio parameter,

the stellar magnetic fields, rotational evolution, and in-

ternal structure. This paper is organized as follows. In

§2, we describe the observations and data sources used

to study our sample of CTTS. In §3, we estimate the

rotation periods using the TESS light curves. We derive

the stellar mass accretion rate based on the Hα spec-

tral line and identify wind tracers (e.g., [O I] λ6300) to

estimate the mass-loss rate by winds (Ṁwind). We also

build and present the spin models for CTTS and use the

Approximate Bayesian Computation (ABC) technique

to investigate the connection between the model param-

eters and available observable distributions of CTTS. In

§4, we discuss the implications of our results. Finally,

in §5, we present the conclusions of this work.

2. T TAURI STARS SAMPLE AND DATA

SOURCES

2.1. CTTS Sample

We use the sub-sample of 208 CTTS studied in Serna

et al. (2021). This sub-sample has been confirmed and

characterized by Briceño et al. (2019) and Hernández

et al. (2014). It includes low-mass accretors of the

on/off cloud population in the Orion OB1 association,

which span ages from 1 to 10 Myr (e.g., ONC, σ Ori,

25 Ori). Each of these targets has measurements of

the Hα equivalent width, v sin(i), as well as masses and

ages derived using the MassAge code (Serna et al. 2021,

Hernández et al., in preparation). The list of parame-

ters can be seen in Table 1.

2.2. APOGEE-2 Data and Stellar Parameters

The APOGEE-2 northern spectrograph (APOGEE;

Majewski et al. 2017) is located on the 2.5 m SDSS tele-

scope at the Apache Point Observatory and observed

thousands of stars for the APOGEE-2 Young Cluster

Survey. This instrument can simultaneously observe up

to 300 objects at high resolution (R ∼ 22500) in the
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H-band (15100–17000Å) across a 1.5 deg radius field-of-

view.

Kounkel et al. (2018) analyzed data from the

APOGEE-2 survey in the Orion Star-Forming Com-

plex and reported nearly 2400 kinematic members using

six-dimensional analysis (positions, parallax, and proper

motions from Gaia-DR2 and radial velocities (RV) from

APOGEE-2). Additionally, for each one of these mem-

bers, Kounkel et al. (2019) report (effective temperature

Teff , surface gravity log(g), v sin(i), RV). However, the

authors warn that there are likely systematic features

in the parameter space due to theoretical templates not

offering a perfect match to the real data. To reduce

these issues on the estimated parameters, Olney et al.

(2020), based on a deep learning analysis, have provided

more reliable predictions of log g, Teff , and [Fe/H] for

low-mass stars. More recently, Serna et al. (2021) esti-

mated v sin(i) using the Fourier method, an independent

method that does not require theoretical templates, and

found that measurements are in agreement with the

estimations of Kounkel et al. (2019), indicating that the

systematic features in the parameter space suggested

by these authors do not affect their v sin(i) derivation.

Since the Fourier method requires a high signal-to-noise

ratio, applying this method to the entire CTTS sample

was not possible. Thus, we adopt Kounkel et al. (2019)

measurements for our sample of CTTS.

2.3. LAMOST

We use the data archive from the Large Sky Area

Multi-Object Fiber Spectroscopic Telescope (LAM-

OST; Luo et al. 2015, Liu et al. 2020), located on

the 4-meter quasi-meridian reflecting Schmidt telescope

at the Xinlong station of the National Astronomical

Observatory. We downloaded 55 spectra of our CTTS

sample at low-resolution (R∼1800) in the wavelength

range 3650–9000Å, and 7 spectra at medium-resolution

(R∼ 7500) in two bands, which cover the wavelength

ranges 4950-5350Å, and 6300-6800Å. From these spec-

tra, only 24 have the presence of the [O I] λ6300 line,

which was used for the mass-loss rate estimations §3.1.3.
The remaining spectra of the 55 stars without [OI] were

not used in the analysis. The details of the LAMOST

data and plots of the [O I] λ6300 profile are presented

in Appendix A.

2.4. X-Shooter and Giraffe/ESO

We download spectra for 25 CTTS using the ESO

Archive Science Portal. From this sample, there are

15 stars with resolution R < 18340 (X-Shooter) and 10

stars with R = 24000 (Giraffe); both instruments are in-

stalled in the ESO Very Large Telescope (Vernet et al.

2011). We rejected three stars observed with Giraffe

that do not exhibit the [O I] λ6300 line. We use the

data reduced and flux-calibrated by the ESO calibration

pipelines available in the ESO archive. Additionally, we

used the Molecfit tool (Kausch et al. 2015) to correct

each spectrum from telluric lines. Table 2 shows a sum-

mary and observations details.
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2.5. TESS Data

From the initial sample of 208 CTTS, we have 194

stars observed by TESS at 10 min and 30 min cadences

for at least ∼25 days. We build each light curve (LC) us-

ing the TESSExtractor1 application (Serna et al. 2021),

which uses simple aperture photometry (SAP) to ex-

tract the stellar fluxes from the Full-frame images (FFI)

provided by TESScut (Brasseur et al. 2019). Also, we

use the Cotrending basis vectors (CBVs) from TESS

and the task kepcotrend of the PyKE package (Still &

Barclay 2012) to correct the LCs from any systematic

effect on the data. Once LCs were adequately processed,

we performed a visual inspection and flagged the sources

that exhibited periodic or quasi-periodic events as candi-

dates for their posterior period analysis. Figure 1 shows

an example of the graphical product generated by the

TESSExtractor application. This product includes the

light curve, the phase-folded curve, and the periodogram

used to obtain rotational periods. For more details, see

section 3.1.1.

Figure 1. TESS light curve and analysis for the target
TIC 11291229. Top: (A) Light curve in TESS magnitudes,
the error bars are contained in the marker symbols. The
label on top refers to the star identification and the mean
TESS magnitude. (B) Field of view (210 x 210 sq arcsec)
corresponding to a TESS image of 10x10 pixels. The white
circle shows the photometric aperture, and the orange circle
shows the sky annulus. The red dot marks the centroid of the
star. Bottom: (C) Phase-folded light curve to the estimated
best period. The legend shows the amplitude. (D) Lomb-
Scargle periodogram, with the estimated period. (E) 210 x
210 pixels Digital Sky Survey (DSS2) thumbnail, same field
of view as (B).

3. ANALYSIS AND RESULTS

1 https://www.tessextractor.app

3.1. Stellar Parameters

3.1.1. Rotation Period

Several variability studies in young stellar objects

(YSOs) have revealed that most CTTS exhibit complex

flux variations on timescales of hours, days, and even

years (Bouvier et al. 1993, Cody & Hillenbrand 2010,

Roggero et al. 2021). In some cases, brightness fluctua-

tions are observed at levels of 1% to 10%, with fading or

brightening events and quasi-periodic structures in most

instances (Cody et al. 2014). It has been proposed that

these flux variations are generated by various mecha-

nisms, such as the rotation of hot and cold starspots,

accretion bursts (e.g., Espaillat et al. 2021), occultations

by dusty disk structures (e.g., Ansdell et al. 2019), and

accretion streams falling at random locations on the

star (Kurosawa & Romanova 2013). These processes

may be acting at once in CTTS, challenging the estima-

tions of Prot for most stars. However, according to the

DL model, the magnetic connection between the star

and its inner disk results in synchronization between

the stellar angular velocity and the Keplerian veloc-

ity at the corotation radius (Artemenko et al. 2012),

particularly for the first 3 Myr of the CTTS evolution

(Matt et al. 2010, 2012). Then, assuming a Keplerian

rotation regime, any periodic signal produced at the

corotation zone could proxy the stellar rotation at the

stellar surface. Therefore, under this assumption, we

have estimated rotation periods for those candidates

that show an apparent periodicity in the TESS data

(§2.5).

From the sample of LCs in §2.5, only 51 stars ex-

hibit periodic behavior to study rotation. We have

selected light curves with a false alarm probabil-

ity (FAP) below 0.01%, indicating that the period

measurements are highly reliable. We use the task

statistics.false alarm probability from the as-

tropy package (Astropy Collaboration et al. 2013). We

use the Lomb-Scargle periodogram (Lomb 1976, Scargle

1982) to estimate the rotational period from the LC.

We use a resolution of 1000 steps within the interval

0.01 < P < 25 days. The best period was selected as

the highest peak in the periodogram (see lower middle

panel of Figure 1). These periods have been confirmed

by checking the periodic pattern using the phase-folded

LC at the estimated period, as shown in Figure 1. The

Prot are listed in Table 1. We plot the histogram of the

periods in Figure 2. The range of periods estimated in

this section will be used as input in the models §3.2.1,
see Table 3.

https://www.tessextractor.app
https://www.tessextractor.app
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Table 2. Summary of ESO archival spectroscopy

Target Instrument* Spectral Obs. Date Exp. time SNR ESO Program

Resolution (UT) (s) ID

SO 73 XSHOOTER 8935 2019-11-18 2400 106 0104.C-0454(A)

SO 299 GIRAFFE 24000 2009-02-04 2775 22 082.C-0313(B)

SO 341 XSHOOTER 1029 2020-02-07 90 28 0104.C-0454(A)

SO 362 XSHOOTER 1512 2020-02-07 200 41 0104.C-0454(A)

SO 662 XSHOOTER 1512 2020-02-07 60 38 0104.C-0454(A)

SO 908 GIRAFFE 24000 2010-01-03 2775 39 084.C-0282(A)

SO 927 GIRAFFE 24000 2010-01-03 2775 62 0103.C-0887(B)

SO 984 XSHOOTER 18340 2019-11-17 420 83 0104.C-0454(A)

SO 1036 XSHOOTER 1512 2019-10-11 60 37 0104.C-0454(A)

SO 1075 GIRAFFE 24000 2010-01-03 2775 26 084.C-0282(A)

SO 1152 XSHOOTER 18340 2019-10-12 800 73 0104.C-0454(A)

SO 1153 XSHOOTER 1512 2021-02-13 60 37 106.20Z8.002

SO 1156 XSHOOTER 1512 2019-10-28 60 44 0104.C-0454(A)

SO 1260 GIRAFFE 24000 2010-01-03 2775 40 084.C-0282(A)

SO 1267 XSHOOTER 1512 2019-11-17 60 33 0104.C-0454(A)

SO 1327 GIRAFFE 24000 2010-01-03 2775 33 084.C-0282(A)

SO 1368 GIRAFFE 24000 2010-01-03 2775 79 0103.C-0887(B)

SO 1361 XSHOOTER 1512 2019-12-09 60 40 0104.C-0454(A)

CVSO 58 XSHOOTER 1512 2020-12-02 65 27 106.20Z8.002

CVSO 90 XSHOOTER 18340 2020-12-04 740 80 106.20Z8.002

CVSO 107 XSHOOTER 18340 2020-12-04 740 80 106.20Z8.002

CVSO 146 XSHOOTER 1512 2020-12-09 40 42 106.20Z8.002

CVSO 1876 GIRAFFE 24000 2010-01-03 2775 72 084.C-0282(A)

CVSO 1885 GIRAFFE 24000 2010-01-03 2775 49 084.C-0282(A)

V605 Ori B GIRAFFE 24000 2010-01-03 2775 39 084.C-0282(A)

∗The spectral coverage for the X-Shooter data 533.7-1020 nm and Giraffe 611.38-640.37 nm.

Figure 2. Rotational periods for the CTTS sample obtained
through TESS light-curve analysis. The bin size used in the
histogram follows Scott’s rule (Scott 1979).

3.1.2. Mass Accretion Rate

We determined mass accretion rates for the 208 stars

of the sample in §2.1 based on the Hα equivalent width

(EWHα), spectral types, and reddening AV reported by

Briceño et al. (2019), Hernández et al. (2014, Hernández

et al., in preparation). Also, we use the Gaia DR3 par-

allax measurements corrected by systematics and the

Gaia G, GBP , and GRP photometry (Gaia Collabora-

tion et al. 2022, Lindegren et al. 2021). Using the rela-

tionship between the Johnson-Cousins photometric sys-

tem and the Gaia photometry2, we obtain the V mag-

nitude. Given the spectral type and using the V magni-

tude corrected by extinction, the Ic,0 magnitude is ob-

tained from the intrinsic [V − Ic]0 color from Pecaut &

2 from Table 5.8 of the Gaia data release 2 documentation https:
//gea.esac.esa.int/archive/documentation/GDR2/

https://gea.esac.esa.int/archive/documentation/GDR2/
https://gea.esac.esa.int/archive/documentation/GDR2/
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Figure 3. Mass accretion and mass loss rates for the sample
of CTTS.

Mamajek (2013). To obtain the continuum flux at the

Hα line (Fcont), we estimate the fluxes at the V (0.55

µm) and Ic (0.79µm) bands and interpolate the flux at

0.6563 µm. Using the Hα equivalent width and distance

estimated by the inverse relation with the parallax, we

estimate the luminosity of the Hα as follows:

LHα = 4πd2 × (EWHα)× Fcont (1)

Subsequently, we obtain the accretion luminosity us-

ing the following relation (Ingleby et al. 2013):

log(Lacc) = 1.0(±0.2) log(LHα) + 1.3(±0.7). (2)

Finally, the mass accretion rate is obtained from Lacc =

GM∗Ṁacc/R∗, where M∗ and R∗ are determined using

the MIST evolutionary models (Dotter 2016). The mass

accretion rates distribution is shown in Figure 3, and

corresponding values are included in Table 1.

3.1.3. Mass loss Rate Determination

We computed mass loss rates for a sub-sample of the

CTTS described in §2.1 via the forbidden emission line

of [O I] λ6300, which has been widely used as a tracer of

bi-polar jets, stellar and disk winds (e.g., Cabrit et al.

1990, Edwards et al. 2003, Watson et al. 2016, Pascucci

et al. 2022). Specifically, we compute mass loss rates for

24 CTTS with LAMOST spectra (§2.3), 15 CTTS with

X-Shooter spectra, and 7 CTTS with Giraffe spectra

(§2.4). Luminosities of [OI] emission lines are computed

from equivalent widths and dereddened fluxes at wave-

lengths near 6300Å and used as indicators of the amount

of mass in the outflow (Hartigan et al. 1995). Forbidden

lines typically exhibit two components: a low-velocity

component (LVC), which is symmetric and slightly blue-

shifted, and a high-velocity component (HVC), with its

peak either blue or red-shifted and separated from the

LVC just a few tens of km s−1 (e.g., Hartigan et al.

1995, Natta et al. 2014, Simon et al. 2016, Banzatti

et al. 2019).

Following the physical treatment to the mass-loss rate

in the Appendix A1 of Hartigan et al. (1995) and refer-

ences therein, we use the luminosity of the [O I] λ6300,

identified in the optical spectra of our CTTS to estimate

the mass-loss rate (Ṁwind = MV⊥/l⊥), where M is the

mass in the flow whose dependence with the [O I] λ6300

luminosity was taken from Hartigan et al. (1995), the

V⊥ is the component of the velocity of the projected

wind in the plane of the sky, and l⊥ corresponds to the

size of the slit projected in the sky. In what follows, we

assume V⊥ = 150 km s−1 as an average for all the stars

(Hartigan et al. 1995), and based on the average dis-

tance to Orion (d ∼ 400pc), we adopt l⊥ = 6× 1015 cm

for X-shooter and Giraffe observations. For the case of

the LAMOST spectra, the slit at the output end of the

fibers is assumed to be equal to 2/3 of the fiber width

leading to marginal differences relative to l⊥. Thus, the

correlation of Hartigan et al. (1995) may be written as

follows:

log10

(
Ṁwind

)
= −4.65 + log10

(Lλ6300

L⊙

)
(3)

Before analyzing any optical forbidden line profiles,

we first remove any telluric and photospheric absorp-

tion contaminating the region of interest in the spectra.

We used the Molecfit tool (Smette et al. 2015), which

corrects for telluric absorption lines based on synthetic

modeling of the Earth’s atmospheric transmission. To

remove telluric lines, each spectrum was normalized

and corrected by radial velocity (RV), using the RV

reported in Kounkel et al. (2018), Hernández et al.

(2014). Based on the effective temperature and log(g)

of the star, we selected templates from the PHOENIX

spectral library (Husser et al. 2013). In the specific case

of the X-Shooter data, we use the XSL DR2 (Gonneau

et al. 2020) to select a proper template for each star.

Once spectra were corrected by RV, all the templates

were broadened by their reported v sin(i) using the rota-

tional kernel implemented in the PyAstronomy package

(Czesla et al. 2019). Then, the broadened templates

were subtracted from each observed spectrum.

In Figures 4, and 5 we show the line profiles. In order

to get the luminosity of the line [O I] λ6300 (Lλ6300),

we have used the distances of Gaia DR3, the equiva-

lent width of [O I] λ6300 (EW[OI]) obtained with the

task splot of IRAF, a continuum flux estimation around

the [O I] λ6300, and the equation (1). In particular,

for LAMOST and Giraffe spectra, the flux at the con-
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tinuum was estimated interpolating two bands around

6300Å as described in section 3.1.2. For the X-shooter

spectra, we directly measure the flux because the spec-

tra have been properly flux calibrated. Subsequently,

using the equation (3), we estimate the mass-loss rate

Ṁwind of our sample and their uncertainty following the

error propagation procedure.

This analysis remains valid as long as we have the

presence of HVC in the [O I] λ6300 line profiles. In

some cases, our spectral resolution is insufficient to

distinguish the HVC. We warn the reader to be cau-

tious with results because the mass-loss rates for some

sources could be overestimated. However, our results

provide a helpful statistical estimation of the mass loss

rate for this study. We summarize our results in Table 1.

Using the mass accretion rates estimated in §3.1.2
and the mass-loss rates of our sample, we roughly esti-

mate the branching ratio χ of these systems. We plot

in Figure 6 the accretion and mass-loss rates for our

sample compared to other estimations of CTTS in the

literature. Considering the limited mass and age inter-

vals covered by our sample, accretion rate values range

between 10−9 − 10−8 M⊙ yr−1 and mass-loss rates be-

tween 10−10 − 10−8 M⊙ yr−1 as shown in Figure 3. To

have a more comprehensive view of a diverse popula-

tion of CTTS, we included reported measurements for

CTTS in Taurus (Herczeg & Hillenbrand 2008), Lupus

(Natta et al. 2014), active CTTS systems from Harti-

gan et al. (1995), Gullbring et al. (1998), and CTTS

in nine molecular cloud complexes studied by Watson

et al. (2016) using Spitzer data. According to Figure 6,

most of our CTTS remain below the APSW boundary

(long-dashed black line), confirming that APSW is a

suitable scenario to explain the observed rotation rates.

Although age information is not available in Figure

6, some studies have suggested evidence of temporal

evolution between the Ṁacc and Ṁwind relationship.

For instance, Watson et al. (2016) mostly includes ob-

jects younger than CTTS (e.g., Class 0 and Class I)

and demonstrated that different classes of young ob-

jects, used as an age proxy, are naturally separated

into different plot regions (see Figure 7 of Watson et al.

2016). Our study supports that evidence, providing

more CTTS to the sample and showing even better how

CTTS are well positioned in the plot.

3.1.4. Magnetic field topology and evolution

Observations indicate that the surface magnetic fields

of young stars have high-order multipolar components

rather than magnetic dipoles. While stars more mas-

sive than 0.5M⊙ exhibit toroidal and non-axisymmetric

poloidal components, low-mass stars below 0.5M⊙ show

strong poloidal large-scale magnetic fields, which are

mainly axisymmetric (Donati & Landstreet 2009),

where most CTTS have typical intensities of the or-

der of 1-3 kG (Johns-Krull 2007), and significant star

spot coverages (Somers et al. 2020, Cao & Pinsonneault

2022). These magnetic fields are expected to impact

CTTS, their accretion disks, and planets (Strugarek

et al. 2015).

Schatzman (1962) was the first to suggest that open

magnetic field lines or the breaking of closed lines could

trigger mass loss phenomenons, which could, in the long

run, be responsible for taking a large amount of angu-

lar momentum from the system. For this reason, the

geometry of the magnetic field is an essential element

in describing stellar winds. For example, Réville et al.

(2015) and Garraffo et al. (2015) found that complexity

in the geometry of the magnetic field can dramatically

decrease the loss rate of angular momentum to a few or-

ders of magnitude. This is mainly because higher orders

of magnetic moments would facilitate the generation

of a magnetosphere with many closed lines that would

suppress mass loss. Emeriau-Viard & Brun (2017),

Folsom et al. (2016) observed that the topology of the

magnetic field changes strongly as the star ages because

as the radiative core becomes bigger, the dipole com-

ponents decrease, and the magnetic field becomes more

and more complex. Folsom et al. (2016) and Vidotto

et al. (2014) found empirical relationships between the

large-scale component of the magnetic field strength

versus age for pre-main to the main sequence.

Although there are many efforts to measure magnetic

fields in T Tauri stars, nowadays, there is no concep-

tual model that allows us to describe magnetic fields

accurately. Some authors approximate the magnetic

field topologies, mixing different geometries. For exam-

ple, Finley & Matt (2017) suggest that combinations

of dipolar and quadrupolar fields change the relative

orientation of the stellar wind with respect to any plan-

etary or disk magnetic field. In a general view, these

components are important in the morphology of the

wind. Also, they confirm that the original prescrip-

tion from Matt et al. (2012), which is the formulation

of the present work, uses pure dipolar magnetic fields

and remains robust in most cases, even for significantly
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Figure 4. [O I] λ6300 residual line profiles for 15 CTTS found in the X-Shooter data archive. The stellar rest velocity is
indicated with a vertical dashed line. Residual emission lines were obtained by subtracting photospheric contributions using
Phoenix templates and posterior removing telluric lines.

nondipolar fields.

3.2. Model Assumptions

We developed stellar spin multi-parametric models for

young low-mass and solar-type stars magnetically linked

to a surrounding gaseous accreting disk. We assume

that stars can produce their stellar magnetic fields when

they rotate, through dynamo processes in the convec-

tive regions of the stellar interior. Due to the size of

the convective region varying with the spectral type, we

use non-rotational, PMS evolutionary models of Baraffe

et al. (2015) that provide a robust treatment of the in-

ternal stellar structure. In the next section, we describe

in detail the main assumptions of our parametric spin

evolution model.

For simplicity, we assume a dipolar field with strength

B∗ at the equator of the stellar surface and co-rotating

with the star. At larger stellar radii, this dipole enables

angular momentum transport with the disk and magne-

tosphere. We assume values range between 500-3500 G

in agreement with previous studies (Johns-Krull 2007)

and recent surveys such as Lavail et al. (2017, 2019).

The main assumptions for constructing our grid of ro-

tational models are the following:

• A solid body approach: We consider a sim-

ple approach in our models, assuming that the

stars rotate as a solid body with a core and en-

velope coupled to each other. We neglect any dif-

ference in angular momentum between the stel-

lar surface and its stellar interior. Rotation is

thus entirely controlled by the external torques.

This approach is sufficient for fully convective stars
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Figure 5. [O I] λ6300 residual lines profiles for 7 CTTS found in data archive of Giraffe.

on their Hayashi tracks, although our simplified

treatment should be revised for stars with radia-

tive zones in their interiors using a more realis-

tic treatment, similar to the considered redistribu-

tion of angular momentum between the two layers

(MacGregor & Brenner 1991). We do not expect

a strong impact on the rotation rates predicted

by our models in the CTTS phase (<10 Myr) be-

cause the expected time scale for the core-envelope

decoupling interaction starts around ∼10-30 Myr

(Gallet & Bouvier 2013, 2015).

• Accretion rate onto the star: We assume an

exponential decay for the accretion rate as a func-

tion of age (Ṁacc = Ṁ in
acc e

− (t−t0)
τa ), starting from

an initial value Ṁ in
acc at t0 = 0.5 Myr and with a

characteristic accretion timescale of τa = 2.1 Myr

reported by Briceño et al. (2019). Since the expo-

nential relation for the accretor fraction evolution

(Briceño et al. 2019) represents a probability that

stars in a stellar group have accretion rates above

the threshold detection limit, the τa obtained from

this relation is a statistical proxy for the timescale

of the general accretion rate evolution behavior in

stellar groups. The accretion process adds angular

momentum that is transferred from the disk trun-

cation radius (Rt) toward the stellar surface at a

rate of:

τacc = Ṁacc

√
GM∗Rt (4)

Rt denotes the distance at which the magnetic

field fully governs the stress in the internal disk.

At this location, disk material and the stellar sur-

face share identical rotation. We assumed Rt in-

side disk corotation, which is computed using the

Newton-Raphson method and the equation 15 of

Matt & Pudritz (2005a).

• Stellar winds: We consider the APSW an impor-

tant source of angular momentum loss in CTTS

(Matt & Pudritz 2008a). Previous studies have

shown that open field regions in the magnetic field

lead to the formation of ASPW that efficiently re-
moves substantial amounts of angular momentum

from the star (e.g., Hartmann & Stauffer 1989, Uz-

densky 2004, Pantolmos et al. 2020, Matt et al.

2012, Pinzón et al. 2021). It is assumed that a

fraction χ of the mass in the accretion flow is trans-

ferred to a stellar wind, i.e., Ṁwind = χ Ṁacc, pro-

viding an efficient angular momentum loss mecha-

nism. The formulation is inspired by the analytic

work of Weber & Davis (1967), in which the net

torque from a one-dimensional wind is as follows:

τwind = −Ṁwind Ω∗ r
2
A (5)

where Ṁwind is the integrated wind mass-loss rate,

Ω∗ is the angular velocity of the star, and rA is the

Alfvén radius. In our one-dimensional approach,

we used the semi-analytical results obtained from
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Figure 6. Accretion and mass-loss rates for our sample
of CTTS (black crosses) and other studies (gray symbols).
Complementary data shown in gray correspond to low mass
accretors in Taurus from Herczeg & Hillenbrand (2008), (tri-
angles) active CTTS systems from Hartigan et al. (1995),
Gullbring et al. (1998) (diamonds) and selected CTTS from
Natta et al. (2014) (squares) and Watson et al. (2016) (cir-
cles). The long-dashed line indicates the upper limit given by
APSW models of Matt et al. (2012), i.e. Ṁwind = χ× Ṁη

acc,
with η = 1, and χ=0.6. The short-dashed line corresponds
to the linear regression fit using all the data, which leads to
η = (0.97 ± 0.05) and χ = 0.04+0.05

−0.02. Upper and lower solid
lines represent the 3σ level for the whole sample.

numerical MHD simulations of Matt & Pudritz

(2008a):

rA
R∗

= K

(
B2

∗R
2
∗

Ṁwindvesc

)m

(6)

where K ≈ 2.11 and m ≈ 0.223 are dimensionless

constants and vesc = (2GM∗/R∗)
1/2 is the escape

velocity from the star.

• Star-disk interaction: Along with angular mo-

mentum losses through disk winds, CTTS also

spin down due to their magnetic interaction with

the Keplerian rotating disk (e.g., Ghosh & Lamb

1978, Koenigl 1991, Collier Cameron & Campbell

1993b). In a scenario of large Reynolds numbers

of the star-disk interaction (low diffusion param-

eter β), the strong coupling between disk matter

and stellar magnetic field lines leads to a twisting

of the vertical field component Bz and thus to a

spin-down torque given by:

τDL =
B2

∗R
6
∗

3βR3
co

[
2
( Rco

Rout

) 3
2−
( Rco

Rout

)3
−2
(Rco

Rt

) 3
2

+
(Rco

Rt

)3]
(7)

here Rout = Rco

(
1 + βγc

) 2
3 defines the extent of the

connected magnetic region. Rco is the co-rotation ra-

dius, Rt the disk truncation radius, and γc = Bϕ/Bz

characterizes the proportion of magnetic field twisted at

the disk’s surface at each radial location. We use γc = 1

and β = 10−2 as fixed parameters in all our simulations

(Matt et al. 2010).

3.2.1. Grid of Rotational Models

The evolution of the stellar rotation rate (Ω∗) is com-

puted by solving the following differential equation:

dΩ∗

dt
=

τ∗
I∗

− Ω∗

I∗

dI∗
dt

(8)

where τ∗ is the sum of the individual torques due to

the accretion, winds, and star–disk interaction as de-

scribed above, and I∗ = k2M∗R
2
∗ is the stellar moment

of inertia and k2 is the gyration radius obtained from

the stellar evolutionary models of Baraffe et al. (2015).

We note that the accretion rate is incorporated into the

calculation of dI∗/dt and used to update M∗.

Using the fourth-order Runge-Kutta method with

adaptive step size, we find the solution to the equation

(8) 3. At each time step of the simulation, we compute

the next time step, ensuring changes over the Ω∗ solu-

tion remain lower than 1% per step.

We use the set of parameters [M∗, B∗, χ, P
in
rot, Ṁ

in
acc]

based on the values of Table 3. We use all possible

combinations of the parameters, without repetitions,

and within the value ranges and steps to build a grid

with 2.232 × 106 individual models. For each combi-

nation of the five parameters in Table 3, the angular

momentum conservation, stellar evolutionary models,

and the assumed exponential decay for the accretion

rate as a function of age regulate the temporal variation

of the synthetic rotational values (e.g., angular velocity,

v sin(i)) estimated in our grid. Simulations start at 0.5

Myr and end at 15 Myr, the age at which there are

some long-lived CTTS. Nevertheless, statistically, the

typical age when the gas component of the disk has

3 The models are available on GitHub in the following link:
Rotational-models-of-CTTS

https://github.com/javiserna/Rotational-models-of-CTTS
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Figure 7. Spin evolutionary tracks represented as v sin(i) = π
4
vrot as a function of age for individual cases. The title of each

panel shows the fixed parameters. Meanwhile, the legend colors represent different cases for a respective variable in the models.

been dissipated is around 5 Myr (Carpenter et al. 2006,

Hernández et al. 2008). Given a simulation, both the

angular velocity (stellar period) and the mass accretion

rate evolve with time.

3.3. v sin(i) synthetic distributions

The rotation rates given by our grid of models are re-

lated to the projected rotational velocities through the

previous knowledge of spin-axis orientation. By assum-

ing that the spin-axes of objects are randomly oriented,

and utilizing the inclination average method proposed

by Chandrasekhar & Münch (1950), the projected ro-

tational velocity can be expressed as v sin(i) = π
4R∗Ω∗,

where R∗ is the stellar radius and Ω∗ is the angular
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Figure 8. Grid of models illustrated as a density plot of v sin(i) = π
4
vrot as a function of the age, in different values of mass. The

black line shows the grid’s median v sin(i), while the gray line contains 90% of the models below it. The color scale represents
the number of models per hex bin pixel. The white dots represent the v sin(i) and age for the CTTS sample.

velocity of the star.

In Figure 7, we show individual evolutionary tracks

of v sin(i) for specific cases of the parameter set. While

in Figure 8, we display the complete grid of models for

masses of 0.3, 0.5, 0.8, and 1.0M⊙. In each panel, the

color scale represents the number of models enclosed

in each hexagonal bin pixel of the v sin(i) versus age

diagram. We have included the 90th percentile and the

median per pixel indicated with grey and black lines,

respectively.

The panels in Figure 8 show a decreasing trend of the

median of v sin(i) with age. Despite the wide range of

initial conditions considered in Table 3, most solutions

lie on the slow rotator regime with rotation below 10%

of the break-up limit as expected for CTTS. Synthetic

velocities increase with stellar mass, as confirmed by

the gradual growth of the 90th percentile of the v sin(i)

distributions, plotted with a gray line at each panel

of Figure 8. We also note that rotational equilibrium

Table 3. Input parameters of the models, their ranges, and
steps.

Parameters Min Max Step

P in
rot (days) 1 8 1

Ṁ in
acc (M⊙ yr−1) 10−10 10−7 10−0.2

M∗ (M⊙) 0.3 1.2 0.1

B∗ (G) 500 3500 100

χ 0.01 0.60 0.01

is reached very rapidly, particularly for low-mass stars

(<1 Myr). For comparison purposes, we have added

the rotation rates measured for our sample of CTTS.

With a few exceptions, especially for 0.3M⊙, the bulk

of v sin(i) values remains below the 90th percentile of

our simulations, reaching a rotational locked state by

the end of the Hayashi track (<3 Myr) in agreement

with previous studies (Gallet & Bouvier 2013).

3.4. Spin-torque equilibrium
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The total torque on the system is the sum of the ac-

cretion, winds, and star-disk interaction torques:

τ∗ = τacc + τwind + τDL (9)

Values of τ∗ = 0 are also known as the torque equi-

librium state. In the APSW scenario, stellar rotation

evolves rapidly (<1 Myr) toward an equilibrium state in

which angular momentum transferred toward the star

by the disk accretion is balanced with that transferred

outward via winds and magnetic star-disk interaction

(Matt & Pudritz 2005b, Matt et al. 2012). For bonafide

samples of CTTS with reliable masses, ages, accretion,

and rotation rates, the determination of this equilib-

rium state permits indirectly inferring the response of

the wind to different magnetic strengths and topologies

and allows for searching statistical trends between the

branching ratio and the stellar magnetic field.

Panel A of Figure 9 reveals that the torque equilibrium

state, on average, is reached at 1.5 Myr. On the other

side, panels B and C of Figure 9 also indicate that an

equilibrium state can be achieved with higher values of

B∗ and χ at ages earlier than 1.5 Myr. The majority of

the models are placed on the equilibrium zone, especially

stars older than 1.5 Myrs, to ensure that equilibrium is

rapidly reached, a fact consistent with previous stud-

ies (Yi 1994, Armitage & Clarke 1996, Matt et al. 2012).

Interestingly, stellar winds can achieve equilibrium

spin rates during the Hayashi track when magnetic field

strengths and branching ratios are large. In §4, we dis-

cuss this result based on statistical techniques in depth.

3.5. Observations and models comparison

With the aim of conducting careful comparisons be-

tween observations and models, we implement Bayesian

techniques. We use our sample of CTTS (§2.1), together
with the models described in §3.2, to explore the inter-

play between stellar magnetic field strength and the

branching ratio χ in young accreting systems during the

first Myr of their stellar evolution. To perform the com-

parison, we use the observed rotation rates compiled in

Table 1 and the rotation rates provided by the models,

varying the parameters in the ranges shown in Table 3.

Below we describe the use of the Bayesian technique in

more detail.

3.5.1. Stellar magnetic field and wind mass-loss rate
evolution: forward modeling

We carry out a statistical study to understand the

changes in the physical parameters related to the evolu-

tion of the rotation velocities of young stars. In order to

perform an analysis as robust as possible, we split our

sample of CTTS described in §2.1 into four age bins as

follows: bin 1: 0-1 Myr (62 stars), bin 2: 1-2 Myr (68

stars), bin 3: 2-3 Myr (40 stars), and bin 4: 3-13 Myr

(30 stars). We use the compiled v sin(i) measurements

(see §2.2) to build the corresponding distribution of ro-

tational velocities for each age bin. These distributions

are shown in Figure 10.

First, we selected from the grid model generated in

section 3.2 an ensemble of models for each age bin.

Thus, we have four ensembles of models, one per each

CTTS sample. Then, we reproduce the observed v sin(i)

histograms for each age bin using the Approximate

Bayesian Computation (ABC) method, a statistical ap-

proach that compares models with observed data (e.g.,

Marjoram et al. 2015, Manzo-Mart́ınez et al. 2020). This

is achieved by randomly selecting v sin(i) values from

the respective ensemble of models previously selected.

For each v sin(i) distribution of Figure 10, we keep and

stack the values that fall within the range of the obser-

vations and discard those that fall out of this range. We

continue selecting theoretical v sin(i) values randomly

until we complete one realization, meaning that the ob-

served histogram is exactly reproduced (e.g. Turner &

Van Zandt 2012). Due to the limitations of the ABC

method, for each realization, only one parameter (B∗ or

χ) can be chosen to obtain the posterior distribution.

If B∗ is chosen, a fixed value of χ = 0.3 is used (Case

A), representing the minimum value for spin equilibrium

(Ireland et al. 2020). If χ is chosen, B∗ is fixed at 2000

G (Case B), the average magnetic field strength from

CTTS measurements (Johns-Krull 2007). This analysis
is repeated 100 times for each age bin to build statisti-

cally robust distributions of the chosen parameter.

In the ABC analysis, we use M∗ = 0.5M⊙ since it is

the median stellar mass from the sample of stars used

in each bin. We decided to use a representative value of

stellar mass for this analysis since the mass range of the

CTTS sample is relatively narrow (e.g., an interquartile

range of ∼0.2 M⊙), and we do not have enough CTTS

to additionally split them into several mass bins. We

also have included the observed distribution of mass

accretion rates discussed in §3.1.2 as a constraint. For

this purpose, we separate the sample of stars with ac-

cretion measurements into the same age bins defined

in this section and use the corresponding ˙Macc distri-

bution at each age bin as a prior distribution. Figure

11 shows the distributions of mass accretion rates for



Rotational Evolution of CTTS 15

Figure 9. Rotational grid for the case 0.5 M⊙ obtained using the set of input parameters in Table 3. (1) The distribution of
the total torque applied onto the stars as a function of age. The color bar represents the number of models per bin. The median
of the models is represented as the black line. The grey zone contains 90% of the models. (2) Distribution of magnetic stellar
field strengths versus age. The color bar illustrates the median value per bin. (3) Distribution of branching ratio versus age.
Similarly to (2), the color bar represents the median values per bin.

Figure 10. Rotational velocity distributions for the age bins
described in §3.5.1.

each bin. It can be seen that, as the age increases, the

distributions move towards lower values of accretion,

Figure 11. Mass accretion rate distributions for the age
bins defined in the Bayesian analysis.

as expected (e.g. Hartmann et al. 2016, see §3.1.2 for

more discussion). The randomly selected ˙Macc values
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used in the ABC analysis follow the corresponding cu-

mulative distribution of accretion rates for each age bin.

Finally, we obtained the posterior distribution of χ and

B∗ (see Figure 12). Using the 100 realizations of the

ABC techniques, we construct the histograms using the

mean and the standard deviation for each bin of χ and

B∗, respectively.

Figure 12. Evolution of B∗ and χ in young stars revealed
by the ABC analysis. The left panel shows the posterior
distributions of magnetic field strength B∗ for different age
bins, obtained assuming a fixed χ = 0.3 (Case A). The right
panel shows the posterior distributions of log(χ) for different
age bins, obtained by fixing B∗ = 2000 G. The results sug-
gest that one of the two parameters, either B∗ or χ, likely
decreases with age, while other remain fixed play a signifi-
cant role in the rotational evolution of young stars.

Figure 12 shows the resulting distribution for (1) B∗
(left column: Case A) and (2) log(χ) (right column:

Case B) obtained from our Bayesian analysis. In these

plots, the age increases downwards.

Based on this comparison, we obtain that B∗ distribu-

tions with systematically smaller values can reproduce

better the observed v sin(i) distributions when we move

to older bin ages. Specifically, for the stellar magnetic

field, the distribution at bin 1 shows that median value

is ∼ 2100 G, and the median in bins 2, 3, and 4 moves

toward lower values. This suggests that B∗ decreases

as the stars evolve during the pre-main sequence. Sim-

ilarly, for the branching ratio, the distribution in bin 1

shows a median value at χ = 0.15, and the median val-

ues of the 2 and 3 distributions move to lower branching

ratios than the first bin. At bin 4, the peak appears

slightly shifted toward larger χ values (χ ∼ 0.04) with

respect to bin 3. These results are shown more clearly in

Figure 13, in which we plot the cumulative distributions

of the data from Figure 12.

Figure 13. Cumulative distributions for B∗ (upper panel)
and log(χ) (lower panel), for bin 1 (blue), bin 2 (red), bin 3
(green), and bin 4 (magenta).

The histograms in Figure 12 suggest a gradual de-

crease in the branching ratio and magnetic field strength

for the first three age bins. The slight increase in the

branching ratio (χ) from bin 3 to bin 4 is unexpected.

It must be noticed that the oldest bin has an age spread

of 3-13 Myr and is the smallest sample of the different

bins. If the sample in bin 4 is not a representative

distribution for v sin(i) in this age interval, the results

for χ from the ABC method could be biased towards
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values that describe this incomplete sample.

In order to test the robustness of our results with the

ABC technique, particularly the impact of low numbers

in the sample used in bin 4, we performed an addi-

tional Bayesian test using synthetic prior distributions

for v sin(i). We generated random Gaussian distribu-

tions for each age bin, using the corresponding median

value and the median absolute deviation (MAD) of the

observed v sin(i) histograms shown in Figure 10. We

demonstrate in Appendix B that the general trends

seen in Figure 12 hold, and they are independent of

the number of stars in each bin. Further details of this

test can be found in Appendix B. Although our results

suggest that the observed increase of B∗ and χ toward

bin 4 (Figure 12) is not a statistical fluctuation caused

by low numbers, this result should be taken carefully

since: (1) The sample of CTTS in the last bin could not

be as representative as in the younger bins. In partic-

ular, given the variable nature of TTS, slow accretors

or CTTS approaching the end of their accretion phase

(Briceño et al. 2019, Thanathibodee et al. 2022) could

not be included in the last bins; (2) A wide age range

(3-13 Myr) is considered in the last bin, in which the

stars significantly change their properties during the

pre-main sequence evolution. However, torque equi-

librium in the system is reached earlier than 3 Myr,

and models beyond this age do not change significantly

(see figure 8); (3) We assume that the parameters γc
and β are constant. These parameters are related to

the magnetic connection between the star and the disk,

which might change, together with the complexity of

the magnetic field, during the evolution of the star;

(4) The models ignore the changes in the inner stellar

structure, particularly, the core-envelope decoupling is

not considered in the models, which might impact the

angular momentum evolution at bin 4. Some of these

effects are not so important for very young low-mass

stars, however, solar-type stars are expected to develop

a radiative core at the end of the Hayashi track (Iben

1965). Exploring these effects’ impact is out of this

paper’s scope.

We applied a Kolmogorov-Smirnov (K-S) test, which

is used to determine if two samples are drawn from

the same distribution, to the B∗ and log(χ) posterior

distributions obtained from the ABC analysis. The p

values are shown in Table 4. For bins 1 and 2, we find

the low p values of 0.05% and 5%, for B∗ and log(χ),

respectively, suggest evolution of both parameters, as

discussed above. In contrast, for B∗, the high p value

between bin 3 and bin 4 shows that there is barely an

Table 4. K-S test and p values .

Bin pairs parameter K-S p-value

1-2 B∗ 0.35 0.0005

log(χ) 0.23 0.05

2-3 B∗ 0.16 0.45

log(χ) 0.13 0.73

3-4 B∗ 0.16 0.68

log(χ) 0.24 0.20

evolution, which suggests that most of the stars have

reached a state in which the strength of their magnetic

field has decreased to lower values. For log(χ), the

difference between bins 3 and 4 seems more clear; the

possible explanations for these differences are also dis-

cussed above.

Our results suggest that the median of B∗ and log(χ)

might be decreasing as the age of the bins increases,

this implies that both parameters could evolve during

the first million years. These results remain consistent

under testing with back-forward models. For additional

information, please refer to the model insights in Ap-

pendix C. Additional measurements of magnetic fields

and stellar winds are needed to confirm the observed

trends.

4. DISCUSSION

4.1. Binarity

We make a quality astrometric selection of the CTTS

using the Re-normalized unit weighted error (RUWE)

reported by Gaia DR3. For the selection, we use

RUWE values less than 1.4, suggested by Lindegren

et al. (2020). However, Stassun & Torres (2021) and

Kounkel et al. (2021) confirmed that RUWE values from

1.0 to 1.4 may contain unresolved binary systems.

One of the main consequences of having binary stars

in our sample will be the inconsistency of the physical

parameters (e.g., Rotation rates, masses, ages, etc.). In

that sense, we have cleared our sample of possible close

companions systems using the spectroscopic binaries

reported by (Kounkel et al. 2019) and visual binaries

reported by Tokovinin et al. (2020). Also, we did not

find discrepancies in rotation rates for CTTS groups

by mass and age that could indicate the presence of

binaries. As a double-check test, we inspected each LC

available in TESS (§3.1.1), and as a result, we did not

detect signatures of eclipsing binaries in the sample.

The RUWE and the LCs inspection can not reject all

multiple systems in our sample, particularly unresolved
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systems. However, we expect that binary systems do not

dominate our sample and, thus, do not affect our results.

4.2. Clues about the branching ratio

Several studies have explored the branching ratio pa-

rameter from a numerical perspective to explain the

slow rotations in CTTS. At the same time, only some

efforts have focused on the observational viewpoint.

For example, Hartmann & Stauffer (1989), Matt & Pu-

dritz (2005), Matt et al. (2012) have suggested that if

there is a stellar wind with a sustained mass-loss rate of

about 0.1 of the accretion rate, the wind can carry away

enough angular momentum to achieve a stellar-spin

equilibrium. Matt & Pudritz (2008a) suggested a hard

upper limit of χ ≤ 0.6. Cranmer (2008), by his part,

predicts a maximum of 0.014. Gallet et al. (2019) stud-

ied two cases where they argued that a branching ratio

χ = 0.01 would favor the stellar wind theory. However,

simulations would require stronger dipolar magnetic

fields to reproduce the rotation rates, while χ = 0.1

requires weaker dipolar fields that are commonly ob-

served. Ireland et al. (2020) suggest that χ > 0.3 is

required to achieve spin-equilibrium in their simulated

cases. Particularly, for the BP Tau star, they predict

a χ ≈ 0.25 to achieve an equilibrium between the wind

and accretion torques. Pantolmos et al. (2020) predict

that winds should eject more than 0.1 of the mass-

accretion rate to counteract the stellar spin-up due to

accretion. Gehrig et al. (2022) reproduce the observed

rotational period of most young stars with values less

than 0.05. Independently of their numerical approaches

and strategies to describe the star-disk interactions and

winds, nowadays, no consensus has been reached. Ob-

servational analyses of Hartigan et al. (1995) have found

that χ can reach up to 0.2, but most values are below

0.02 in all ages between 1 and 10 Myr. Measurements

provided by this work could help to contribute to a

general perspective of the expected χ in CTTS.

We have 37 stars with available χ measurements that

simultaneously hold an estimation of age (Table 1).

These stars were utilized in Figure 14 to investigate the

relationship between χ and age (left panel). As seen in

the histogram (right panel), branching ratio values tend

to be below 0.1, and the most likely values are around

0.04− 0.05. Even though few data are displayed in Fig-

ure 14, within the uncertainties, our data suggest that

strong stellar wind with a mass loss rate greater than 0.1

of the accretion rate is possible at earlier ages (< 3 Myr).

Figure 14. Branching ratio for measured Classical T Tauri
stars versus age (left panel). The background map illustrates
the density of the posterior distribution of χ given by the
ABC analysis. We display their name for those stars with
χ > 0.1. The distribution of the branching ratio represented
with the histogram on the right side exhibits a pronounced
peak at χ = 0.04 as expected from data in Figure 6.

The ABC analysis in §3.5.1 plus measurements re-

ported here could suggest a possible trend for the

branching ratio with age. In the future, supplemen-

tary surveys of accretion and mass-loss rates in CTTS

(e.g., Kounkel et al. 2023) will improve the sampling and

allow us to understand better the nature and strength

of the APSW mechanism at the early stages of the stars.

5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we developed one-dimensional numerical

models of the spin evolution of CTTS, which allowed us

to build a comprehensive grid of specific cases for CTTS.

We build approximately two million simulations, vary-

ing physical parameters such as magnetic field, wind,

accretion, initial rotation periods, and mass.

Our models allow for the first time to study how the

magnetic field strength (B∗) and branching ratio (χ)

change in relation to rotation rates and ages. The re-

sults are broadly consistent with the APSW picture and

predict a steady evolution of B∗ and χ during the CTTS

phase. Below we list the results of this work:

• Ninety percent of our model’s grid is compliant

with v sin(i) rotation rates below 50 km s−1.

• Using the observed rotation and accretion rates

as prior distributions, we performed a Bayesian

analysis that suggests a decreasing trend of χ and

B∗ intensities with age.
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• The models indicate that strong dipolar mag-

netic field components and higher branching ra-

tios would achieve an effective equilibrium state of

torque at the first stages of the evolution in CTTS

(< 1.5 Myr). However, at least for the branching

ratio, from the observational measurements and

the posterior distributions of the ABC analysis,

we speculate that χ < 0.1 would be more likely

than χ > 0.1.

• Models suggest a branching ratio decreasing with

age, in particular, during the first 2 Myr when a

pronounced peak for χ=0.04 is observed. This re-

sult is in agreement with our measurements using

a diverse sample of CTTS (Figure 6) suggesting

that small χ values up to 10% of the APSW up-

per limit are capable of extracting enough angular

momentum from the CTTS system.
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A. LAMOST DATA ARCHIVE SUMMARY

In this Appendix, we compiled the low-resolution plots and table of sources with [O I] λ6300 line available in our

study of CTTS.

Figure 15. [O I] λ6300 Residual lines profiles for 24 CTTS found in data archive of LAMOST.
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Table 5. LAMOST Summary of archival data.

2MASS Spectral Resolution Obs. Date Exp. time SNRa Plan ID

ID (UT) (s)

05334545-0536323 1800 2013-11-20T17:26:00 1800.0 4.09 VB081S05V1

05324196-0539239 1800 2013-11-20T17:26:00 1800.0 24.66 VB081S05V1

05354669-0549262 1800 2013-11-20T17:26:00 1800.0 16.0 VB081S05V1

05352262-0514112 1800 2013-11-20T17:10:00 1800.0 13.83 VB081S05V1

05332136-0521347 1800 2013-11-20T17:10:00 1800.0 20.7 VB081S05V1

05332852-0517262 1800 2013-11-20T17:10:00 1800.0 16.21 VB081S05V1

05343395-0534512 1800 2013-11-20T18:24:00 1800.0 3.59 VB081S05V2

05340300-0536572 1800 2013-11-20T18:24:00 1800.0 38.85 VB081S05V2

05341420-0542210 1800 2013-11-20T18:24:00 1800.0 7.1 VB081S05V2

05345404-0623507 1800 2013-11-20T18:24:00 1800.0 19.61 VB081S05V2

05344178-0453462 1800 2013-11-20T18:08:00 1800.0 13.3 VB081S05V2

05350370-0450530 1800 2013-11-20T18:08:00 1800.0 31.88 VB081S05V2

05353089-0455178 1800 2013-11-20T18:08:00 1800.0 11.25 VB081S05V2

05344518-0510476 1800 2013-11-20T18:08:00 1800.0 4.96 VB081S05V2

05401274-0228199 1800 2015-03-01T12:13:00 1800.0 2.78 HD053813S011009V01

05391883-0230531 1800 2016-12-15T17:01:00 1800.0 13.19 HD054602S041606V01

05402461-0152309 1800 2017-01-01T14:26:00 4500.0 101.73 GAC085S03B1

05390136-0218274 1800 2017-01-01T14:26:00 4500.0 121.31 GAC085S03B1

05393938-0217045 1800 2017-01-01T14:26:00 4500.0 180.07 GAC085S03B1

05382915-0216156 1800 2017-01-01T14:26:00 4500.0 224.63 GAC085S03B1

05380674-0230227 1800 2017-01-01T14:26:00 4500.0 119.59 GAC085S03B1

05400195-0221325 1800 2017-01-01T14:26:00 4500.0 49.09 GAC085S03B1

05391151-0231065 1800 2017-01-01T14:26:00 4500.0 136.68 GAC085S03B1

05392519-0238220 1800 2017-01-01T14:26:00 4500.0 233.1 GAC085S03B1

aThe reported SNR was estimated at the r’ Sloan band in which the effective central wavelength corresponds to 620.4 nm.
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B. ABC ANALYSIS ADDITIONAL TEST

We performed an additional test using the ABC technique to explore the robustness of the results discussed in §3.5.1.
In particular, to explore if the increase of log(χ) from bin 3 to bin 4 is an effect of low numbers in the last bin. For this

purpose, for each v sin(i) distribution shown in Figure 10, we used the corresponding median value and the median

absolute deviation to build synthetic random Gaussian distributions using 200 points. The median and MAD values

are (13.6, 3.41), (10.48, 2.17), (13.01, 4.98), and (12.89, 5.13) km s−1, for bin 1, bin 2, bin 3, and bin 4, respectively.

The artificial Gaussian distributions are shown in Figure 16.

Figure 16. Synthetic distribution of v sin(i) at each age bin.

In this ABC test, we performed 100 realizations to fill the synthetic v sin(i) histograms shown in Figure 16. The

obtained posterior distributions are shown in Figure 17. For log(χ), we also find a gradual transition from high to low

branching ratios from bin 1 to bin 3, similar to what is seen in Figure 12. In addition, the increase in values of log(χ)

from bin 3 to bin 4 also is present. For the magnetic field strength B∗, the posterior distributions are the same as the

corresponding distributions from Figure 12. Since we use more complete v sin(i) samples to be forward modeled, the

standard deviation, represented with vertical bars in each bin value of log(χ) and B∗, is smaller compared with the

results seen in Figure 12. This test confirms that the observed increase, in particular for log(χ) from bin 3 to bin 4.

is not a consequence of low numbers in the v sin(i) sample used in bin 4. The interpretation of this result, as well as

possible explanations, are discussed in §3.5.1.

Figure 17. Distributions of parameters at each age bin for the test.

C. AUTO-CONSISTENCY OF ABC RESULTS (ABC BACK-FORWARD TESTS)

To validate the findings from the Approximate Bayesian Computation (ABC) analysis (Section 3.5.1) and ensure the

self-consistency of the method, we have implemented a series of ”back-forward tests”. These tests aim to demonstrate

the ability of the posterior model parameters derived from ABC to reproduce approximately the observed v sin(i)

distributions. The following are the key steps of back-forward testing:

1. Model input: Feed the spin models in each bin age with posterior distributions of B∗ or χ, obtained from the

ABC analysis and employ identical values for other parameters as used in the ABC procedure of Section 3.5.1.
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2. Model output: Generate model-predicted v sin(i) distributions for each age bin.

3. Comparison with observations and quantifying similarity: Compare the model-generated v sin(i) distributions

with the observed data and assess the similarity between distributions using the histogram intersection algorithm.

C.1. Spin models input parameters

Based on the equation 8, we developed a script that uses a set of input parameters [M∗, B∗, χ, P
in
rot, Ṁ

in
acc] to

produce the v sin(i) value for the corresponding age, as output. The analysis, consistent with the ABC approach

(Section 3.5.1), is divided into two cases:

Case A: Magnetic field decreases with age

• Fixed parameters for each age bin: M∗ = 0.5M⊙, χ = 0.3.

• Free parameters randomly chosen from specified ranges:

P in
rot : (1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8) days

Ṁ in
acc: Values following the probability function in Figure 3

B∗: Values following the probability function in the upper panel of Figure 17.

Case B: Branching ratio decreases with age

• Fixed parameters for each age bin: M∗ = 0.5M⊙, B∗ = 2000 G.

• Free parameters randomly chosen from specified ranges:

P in
rot and Ṁ in

acc: Same as case A.

χ: Values following the probability function in the lower panel of Figure 17.

For comparison purposes, we also have considered hypothetical cases, for instance, magnetic field increases with age,

magnetic field remains constant with age, branching ratio increases with age, branching ratio remains constant with

age, and magnetic field with branching ratio simultaneously decreases with age.

Magnetic field increases with age

• Same fixed parameters to the case A:

• Free parameters randomly chosen from specified ranges:

P in
rot and Ṁ in

acc: Same as case A.

B∗: Values follow a series of Gaussian distributions with a standard deviation of 200 G and mean values

[1000, 1500, 2000, 2500] G from age bin 1 to age bin 4, respectively.

Magnetic field remains constant with age

• Same fixed parameters to the case A.

B∗: follows a Gaussian distribution with a standard deviation of 200 G and a mean value of 2500 G for all

bin ages.

• Free parameters randomly chosen from specified ranges:

P in
rot and Ṁ in

acc: Same as case A.

Branching ratio increases with age

• Same fixed parameters to the case B:

• Free parameters randomly chosen from specified ranges:

P in
rot and Ṁ in

acc: Same as case A.

χ: Values follow a series of Gaussian distributions with a standard deviation of 0.05 and mean values [0.10,

0.20, 0.30, 0.50] from age bin 1 to age bin 4, respectively.
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Branching ratio remains constant with age

• Same fixed parameters to the case B.

χ: follows a Gaussian distribution with a standard deviation of 0.05 and a mean value of 0.50 for all bin

ages.

• Free parameters randomly chosen from specified ranges:

P in
rot and Ṁ in

acc: Same as case A.

Magnetic field and branching ratio simultaneously decreases with age

• Fixed parameters for each age bin: M∗ = 0.5M⊙.

• Free parameters randomly chosen from specified ranges:

P in
rot and Ṁ in

acc: Same as case A.

B∗ and χ: Values following the probability function in the upper panel and lower panel of Figure 17,

respectively.

C.2. Comparison with observations

For each case and each bin age, we obtain a distribution of v sin(i) generated by spin-models. As an example, we

have illustrated the resulting distributions of v sin(i) generated by spin-models for the model case χ decreasing with

the age at bin 3 in comparison to its observations (Left panel of Figure 18)4. Employing the histogram intersection

algorithm (Swain & Ballard 1991), we estimate the intercepted area between the histograms, using this value as a

metric for assessing the similarity between distributions. A metric of 1 indicates identical distributions, while a metric

of 0 signifies no correlation. Likewise, in the right panel of Figure 18, we show the similarity index bin by bin for

all considered cases (Appendix C.1). The lack of similarity observed for slow rotators is primarily attributed to the

contamination of stars with masses below the mass value utilized in our models or similarly below the typical mass

for the whole sample. These slower rotators in the initial v sin(i) container correspond to stars in the age bin 1. Since

the size of the star, which is directly related to v sin(i), depends on the stellar mass for a given age and the mass value

used in the theoretical cases is systematically greater than the mass of the observed sample in bin 1, the models do not

reproduce the slower rotators in the histograms. Although smaller values of stellar mass could fill the slower rotator

container, changing the values of stellar masses would not be directly comparable to the cases addressed in Section 3.5.1.

Figure 18. Similarity index between back-forward models and observations. The left panel is a comparison between observed
and back-forward v sin(i) distributions. The back-forward distribution is the median of 100 runs, and the error bars represent
the standard deviation. The observed v sin(i) distribution come from Figure 10. All histograms are properly normalized to the
area of each distribution. The right panel shows the comparisons of all considered models.

4 For additional cases, we refer the reader to our
GitHub repository https://github.com/javiserna/
Rotational-Evolution-of-Classical-T-Tauri-Stars-Models-and-Observations-Tests-

https://github.com/javiserna/Rotational-Evolution-of-Classical-T-Tauri-Stars-Models-and-Observations-Tests-
https://github.com/javiserna/Rotational-Evolution-of-Classical-T-Tauri-Stars-Models-and-Observations-Tests-
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Finally, these tests support that the decrease of magnetic field and branching ratio with time shown in Figure 12

effectively account for v sin(i) observations of Figure 10. Validating the ABC analyses. The right panel of Figure 18,

indicates to us that distributions of v sin(i) observed and predicted by the back-forward test in case A and B, tend

to be similar above 80%. Also, demonstrates that a model with a magnetic field and branching ratio simultaneously

decreasing with age compares better with observations than a model with these constant parameters.
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arXiv e-prints, arXiv:2208.08852.

https://arxiv.org/abs/2208.08852

Ghosh, P., & Lamb, F. K. 1978, ApJL, 223, L83,

doi: 10.1086/182734

—. 1979, ApJ, 234, 296, doi: 10.1086/157498

Gonneau, A., Lyubenova, M., Lançon, A., et al. 2020,
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The Astrophysical Journal, 815, 111,

doi: 10.1088/0004-637x/815/2/111

Swain, M. J., & Ballard, D. H. 1991, International Journal

of Computer Vision, 7, 11.

https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:8167136

Thanathibodee, T., Calvet, N., Hernández, J., Maucó, K.,
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