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Jets and outflows have been shown to be a common IOR—FILDO K B\ U

phenomenon during the protostellar phase, but details about

the exact mechanism in the type of source proposed here are

not fully known. The proposed target is very well justified and

given its proximity, will provide excellent spatial resolution to

study .the strupture qf the uutflﬂw. The nbserva:’[imns arjd 7°D7|—(_-U‘-)bd)’%wﬂgmﬁﬁﬁ(strengths)
analysis described will shed light on the physics of jet

launching and accretion, leading to a better understanding of

the evolution of this type of source.

However, the proposal did not adequately explain how the 7°|:|7|'(—'U")lz0)§=12kﬂ’\]73t g P (weaknesses)

proposed observations will test whether the observed
phenomenon is a result of the particular outflow launching

mei! I |ii or other scenarios discussed in the proposal. Also, IREZONSICOVLWCEPREFEF A RUZE T,
P did not adequately explain why the requested :g—"‘l’ ++
number of molecular transitions are needed for the proposed PIbE&E AO)HI‘/‘”:F%_: U CEWTERTE A

excitation analysis, compared with the pros and cons of
instead observing fewer or different transitions.
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