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ABSTRACT

Based on the accurate color excess EGBP,GRP
of more than 4 million stars and ENUV,GBP

of more than

1 million stars from Sun et al. (2021), the distance and the extinction of the molecular clouds in the

MBM catalog at |b| > 20◦ are studied in combination with the distance measurement of Gaia/EDR3.

The distance as well as the color excess is determined for 66 molecular clouds. The color excess

ratio EGBP,GRP
/ENUV,GBP

is derived for 39 of them, which is obviously larger and implies more small

particles at smaller extinction. In addition, the scale height of the dust disk is found to be about 100

pc and becomes large at the anticenter direction due to the disk flaring.

Keywords: Distance measure(395); High latitude field(737); Interstellar dust(836); Molecular

clouds(1072); Ultraviolet extinction(1738)

1. INTRODUCTION

The study of molecular clouds, the site of star formation (Blitz & Williams 1999), is important for the information

of the initial mass function of stars and the build-up of galaxies. Molecular clouds in the Milky way are the nearest

and most accessible star forming sites. Carbon monoxide is the main tracer of molecular cloud, which is much

easier to be excited and observed than H2, and is used to detect a large number of molecular clouds in many large-

scale joint observations of the galaxy (e.g. Magnani et al. 1985; May et al. 1997; Dame et al. 2001). However, the

distance as the fundamental and key parameter for studying molecular clouds is often difficult to determine. Many

distance measurement methods, such as stellar photometric parallax and period-luminosity relation, are not suitable

for molecular clouds.

Previously a popular method is to estimate the distance of clouds by the Galactic kinematics, i.e. the distance to

which the radial velocity of the cloud corresponds at the rotation curve of the Galactic disk (e.g. Brand et al. 1994;

May et al. 1997; Nakagawa et al. 2005; Roman-Duval et al. 2009; Garćıa et al. 2014; Miville-Deschênes et al. 2017).

This technique is widely applied to estimate the distances to a large number of molecular clouds in the inner disk of

the Galaxy (e.g. Roman-Duval et al. 2009). But the well-known problems are the large uncertainty induced by the

presence of peculiar and non-circular motions, and the ambiguity that one velocity can correspond to two distances at

either side of the tangent point. Another frequently used method is to find the distance to the objects associated with

a cloud and to place the cloud at the same distance, for instance, many clouds have produced young OB associations

of stars for which distances can be estimated. This method can be applied to some specific cases.

Both of the above two methods are applicable only to the low-latitude clouds in the disk because high-latitude

clouds deviate much from the disk rotation curve and own no young massive stars. Since molecular clouds possess

not only high-density gas but also high-density dust, their extinction exceeds significantly the surrounding diffuse

interstellar medium. Thus the distance to molecular clouds can be inferred from the high extinction caused by them
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(Goodman et al. 2009; Chen et al. 2017). Early in 1923, Wolf (1923) first effectively describes the Wolf diagrams

based on star counts in obscured vs. reference fields to determine the distance to molecular clouds, and Magnani &

de Vries (1986) applied the Wolf diagrams to a small subset of MBM clouds. According to the two-dimensional (2D)

Galactic extinction maps, Dobashi (2011) identified more than 7,000 molecular clouds based on the idea that the high

extinction is caused by molecular clouds. As the extinction map is two-dimensional, no distance information can be

obtained. With the 3D extinction maps which is constructed by comparing the observed color distributions of Galactic

giant stars with those predicted by the Galactic model, Marshall et al. (2009) catalogued over 1,000 clouds together

with their distance information, the errors of their distances are about 0.5–1 kpc. Comparing the stars in front of the

clouds which have little extinction with the predictions of the Galactic model, Lada et al. (2009) and Lombardi et al.

(2011) have estimated the distances of many clouds. With the multi-band photometry by PanSTARRS-1 (Kaiser et al.

2010) and the resultant color indexes of numerous stars, Schlafly et al. (2014) derived the distances to 18 well-known

star-forming regions, and 108 molecular clouds at high Galactic latitude selected from Magnani et al. (1985) and Dame

et al. (2001) according to the breakpoint of the extinction.

The distances obtained in these studies are not measured directly but with the help of some stellar or Galactic

model and suffer relatively large uncertainty. The Gaia mission has changed this situation drastically. The Gaia/DR2

catalog (Gaia/DR2; Gaia Collaboration et al. 2018) provides the distances to more than a billion of stars, which renews

the way to determine the distance to molecular clouds by their extinction. With the Gaia/DR2 data , Zucker et al.

(2019) present a uniform catalog of accurate distances to local molecular clouds according to the breakpoint of the

extinction. Yan et al. (2019) obtain the distances of molecular clouds at high Galactic latitudes (|b| > 10◦) from the

parallax (Lindegren et al. 2018) and G-band extinction (AG) measurements of the stars at the cloud’s sightline from

Gaia/DR2. Based on the three-dimensional dust reddening map and estimates of color excesses and distances of over

32 million stars, Chen et al. (2020) identified 567 dust/molecular clouds which is within 4 kpc from the Sun at low

Galactic latitudes (|b| ≤ 10◦) with a hierarchical structure identification method and obtained their distance estimates

by a dust model fitting algorithm. Benefiting from the large number of stars for the individual molecular clouds and

the robust estimates of the stellar distances from Gaia/DR2, the errors of distances of these works are typically only

about 5 per cent.

The high-latitude molecular clouds are generally very optically thin which leads to much smaller extinction than those

in the disk, and usually very close, thus a precise measurement of extinction and distance to the stars is necessary

to estimate their distance by the extinction method. Spectroscopy can be used to determine stellar intrinsic color

index and thus extinction usually more accurate than multi-band photometry. The general inefficiency of spectroscopy

in comparison with photometry is recently compensated by the large-area multi-object spectroscopy such as the

LAMOST survey which has observed almost 10 million stars. Using the stellar parameters derived from the LAMOST

and GALAH survey, we (Sun et al. (2021, Paper I hereafter)) determined the color excess EGBP,GRP
accurate to ∼ 0.01

mag on average towards about four-million stars. In addition, the color excess ENUV,GBP is calculated for more than

one million stars accurate to ∼ 0.1 mag. Moreover, the Gaia/EDR3 is recently released with apparently more precise

measurement of stellar parallaxes and distances. The combination of the accurate color excess and distance brings

about the possibility to determine the distances to the molecular clouds at high-latitude. In addition, the dust property

in the high-latitude clouds may be inferred from the color excess ratio of EGBP,GRP
/ENUV,GBP

. Welty & Fowler (1992)

study the low-resolution UV spectra of the B3 V star HD 210121 located behind the high-latitude molecular cloud

DBB 80 and yield an extinction curve with the very steep rise in far UV. The extremely steep far-UV extinction

and the augment of the intensity at 12 µm are consistent with the presence of an enhanced population of very small

grains. We (Paper I) also find that there may be more small dust grains at high than at low galactic latitude, which

is supported by the steeper increase of extinction towards the FUV band.

This paper is part of an ongoing project to study the extinction and dust as well as the 3D distribution of molecular

clouds at high latitude based on the spectroscopic and astrometric measurements of stars. This work focuses on the

MBM high-latitude molecular clouds.

2. SAMPLE AND DATA

Blitz et al. (1984) started a project to conduct a systematic search of high-latitude molecular clouds (MCs) by the

CO line observation of potentially obscured regions identified from the POSS prints, which is followed and completed
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by Magnani et al. (1985) (MBM)1. This project resulted in 124 detections of MCs with |b| > 20◦. We adopt the center

positions of the MCs from MBM, and the size as well if given. For the 88 MCs whose size is unavailable by MBM,

a radius of 90′ is taken as default, which is approximate to the average size of the high-latitude MCs (Dutra & Bica

2002).

The tracers for the extinction and distance of the high-latitude clouds are chosen from Paper I. Using the blue-

edge method (c.f. Jian et al. (2017) and Sun et al. (2018)), Paper I calculated the color excess with respect to the

Gaia/GBP,GRP and GALEX /NUV bands, i.e. EGBP,GRP and ENUV,GBP of more than 4 million and 1 million dwarfs

respectively, which are mostly located at high-latitude. These color excesses are determined from the intrinsic and

observed color indexes, in which the intrinsic color index is determined from the stellar parameters Teff , log g and

metal abundance Z from the LAMOST/DR7 and GALAH/DR3 spectroscopic surveys. The average error of EGBP,GRP

and ENUV,GBP
is ∼ 0.01 mag and 0.1 mag respectively. Besides, the distances of those sources are obtained by the

corresponding parallax in Gaia/EDR3 (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2020).

The cross-match between the MBM molecular clouds and the stars in Paper I finds that there are 75 molecular

clouds to whose sightline EGBP,GRP of 13,773 stars is available, and 47 molecular clouds of them to whose sightline

ENUV,GBP
of 3,614 stars is available as well. The distribution of all the EGBP,GRP

in Paper I and MBM molecular

clouds are displayed in Figure 1, where red and green ellipses represent the MCs within and outside the extinction

map respectively.

3. METHOD

3.1. Selection of the reference and cloud region

3.1.1. The Planck 857GHz map

The extinction of the cloud is the difference of the post-cloud from the pre-cloud extinction. Then it is necessary

to delineate the region of the cloud and the background for reference in order to determine the extinction caused by

the MC. The area given by MBM makes a very good initial value for the region of the cloud, but no reference region

is available. Though the region in front of the cloud can be taken for the reference as Zhao et al. (2020) and Zhao

et al. (2018) have done, the high-latitude MCs are usually close and the small-range foreground stars can hardly reflect

the global trend of the extinction variation along the sightline with no cloud. Thus an independent region other than

the cloud region is selected as the reference. Moreover, the cloud normally has irregular shape that an ellipse cannot

describe the true boundary of the cloud. We determine a precise border of the cloud according to the infrared emission

image instead of the molecular emission because infrared emission comes directly from dust and is proportional to

extinction.

The Planck 857 GHz image (Planck Collaboration et al. 2020), closely correlated with the dust emission, is used to

mark the reference and molecular cloud region. The Planck 857 GHz survey has a similar spatial resolution (5′) as

the IRAS 100 µm image (Schlegel et al. 1998; Miville-Deschênes & Lagache 2005), while its sensitivity is much higher.

In comparison with the CO survey (Dame et al. 2001), the Planck 857 GHz survey is more complete at high Galactic

latitude.

In order to see the relation between the 875 GHz (350 µm) cumulative dust emission from Planck Collaboration et al.

(2020) and the color excess, the sources from Paper I are selected only when they have latitude |b| > 20◦ and Galactic

plane distance |h| > 200 pc so that their extinction can be considered as cumulative along the specific sightlines. The

comparison of the extinction with the dust emission, as shown in Figure 2, finds a very tight linear relationship between

them. The quantitative relation is yielded in the same way as in Paper I by iteratively clipping stars beyond 3σ of the

median, which results in EGBP,GRP
/I857GHz (102MJysr−1) = 3.95, and ENUV,GBP

/I857GHz (102MJysr−1) = 12.32.

3.1.2. Selection of the reference and cloud region

The denser MCs are supposed to have higher infrared intensity than the reference region so that the areas can be

determined according to the Planck/875 GHz intensity. At first, both the reference and cloud region is searched in

a square area with a side length of 4 times the cloud’s equivalent angular diameter (
√
θmajor × θminor) centering at

the cloud position. However, I857GHz does not decrease significantly within this area in many cases. So the region

is expanded to m times of the cloud’s angular diameter until an appropriate region can be found for reference. The

1 http://simbad.u-strasbg.fr/simbad/sim-ref?querymethod=bib&simbo=on&submit=submit+bibcode&bibcode=1985ApJ...295..402M

http://simbad.u-strasbg.fr/simbad/sim-ref?querymethod=bib&simbo=on&submit=submit+bibcode&bibcode=1985ApJ...295..402M
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technical route of selecting the areas is illustrated by taking three typical cases (MBM5, MBM109 and MBM40) as

examples in Figure 3.

The distribution of the small peak is fitted by a Gaussian function to determine the median (µ) and the standard

deviation (σ) of I857GHz for the reference region; then the region with I857GHz in the range of µ− σ to µ is selected as

the reference region, denoted by the black dashed line and gray histogram in the upper and lower panel respectively

of Figure 3, and the region with I857GHz above µ+3σ (the red dashed line and histogram in the upper and lower panel

respectively of Figure 3) and inside the MBM-assigned MC area (marked by the black solid-line ellipse) is selected as

the cloud region.

The MBM5 is a relatively isolated object for which the reference region can be found in an area as four times big

as the cloud area. But MBM 109 is located within a large high-I857GHz area towards the sightline of the Tau-Per-Aur

complex cloud so that the reference area has to be found in a far area, specifically, the area is expanded to 16 times

the cloud’s angular diameter. MBM40 is taken as an example because it will be shown later that its distance is only

63 pc, which might put it inside the Local Bubble or right at the boundary of the Local Bubble. It can be seen that

the values of µ and σ depend on the property and location of MC. In this way, the reference and cloud area is defined

for each cloud in an area specified by the m value listed in Table 1.

3.2. The Extinction-jump Model

Under the assumption that interstellar extinction increases smoothly with distance in the absence of any molecular

clouds, the extinction will make an upward jump at the distance of the cloud with the presence of a molecular cloud. In

order to obtain accurate distance and extinction of molecular clouds, we take the extinction-jump model in Zhao et al.

(2020), which is insensitive to the outliers. This model was designed originally by Zhao et al. (2018) and improved

by Zhao et al. (2020) and used to determine the distance and the extinction of Galactic supernova remnants (SNRs).

Similar model is used by Chen et al. (2017) and Yu et al. (2019) for other supernova remnants as well as molecular

clouds. The MCs cause the same effect as SNRs on the extinction and thus the extinction-jump model is applicable.

In details, the total extinction in terms of color excess E(d) towards the sightline of the molecular cloud is composed

of two parts: the color excess of the cloud EMC(d) which dominates the total extinction and the color excess of the

diffuse interstellar medium EDISM(d) as follows:

E(d) = EDISM(d) + EMC(d). (1)

Moreover, EMC(d) is described by an erf function,

EMC(d) = ∆EMC × [1 + erf(
d− dc√

2δd
)] (2)

where ∆EMC is the amplitude of the color excess jump, i.e. ∆EMC
GBP,GRP

or ∆EMC
NUV,GBP

caused by the cloud, dc is

the distance to the center and δd is the radius of the cloud calculated from dc × θc with θc being the cloud’s angular

diameter.

However, unlike Chen et al. (2017), Yu et al. (2019) and Zhao et al. (2020) which use a two-order polynomial function

or root function, we use an exponential law to fit the color excess caused by the diffuse interstellar dust,

EDISM(d) = E0 × (1− e
−d
h′ ) (3)

The function is modified to be in line with the high-latitude location of the MCs to which sightline the material

(including the interstellar dust) density falls exponentially with the vertical distance from the Galactic plane. Under

this form, the parameter E0 reflects the cumulative color excess, and h′× sin(b) with b being the latitude of the cloud

is the scale height (h) of the dust disk in the sightline.

3.3. The model fitting

The model fitting is performed by the Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) procedure (Foreman-Mackey et al.

2013). In order to set the initial parameters highly reasonable, a Markov chain is first run with 100 walkers and 250

steps. Then, the final chain uses the initial parameters with 100 walkers and 2000 steps and we choose the last 1750

steps from each wallker to sample the final posterior. The best estimates are the median values (50th percentile) of

the posterior distribution and the uncertainties are derived from the 16th and 84th percentile values.



5

The variation of stellar extinction with distance is fitted separately for the reference region and the cloud region.

Because the sample becomes more and more incomplete with distance, only the objects closer than 2000 pc with

relative distance uncertainty < 30% are taken into account. The fitting steps are in the following order: (1) Fitting

the optical extinction - distance measurements, i.e the EGBP,GRP vs. d points of the reference region by Eq. 3 to

obtain the parameters E0
GBP,GRP

and h′GBP,GRP
to describe the change of EGBP,GRP

with d in the reference region;

(2) Fitting the optical extinction - distance measurements of the cloud region by Eq. 1 and 2 after substituting the

above values of E0
GBP,GRP

and h′GBP,GRP
into Eq. 1, which yield the distance dc and the optical jump ∆EMC

GBP,GRP
of

the molecular cloud; (3) The same as Step (1) but replacing EGBP,GRP
by ENUV,GBP

of the reference region sources

to obtain E0
NUV,GBP

and h′NUV,GBP
; and (4) Similar to Step (2), but replacing the optical parameters by ultraviolet

values, i.e. EGBP,GRP by ENUV,GBP and E0
GBP,GRP

and h′GBP,GRP
by E0

NUV,GBP
and h′NUV,GBP

. In addition, the value

of dc resultant from optical color excess is adopted other than fitted because the number of the measurements in the

UV band is only about a quarter in the visual, thus only the jump ∆EMC
NUV,GBP

is derived in this step.

The model fitting for MBM5, MBM40 and MBM109 with the reference and cloud sources are displayed as the

example in Figure 4 and Figure 5 for ∆EMC
GBP,GRP

and ∆EMC
NUV,GBP

respectively, where the green dots denote the

sources in the reference region used to determine the variation of extinction with distance in the diffuse medium, and

the red dots denote the sources in the cloud region used to determine the distance and extinction of the cloud. The

key parameters with the uncertainty derived from modelling are shown at the upper left corner of the figures (An

extended version of Figure 4 is available online for all the sample clouds).

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

4.1. The distance

The distance is derived for 66 among the 75 MBM clouds towards which sightline more than three stars are present

with the optical color-excess measurement and lying behind the molecular cloud. The derived parameters are tabulated

in Table 1. The distribution of the distances and their uncertainties are shown in Figure 6 where the symbols

obey the convention in Figure 4. A simple visual inspection would conclude that the fitting agrees very well with

the measurements in most cases. Meanwhile the distances to G37.57-35.06 (MBM11), G157.98+44.67 (MBM40),

G341.61+21.40 (MBM119), G343.28+22.12 (MBM123) and G359.48-20.47 (MBM152) seem to be under-estimated

because there are few sources at the very close distance. As mentioned earlier, MBM40 is the nearest with a distance

of only 63 ± 51 pc, which put is inside the Local Bubble or right at the boundary of the Local Bubble if being true.

Though the uncertainty is large, the best value is consistent with Schlafly et al. (2014). On the other hand, this value

is smaller than 93 pc yielded by Zucker et al. (2019). Indeed, Figure 4 and 5 indicate that the first stars that show

a marked increase in color excess have a distance of about 125 pc, apparently much larger, however, still within the

range of the uncertainty. These cases indicate that a precise distance by our method needs a continuous distribution

in distance of the tracers in particular around the jump point. For MBM 40, more objects in front of the cloud should

be measured to confirm its close distance.

Figure 7 shows the distance d and the vertical distance to the Galactic plane |z| versus the Galactic latitude |b|.
There is no systematic trend of d with |b| expected from that these clouds are local, while |z| increases with the Galactic

latitude |b|.
The distances to nine of the 66 molecular clouds were measured by Yan et al. (2019), and 64 of them by Schlafly

et al. (2014) and Zucker et al. (2019), which is compared with ours in Figure 8. It can be seen that the distances

are more or less identical between the works at d < 200pc. When d > 200pc, this work yields systematically larger

distance than the others by different extent in that the difference with Schlafly et al. (2014) is the largest and with the

other two works are mostly within the uncertainties. Comparing with these works, this work differs in a few aspects:

(1) the intrinsic color indexes are derived from spectroscopy other than photometry, (2) the stellar distance comes from

the Gaia/EDR3 catalog instead of the DR2 catalog, (3) The model considers the thickness of the molecular cloud,

and (4) the rise of the color excess of the foreground sources with distance is considered separately which prevents the

premature occurrence of jumps in some molecular clouds. The first two factors improve the accuracy but should have

no systematic influence on the distance.

4.2. The extinction

4.2.1. The cloud
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The extinction is determined for 66 MCs expressed by the optical color excess ∆EMC
GBP,GRP

and for 39 MCs by the

UV-optical color excess ∆EMC
NUV,GBP

. Their distribution along the latitude is shown in Figure 9 that the increase at low

latitudes is visible as expected from their smaller vertical distance to the Galactic plane evidenced in the lower panel

of Figure 7. Meanwhile, it should be noted that the extinction appears large around |b| ∼ 35◦ − 40◦. The majority

of ∆EMC
GBP,GRP

is not bigger than 0.3 mag, i.e EMC
GBP,GRP

∼ 1 mag, and some clouds cause a large extinction but still

smaller than EMC
GBP,GRP

∼ 3mag. Therefore, most of the clouds may be classified as translucent, and some of them as

diffuse molecular clouds.

It should be noted that there are some stars with large color excess which is not reflected in the fitting parameters.

The cross-identification with the Lynds dark clouds (Lynds 1962) finds that 24 MBM clouds contain 20 Lynds dark

clouds, which are listed in Table 2. Some MBM clouds cover multiple Lynds clouds while some Lynds clouds repetitively

appear in various MBM clouds. Such confusion implies that the boundary of a cloud needs to be re-defined, and will

be considered in our next work. Figure 10 shows the maximum stellar EGBP,GRP
, i.e. Emax

GBP,GRP
behind each MBM

cloud identifiable in the Lynds dark clouds catalog in comparison with all the other clouds, where the blue asterisks

denote the MBM molecular cloud containing some Lynds dark cloud(s). It can be seen that the majority of these

clouds have Emax
GBP,GRP

> 1.0, i.e. AV > 2.0mag. Since dark clouds are normally defined to have AV > 5 mag, this

is not consistent with the expectation for a dark cloud. It is likely that an interstellar cloud might have an average

extinction of 2 mag with small patches having extinctions of 5 mag or more and so, on the basis of these small patches,

the cloud is defined as a dark cloud while its average extinction is more like that of a translucent cloud. Meanwhile, a

few clouds have AV ∼ 1.0 − 2.0mag, smaller than the extinction that a dark cloud should have. One possible reason

is that the stars that suffer serious extinction may become too faint to be observable by the LAMOST or GALAH

spectroscopy survey. This also manifests that the method of this work derives the median rather than the highest

extinction of cloud, so that it is more appropriate for relatively large clouds than smaller dense clouds. Additionally,

several MBM clouds have no associated Lynds dark clouds but with Emax
GBP,GRP

> 1.0, still an acceptable extinction

(AV < 3.0 mag) for a translucent cloud though we cannot exclude the possibility of the presence of some dark nebula.

4.2.2. The reference region

The reference region is selected from the low-intensity noise-like emission at Planck/857GHz, representative of the

diffuse interstellar medium. Our model of the reference extinction by Eq. 3 assumes an exponential disk with the

vertical height. The parameter E0 in Eq. 3 is the cumulative extinction and h′ sin(b) is the scale height of the

extinction/dust disk towards the specific high-latitude sightline.

The relationship between the parameters from fitting E0
GBP,GRP

and E0
NUV,GBP

for the reference regions is shown in

Figure 11. As shown in Figure 11 (a), there is a good linear relationship between E0
GBP,GRP

and E0
NUV,GBP

. The slope

of the fitting line is 3.27, which reflects the ratio of the accumulated color excess of the diffuse interstellar medium in

the UV and optical band. This ratio is very close to the all-sky color excess ratio of 3.25 by Paper I.

After multiplying h′GBP,GRP
and h′NUV,GBP

by sin(b), the dust disk scale hight hGBP,GRP
and hNUV,GBP

in the sightline

is obtained. Figure 11 (b) presents the relation between hGBP,GRP
and hNUV,GBP

, which are basically distributed near

the equal line while some points deviate. Because the parameter h′ is very sensitive to the data size, hGBP,GRP should

be more reliable due to its much smaller error and more data points in the Gaia/EDR3 catalog. The change of

E0
GBP,GRP

and |hGBP,GRP
| with Galactic longitude is displayed in Figure 11 (c) and Figure 11 (d). The scale height

varies from about 50 pc to 250 pc, with an obvious increase towards the anticenter direction consistent with a flaring

dust disk. This median thickness of about 100 pc indicates that the dust disk agrees with the thin gaseous disk of the

Milky Way whose scale height ranges around 100-300 pc (e.g. Ferguson et al. 2017; Ma et al. 2017).

The resultant E0
GBP,GRP

is compared with Schlegel et al. (1998, SFD98) for the reference region since E0
GBP,GRP

is

supposed to be the cumulative extinction along the sightline. The value of ESFD
B,V is firstly converted to ESFD

GBP,GRP
for

comparison (Niu et al. 2021). Figure 12 shows the linear fitting between E0
GBP,GRP

and the median value of ESFD
GBP,GRP

in each studied reference area. The slope is 0.95 and the intercept is -0.005, which means our result is very consistent

with SFD98.

4.3. Dust property of high-latitude molecular clouds

Because the extinction of a molecular cloud changes across the cloud, the overall average color excess of the

cloud, i.e. ∆EMC
GBP,GRP

and ∆EMC
NUV,GBP

should be an extinction indicator of the overall cloud. However, the ra-

tio ∆EMC
NUV,GBP

/∆EMC
GBP,GRP

of the cloud has great uncertainty perhaps due to very large dispersion in the extinction.
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Instead, the sources behind the cloud are all taken into use to determine the color excess ratio ENUV,GBP
/EGBP,GRP

and then the dust property of a molecular cloud. By subtracting the color excess of the diffuse interstellar medium

at equal distances from the color excess of these sources, the corresponding color excess of the molecular cloud in the

sightline is obtained. Requiring the number of selected sources N≥3, the color excess ratios of 39 molecular clouds are

calculated by linear fitting through iterative 3σ clipping (Paper I). The results of MBM5, MBM40 and MBM109 are

displayed in Figure 13, where ENUV,GBP
and EGBP,GRP

have a good linear relationship.

The change of color excess ratios (ENUV,GBP/EGBP,GRP) with ∆EMC
GBP,GRP

of these molecular clouds are shown in

the lower panel of Figure 14. Obviously, the color excess ratio of the molecular clouds (red asterisks) increases at

∆EMC
GBP,GRP

< 0.3. As Paper I pointed out, there exists systematic variation in both Teff and EGBP,GRP
with the

Galactic location for the tracing stars which can shift the effective wavelength of the filters and then the color excess

ratio ENUV,GBP
/EGBP,GRP

in a complicated way (see Figure 10 of Paper I). In brief, ENUV,GBP
/EGBP,GRP

generally

decreases with EGBP,GRP
when Teff > 6500 K, while increases with EGBP,GRP

when Teff < 6500 K. On average, this

color excess ratio is bigger for higher Teff . The upper panel of Figure 14 confirms that Teff changes with ∆EMC
GBP,GRP

. In

order to see the change of dust property, the effects by Teff and ∆EMC
GBP,GRP

on the color excess ratio should be stripped

off in advance. For this purpose, the color excess ratio of each is calculated assuming that only Teff and ∆EMC
GBP,GRP

play a role, i.e. convolving the stellar emergent spectrum with the response curve of the filter and the F99 extinction

curve at RV = 3.1 (Fitzpatrick 1999) to get the color excess ratio at corresponding effective wavelength. The derived

color excess ratio is represented by blue asterisks in Figure 14, which agrees with the expectation from Paper I that the

lower Teff around 6000 K in combination with smaller ∆EMC
GBP,GRP

should lead to smaller ENUV,GBP
/EGBP,GRP

. The

observed trend that the color excess ratio of the molecular clouds increases at smaller EGBP,GRP
is thus on the opposite

direction. It seems this trend can only be explained by the change of dust property at small extinction. In principle,

the color excess ratio is sensitive to the composition and size distribution of the dust particles (Draine 2011). Larson

& Whittet (2005) conclude that many high-latitude clouds have enhanced abundances of relatively small grains based

on the near-infrared extinction curves. The enhanced proportion of small grains can also explain the observed ratio

variation of the near-ultraviolet-to-visual extinction here. Indeed, this trend is already found in the whole high-latitude

sky in Paper I and now confirmed by this work.

5. SUMMARY

This work uses the color excesses of more than four million stars in visual and one million stars in ultraviolet to

explore the high-latitude molecular clouds cataloged by Magnani et al. (1985). The cloud and reference region are

selected from the Planck/875GHz image in order to clarify the extinction caused by the cloud. The distances to 66

clouds are determined by the extinction jump along the sightline caused by the cloud denser than the diffuse area.

The major results of this paper are as follows:

1. The cumulative color excess E0
GBP,GRP

of the diffuse ISM and scale hight hvisible of dust disk is derived for 66

areas, while the cumulative color excess E0
NUV,GBP

of the diffuse ISM is obtained for 39 areas. The calculated

scale height is around 50-250 pc that agrees with the thin gaseous disk of the Milky.

2. The distances and color excess ∆EMC
GBP,GRP

is determined for 66 molecular clouds, and the extinction jump

∆EMC
NUV,GBP

is determined for 39 molecular clouds. The distances of this work are slightly larger than the results

of Schlafly et al. (2014) and closer to that of Zucker et al. (2019).

3. The color excess ratio EGBP,GRP
/ENUV,GBP

of 39 molecular clouds is calculated and found to be obviously larger

at lower extinction, which can not be interpreted by the shift of effective wavelength because of the variation in

Teff and EGBP,GRP
. This indicates that the molecular clouds with lower extinction has more small dust particles.
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Table 2. MBM molecular clouds associated with Lynds dark cloud

MBMa LDNa AreaMBMb AreaLDNb Emax
MBM

c Emax
LDN

c

deg2 deg2 mag mag

MBM12 LDN1453 1.767 0.066 1.84 1.528

MBM12 LDN1454 1.767 0.86 1.84 1.84

MBM12 LDN1457 1.767 0.262 1.84 1.786

MBM12 LDN1458 1.767 0.056 1.84 1.113

MBM18 LDN1569 2.836 0.631 1.009 0.855

MBM36 LDN134 1.767 0.22 1.183 1.109

MBM37 LDN169 1.227 0.86 1.612 1.612

MBM37 LDN183 1.227 0.24 1.612 1.612

MBM101 LDN1452 1.767 1.66 1.945 1.945

MBM101 LDN1448 1.767 0.053 1.945 1.296

MBM101 LDN1451 1.767 0.14 1.945 1.569

MBM102 LDN1448 1.767 0.053 1.945 1.296

MBM102 LDN1451 1.767 0.14 1.945 1.569

MBM102 LDN1452 1.767 1.66 1.945 1.945

MBM103 LDN1451 1.767 0.14 1.885 1.569

MBM103 LDN1448 1.767 0.053 1.885 1.296

MBM103 LDN1452 1.767 1.66 1.885 1.945

MBM104 LDN1452 1.767 1.66 2.387 1.945

MBM107 LDN1543 1.767 0.09 1.732 1.732

MBM107 LDN1546 1.767 0.37 1.732 1.842

MBM108 LDN1543 1.767 0.09 2.018 1.732

MBM108 LDN1546 1.767 0.37 2.018 1.842

MBM109 LDN1546 1.767 0.37 2.018 1.842

MBM110 LDN1634 1.767 0.492 0.773 0.466

MBM111 LDN1640 1.767 0.018 1.379 0.005

MBM125 LDN1721 1.767 0.287 0.769 0.424

MBM126 LDN1719 1.767 0.61 1.218 1.218

MBM127 LDN1719 1.767 0.61 1.218 1.218

MBM128 LDN1719 1.767 0.61 1.218 1.218

MBM129 LDN1719 1.767 0.61 1.218 1.218

MBM130 LDN1752 1.767 1.78 0.979 1.421

MBM131 LDN1781 1.767 1.19 0.778 0.778

MBM133 LDN1781 1.767 1.19 0.778 0.778

MBM134 LDN1781 1.767 1.19 0.559 0.778

MBM145 LDN234 1.767 1.41 0.648 0.802

MBM148 LND234 1.767 1.41 0.802 0.802

aThe molecular cloud’s series number (Col. 1 and 2) from Magnani
et al. (1985) (MBM) and Lynds (1962) (LDN) .

bThe cloud area (Col. 3 and 4) from MBM and LDN.

cThe maximum color excess EGBP,GRP in cloud region (Col. 5 and 6)
from MBM and LDN.
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Figure 1. Distribution of the MBM molecular clouds (ellipses) in the extinction map (blue background) expressed by EGBP,GRP

from Paper I, where red and green represents the molecular clouds within and outside the extinction map respectively.
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Figure 2. Linear fitting of the color excess EGBP,GRP to the Planck/857GHz intensity I857GHz (102MJy sr−1) (top) and
ENUV,GBP to I857GHz (102MJy sr−1) (bottom). The gray-scale decodes the source density, the red and magenta crosses denote
the median values of each bin with small and large deviations from the linear fitting line (see 3.1.1 for details). The inset shows
the distribution of the residuals with its median and standard deviation.
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Figure 3. The studied area (top) and histogram (bottom) of I857GHz (MJy sr−1) in MBM5 (left), MBM40 (middle) and
MBM109 (right). In the studied area, the gray filled region bordered by black dashed line is the background region, and the
green-yellow-red region bordered by red dashed line region inside the MBM cloud region (black solid line) is the cloud region.
In the histogram, the black dashed curve is the local gaussian fit, where the blue bars represent the noise (left) and transition
(right) region, the gray bars represent the background region sources and the red bars represent the cloud region sources.
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Figure 4. The fitting to the color excess, EGBP,GRP , variation with distance of the stars in the reference (green dots) and the
cloud (red dots) region for the three typical clouds — MBM5, MBM40 and MBM109, EGBP,GRP by the extinction−distance
model (Eqs.1, 2 and 3). The parameters derived are shown in the upper left corner, where ‘d’ is the distance, ‘∆E’ is the color
excess jump (∆EMC

GBP,GRP
), E0 and h′ are the foreground parameters of the molecular cloud (E0

GBP,GRP
and h′GBP,GRP

). (An
extended version of this figure for all the studied clouds is available on line.)
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Figure 5. The same as Figure 4, but for ENUV,GBP .
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Figure 6. The distribution of the distances (d) and their uncertainties (σd) .
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Figure 7. The distance d (upper panel) and the Galactic disk distance |z| (lower panel) versus the Galactic latitude |b|.
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Figure 8. The comparison of the distances of molecular clouds with those obtained by Schlafly et al. (2014), Yan et al. (2019)
and Zucker et al. (2019). The inset is the distribution of the difference with their results.
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Figure 9. The change of ∆EMC
GBP,GRP

and ∆EMC
NUV,GBP

with the Galactic latitude |b|.
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Figure 10. The change of maximum extinction Emax
GBP,GRP

in the sightline of molecular clouds with the Galactic latitude |b|.
The blue and red asterisks are the result of MBM clouds with or without Lynds dark cloud.
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Figure 11. The relationship of E0
NUV,GBP

and E0
GBP,GRP

(top, left) and hNUV,GBP and hGBP,GRP (top, right) as well as the
distribution of E0

GBP,GRP
(bottom, left) and |hGBP,GRP |(bottom, right). Red asterisks are the parameters of foreground and

black line is the fitting line of E0
NUV,GBP

and E0
GBP,GRP

(top, left) and hNUV,GBP=hGBP,GRP line (top, right).
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Figure 12. Comparison between E0
GBP,GRP

and ESFD
GBP,GRP

in the background region.
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Figure 13. Linear fitting of the color excess ENUV,GBP to EGBP,GRP in MBM5, MBM40 and MBM109. Red and magenta dots
are sources in and out of the 95% confidence interval, black line is the fitting curve, and the purple shadow is the 95% confidence
interval.
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Figure 14. The change of Teff (upper panel) and color excess ratios ENUV,GBP/EGBP,GRP (lower panel) with ∆EMC
GBP,GRP

.
Red asterisks are the results of the studied molecular clouds, while the blue asterisks are the simulation results considering the
effective wavelength shift because of Teff and ∆EMC

GBP,GRP
(see Paper I for details).
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