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ABSTRACT

Farinfrared continuum data from the COBE /D IRBE instrum ent were com —
bined with Nagoya 4m °CO J = 1 ! 0 spectral line data to infer the
multiparsecscale physical conditions in the O ronA and B m olecular clouds,
using 140 m /240 m dust color tem peratures and the 240 m /**CO J= 11! 0
Intensity ratios. In theory, the ratio of &r-IR , subm illim eter, or m illin eter con—
tihuum to that ofa °C0O (orC*®0 ) rotational line can place reliable upper lin its
on the tem perature of the dust and m olecular gas on m ultiparsec scales; on
such scales, both the lne and continuum em ission are optically thin, resulting
in a continuum -to-line ratio that su ers no loss of tem perature sensitivity in the
high-tem perature lim i as occurs for ratios of CO rotational lines or ratios of
continuum em ission In di erent wavelength bands.

Two-com ponent models t the Orion data best, where one has a xed-
team perature and the other has a spatially varying tem perature. The fom er
represents gas and dust towards the surface of the clouds that are heated pri-
m arily by a very largescak (ie. 1kpc) interstellar radiation eld. The latter
represents gas and dust at greater depths Into the clouds and are shielded from
this interstellar radiation eld and heated by local stars. The hnferred phys—
ical conditions are consistent w ith those determ ined from previously cbserved
mapsof?CO J= 1! Oand Jd= 2! 1 that cover the entire O rionA and B
m olecular clouds. The m odels require that the dust-gas tem perature di erence
is 0 2K .Ifthis surprising result applies to much ofthe G alactic ISM , except In


http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0601549v4

{21

unusual regions such as the G alactic Center, then there are a num ber in plica-
tions. These include dustgas them al coupling that is comm only factors of 5 to
10 stronger than previously believed, G alacticscale m olecular gas tem peratures
closer to 20K than to 10K, an in proved explanation forthe N H,)/ICO ) con-
version factor (a fiill discussion of this is deferred to a later paper), and ruling
out at least one dust grain alignm ent m echanisn . The sin plest Interpretation
of the m odels suggests that about 40{50% of the O ron clouds are in the fom

of cold (ie. 3-10K) dust and gas, although altemative explanations are not
ruled out. These altematives include the contribution to the 240 m continuum

by dust associated w ith atom ic hydrogen and reduced *CO abundance tow ards
the clouds’ edges. Even considering these altematives, it is still likely that cold
m aterdalw ith tem peratures of 7-10K still exists. Ifthis cold gas and dust are
comm on in the G alaxy, then m ass estin ates ofthe G alactic ISM m ust be revissd
upw ards by up to 60% .

T he feasbility of subm illin eter or m illin eter continuum to 3CO lne ratios
constraining estin ates of dust and m olecular gas tem peratures was tested. The
model ts allowed the simulation of the necessary m illin etercontinuum and
%co J= 1! Omapsused in the test. In certain \hot spots" | that have
continuum -to-line ratios above som e threshold value | the m illin eter contin—
uum to *CO ratio can estin ate the dust tem perature to within a factor of 2
over Jarge ranges of physical conditions. N evertheless, supplm ental cbservations
ofthe °CO J= 2 ! 1 line or of shorter wavelength continuum are advisable
In placing lower 1im its on the estin ated tem perature. Even w ithout such sup-—
plem ental cbservations, this test show s that the continuum -to-line ratio places
reliable upper lin its on the tem perature.

Sub$ct headings: ISM :m olecules and dust | O rion

1. Introduction

W hile Interesting In them selves, m olecular clouds provide insights into star form a—
tion. Since stars orm In and from molecular cluds, know ing the physical conditions
w ithin these clouds is essential for a com plete understanding of star form ation. A s men-
tioned in Paper I W alll2007), the wam ({ie. > 50{100K ) m olecular gas associated w ith
star fom ation is often identi ed and diagnosed from observations of di erent rotational
lines of CO (eg. W _ilson et al.l2001; P lum e et all.l2000; Howe et all.l1993;|G rafet all.[1993,
1990; Boreiko and Betz [1989; [Fixsen et all 11999; |[H arris et all 11985; H arrison et all 11999;
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W allet alll1991;IG usten et alll1993;W ild et alll1992;H arris et alll1991). M olculargas, and
the nterstellarm edium In general, can also be observed In them illin eter, subm illin eter, and
farIR continuum , which trace the am ission of the dust grains associated w ith interstellar
gas. Continuum surveys can probe the structure and excitation ofthe ISM (see, forexam ple,
D upac et all.l2000;W allet alll1996;Bally et alll1991;|Zhang et al.l1989;W emer et alll1976;
Heiles et alll2000;Reach et all1998;Boulanger et all199§;Lagache et all1998;/G oldan ith et all
1997;lSodroski et alll1994;B oulanger et alll1990;I1Sellgren et alli1990;Scoville & G 00011989;
Sodroskiet alll1989; [Leisaw itz & Hauser|1988). E stin ating physical param eters like tem —
perature, and som etin es density, requires using the ratios of intensities of spectral lines or
of the continuum at di erent wavelengths. G iven that each of these ratios is dependent on
the ratio of two P lanck functions at two di erent wavelengths, they often lose tem perature
sensitivity at higher tem peratures. W hike there are m ethods of addressing this shortcom ing,
having two tracers of m olecular gas w ith di erent dependences on the tem perature would
com plam ent otherm ethods of tracing wamm dust orm olecular gas. This is especially true if
the tracers are optically thin, because low opacity am ission ism ore sensitive to the physical
param eters of the buk ofthe gas, rather than in just the surface layers.

O ne such pairoftracers isa rotationalline ofan isotopologue ofCO , such asthat of*C0O
or C'®0, and the subm illin eter continuum . Both of these tracers are optically thin on the
scales of m any parsecs, which are the scales of interest for the current work. [Schloerb et all
(1987) and |Swartz et all (1989) showed that the intensity ratio of an optically thin isotopic
CO Iine am ission to subm illin eter continuum em ission can estin ate the tem perature of gas
and dust in m olecular clouds. T helSchloerb et al. (1987) expression forthis ratio goes roughly
like T? in the high-tem perature lin . A ccordingly, the I (submm )=IC¥®0 J= 1! 0)
and I (submm )=I(3CO J= 1! 0) ratios are actually m ore sensitive to tem perature as
that tem perature increases. This is In stark contrast to ratios of rotational Ines of a given
isotopologue of CO and to ratios of continuum intensities at di erent frequencies, which
Jse sensitivity to tem perature in the high-tem perature lin it. The I (submm )=I*3C0 ) ratio
can then serve as the needed diagnostic of high gas/dust tem peratures, provided that the
shortcom ings and com plications ofthese tracers can be overcom e orat leastm itigated. These
com plications include variations in the **C O -to-dust m ass ratio, non-m olecular phases of the
ISM along the line of sight, varations of gas density, variations in dust grain properties,
appreciable optical depth variations in the *>*CO line used, and others (see the Introduction
ofP aper I form ore details). Such com plications are often reduced in the case of observations
on muliparsc scals, because spatial gradients on such scals are generally an aller than
the extram es that occur on very am all scales. Consequently, testing the reliability of the
I (submm )=I(3CO ) ratio ashigh-tem perature diagnostic isbest carried out w ith cbservations
of a m olecular cloud, or of clouds, on m ultiparsec scales.
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The Oron A and B m olecular clouds were chosen as the clouds for testing the

I (submm )=I(3C0O) matio’s diagnostic ability. They have been m apped in the °CO J =

1! 0 Ilne (s, eg.,Nagaham a et all|199§) and in the arIR by IRAS [Bally et all|1991)

and COBE/DIRBE MW allet alll1996, W 96 hereafter). Avoiding the com plication of the
em ission of stochastically heated dust grains requires farIR cbservations at wavelengths
Ionger than 100 m (eg.Desert et alll1990, W 96). A ccordingly, the arIR observations of
COBE/D IRBE were used Instead of IRA'S because the form er has two bands | =140 m

and 240 m | Iongward of 100 m , whereas the latter does not. The Orion A and B

clouds were chosen for this study because they have the advantages that they are bright in
13co J= 1! 0and at ariR wavelengths, are out of the G alactic plane to avoid confiision
w ith foreground and badckground em ission, are several degrees In size so as to accom m odate
many D IRBE beam s, and have the best range of dust tem peratures at theD IRBE resolution
of 077 (see the Introduction of Paper I and ICOBE /D IRBE E xplanatory Supplem enti |1998,
form ore details). T herefore, the I 240 m )=I(°CO) matio, hereafter called r,,, , was plotted
against the 140 m /240 m dust colortem perature, or T 4, to test the 1, ’s ability to recover
m olecular cloud physical conditions. P hysicalm odelswere applied to these data and physical
conditions were Inferred in Paper I. T he reliability of the m odel results were tested w ith

sim ulated data In Paper IT W _alll2007&).

The next section summ arizes the m odel results (ie. Paper I) and the results of the
sim ulations (ie. Paper II) . Section [3 then discusses general system atic e ects that had not
been treated previously. Section [4 gives the scienti ¢ in plications of the results.

2. Review ofthe Results of the M odelling and of the Sim ulations

T he details of the treatm ent of the data and ofthem odeling and is resuls are found in
Paper I.A fler a subtraction of Jarge-scale em ission from the O rion 140 m and 240 m m aps
representing foreground/background em ission not associated with the O rion clouds (such
subtraction was not necessary and, therefore, not applied to the *cO J= 1! 0Omap), one-
com ponent and two-com ponent m odel curves were tted to the cbservational data in the
r,, versus T 4. plot. There were two types of one-com ponent m odels: LTE and IVG (a type
ofnon-LTE m odel). There were also two types of tw o-com ponent m odels (poth types being
using the IVG code): sin ple two-com ponent m odels and two-subsam pl, two-com ponent
m odels. These m odels all adopted som e form of the follow ing assum ption:

T he only physical param eters that change from one line of sight to the next are the dust tem —
perature, T , and the gas kinetic tem perature, T, , whilk m aintaining a constant di erence,
T T, T,.Otherphysicalparam eters such as gas density, dustto-gas m ass ratio, dust
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m ass absorption coe cient, etcetera are assum ed to ke constant from position to position.

T his is referred to as the basic assum ption . In the case of the one-com ponent, LTE m odels,
thism eans that the only tted parameterwas T,whiletheT 4 and T, freely varied from

position to position. For the one-com ponent, LVG m odels, the tted param eterswere T,

the 1°CO colum n density per velocity interval, N #3C0 )= v, and the m olecular hydrogen

density, nH;),whilethe T4 and T, freely varied from position to position. P ut very explic-
itly, the basic assum ption applied to the onecom ponent, IVG m odelsm eans that the T,

N ¢3C0)= v,and n{#H ,) were assum ed to be spatially unchanging and therefore are the pa—
ram eters to be determ ned from them odel ts. Forthe sin ple two-com ponent m odels, there
was a com ponent 0, representing dust and gas in the surface of the clouds and largely heated
by a large-scale Interstellar radiation eld (ISRF'), and a com ponent 1, representing dust and
gas desper into the clouds heated by local stars and a largescalk ISRF attenuated by the
surface layers of gas and dust. T he physical param eters of com ponent 0 were spatially un—
changing and the physical param eters of com ponent 1 were also spatially unchanging, except
for T4 and T, . The com ponent-) param eters were the dust tem perature, T 49, the column
density per velocity interval, %jfo) , the density, no, and the 1ling factor relative to com —

ponent 1, ¢;. The com ponent-1 param eters were and nq . (The com ponent-1 dust

tem perature, T 41, vared so as to generate a curve In Cthe r,, versus T 4. plot. Com ponent
0, for exam ple, would only generate a single point in this plot if there were no com ponent 1
contributing to the m odel output.) One m ore param eter derived from the model t was
the T,which was assum ed to be the sam e for both com ponents. T he two-subsam pl, two—

com ponent m odelswere sim ilar to the sin ple tw o-com ponent m odels, except that them odels
were tted to two separate subsam ples w ithin the sam ple of data points: the points w ith

Tge < 20K and thossewith Ty 20K .Having two subsam pls allowed a better t to the
Tge 20K points; the tsare nom ally dom lnated by the T 4. < 20K subsam ple of points,
often preventing good tsto the T4 20K points. The resultant param eter values for all
them odel tsare summ arized in Table[ll. NN otice that the two-com ponent m odel resuls for
theTy. 20K subsam plk are shown forthe two-subsam ple, two-com ponent m odels, w hereas

In Tabl 2 ofPaper I the one-com ponent m odel results were shown for this subsam pl.)

To check the resuls, the system atics were tested. This was done by applying scalke
factors to the m odel curves that represented the e ect of system atic uncertainties. These
were the uncertainties m ost directly related to the com parison between the m odel curves
and the observational data: the calbration of the observed I 240 m )=I(3CO) ratio, the
uncertainty in the dipole m om ent of CO, the uncertainty in the *CO abundance, and the
uncertainty in the dust opticaldepth to totalgas colum n density. A very rough uncertainty of
20% wasadopted foreach ofthese uncertainties (see Paper I fordetails). T hese uncertainties
are Independent and, when added In quadrature, give a total system atic uncertainty of 40%
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for the ratio of the m odel curve to the cbserved data. T herefore, the scale factors applied to
the m odel curves ranged between 0.6 and 1.4. They were chosen to change in steps 0of 02;
the scale factorsussd were 06,0.8,1.0,12,and 1 4. Each scake factorwasm uliplied by the
m odelcurve beforeeach t forallthem odeltypes. T hisgave a range of tted values foreach
param eter and this range represents the system atic uncertainty for the given param eter.

Forthe two-com ponent m odels an additionaltest was to slightly shift the starting search
grid before running each t. This also gave a range of results that was com parable to the
range found from changing the scale factor.

A s a further check on the results, m asses and beam 1ling factors were derived for each
of the m odel types. Speci cally, the gasderived colum n densities were com pared against
the dust-derived colum n densities as a selfoconsistency check: if the m odel curve acceptably

t the data in the r,,, versus T 4. plot, then there should be little scatter in the column
density versus colum n density plot. A s an additional chedk, the beam 1ling factors should
be physically m eaningfii]; they should be 1, given that they are area 1ling factors.

One aw of the abovem entioned tests is that they cannot guarantee that the true
values are w ithin the ranges of results found from changing the scale factor or the starting
grid. The m ethod em ployed here could be biased to ranges of resuls that are far from the
correct values. Consequently, a third serdes of tests was perform ed by tting the one-and
tw o-com ponent m odels to sinulated data (see Paper II). T he results of the m odeling and
the tests are listed in Table 2 of Paper II. (See Tabk([2 of the current paper for an updated
version of that table.)

T he m ost basic result of thism odeling was that the two-com ponent m odels t the data
better than the one-com ponent m odels at the 99.9% con dence level, according to the F—
test. The dustgas tem perature di erence, T, was found to be zero to wihin 1 or 2K.
T he com ponent-0 dust tem perature, T 49, was found to be 18K (uncertainty to be discussed
in Section [3). The other param eters, such as the colum n densities per velocity interval and
volum e densities for the two com ponents, were much less certain. This is understandable
given that the*CO J= 1! 0 line am ission is well approxin ated by the optically thin, LTE
Iim it form uch ofthe gas ofthe O rion clouds. C onsequently, only rough lower lin is could be
applied to the densities and rough upper lin is to the colum n densities per velocity interval.
The Iower lin it on the colum n density per velocity interval of com ponent 1 is sinply the
colum n density per velocity interval of the clouds on the scale of the DIRBE beam . This
Iower lim i for com ponent 0 is near the lower lim it of the m aster search grid.

O ne in portant consequence of the two-com ponent m odels is that there is about 60%
more m ass than would be inferred from the simpler one-com ponent m odels. This extra
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m aterial is In the form of cold (ie. 3{10K) dust and gas.

3. Considerations of System atics

In this section we oconsider the systam atics that are less directly connected w ith the
com parison between m odels and data. Speci cally, we exam Ine thee ectsofchanging various
assum ptions, ncluding the basic assum ption itself, on the results; we see how the resuls
change if we neglect to subtract the background/foreground em ission from the data, the
e ects of the em ission ofthe dust associated w ith the H I gas, the e ects for di erent values
ofthe spectralem issivity index, the e ects ofa spatially varying °CO abundance, the e ects
of varying the colum n density per velocity interval or density, and how the signalto-noise

tering has a ected the resuls.

3.1. The E ectsofN o Background/Foreground Subtraction

A s stated In Section 2.1 of Paper I, there are uncertainties in the subtraction of the
largescale em ission (ie., on the scale ofthe entirem ap shown iIn Figure 2 ofPaper I). T his
largescale em ission was subtracted from the 140 m, 240 m, and H Im aps. Even though
this uncertainty was estim ated to be 10% , it is stilla good idea to see how this subtraction
a ects the model results. This was done by repeating the m odel In the LTE and IVG,
one-com ponent cases and in the ILVG , two-com ponent case (entire subsam pk) for the data
w ithout the background/foreground subtraction. T he resuls were roughly sin ilar to scaling
up the data or, equivalently, scaling down the m odel curve. A s such, the m odel results in
the tested cases were roughly equivalent to those obtained for data that did indeed have
the subtraction of the lJarge-scale em ission with a scale factor of about 0.9 applied to the
m odel curve. C onsequently, the system atic uncertainty in the observed data ism uch sn aller
than that of the total adopted calibbration uncertainty 0of40% . T his therefore in plies that any
reasonable estin ate of the uncertainty in determ Ining the appropriate kevel of the largescale
em ission to be subtracted will have an even an aller e ect on the m odel resuls (equivalent
to adjusting the scale factor by a few percent).

32. TheE ectsofDust A ssociated with HI

Even though the H T has only an all colum n densities on all lines of sight in the O ron
eds (le. the average NH I is 5 10°°an ? for those positions greater than 5- in
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I (140 m), I 240 m), and I¢3C0)), the dust associated with the H I may still have a
non-negligble e ect on the m odel results. To test this, the 140 m /240 m color tem pera—
ture of the dust was plotted against the atom ic gas to m olecular gas colum n density ratio,
N H I)=2N #H,). Figure[ll show s that the dust color tem perature tends to about 21K as the
atom ic to m olecular gas ratio Increases. T he correlation between the color tem perature and
the atom icto-m olecular gas ratio has a con dence lvel of better than 99.99% according
to the Speam an rank-order correlation test. M ore speci cally, the signi cance of the null
hypothesis of zero correlation is less than 10 % ) T he curves represent the hypothetical case
ofhaving all the dust in the m olecular gas at one xed tem perature and all the dust in the
atom ic gas at som e other xed tem perature. The lIower curve assum es that the dust asso-
ciated w ith the m olecular gas has a tem perature of 16 5K, whilke the upper curve assum es
a dust tem perature of 27K for the m oleculargasassociated dust. Both curves assum e that
the atom icgasassociated dust has a tem perature of 22 5K . Both curves together crudely
describe the trends In the data. C onsequently, both curves together In ply that each line of
sight either hasm olecular gasw ith cold dust, with T4 = 16:5K, or with wam er dust, w ith
T4 = 27K, along w ith atom ic gas that has dust w ith a constant tem perature of 22 5K for
every line of sight. T he variations in dust color tem perature would then be Jargely due to the
variation In the atom icto-m olecular gas ratio (along with som e scatter). T his contradicts
the picture represented by them odels applied to the r,,, versus T 4. plot. In that picture, the
dust In the m olecular gas does indeed vary in tem perature from one line of sight to another,
at least for the dom nant com ponent (ie., com ponent 1).

To resolve this discrepancy, the sim ulated m aps discussed previously were m odi ed by
adding a layer ofH T and its associated dust w ith uniform properties throughout: a constant
colimn density of 5 10°°H atom san 2 and a constant dust tem perature of 22 5K . N oise
was added to the H Tcolum n density m ap that was the sam e as the value forthe cboserved H T
map. The 140 m and 240 m intensities forthisH I Jayer were com puted and added to the
orighhalnoissefree m aps. T he noise for the new continuum m aps, that inclide the H I Jayer’s
dust em ission, was then recom puted from the prescription used previously (ie., expressions 1
and 2 of Paper II). T he results are plotted In F igure[2 in the orm of 140 m /240 m oolor
tem perature versus atom icto-m olecular gas ratio, analogous to Figure[ll. The sinulated
data does indeed reproduce the overall shape of the cbserved data, desoite the Jack of scat—
ter in the form er com pared to the latter. T his scatter in the sim ulated data can be increased
realistically by Including varations in the H I colum n density m ap and in its dust tem per—
ature. Nevertheless, it is clear that having only two possible constant dust tem peratures
In the dust associated w ith the m olecular gas is not necessary for explaining the trends in
Figure[ll. Figure[d show s the sam e overall trends even though it uses m odel results that
allow a changing dust tem perature in the m olecular gas.
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T he question rem ains as to the size of the change In the m odel results because of this
H I Jayer and its dust. This question has already been answered indirectly in the previ-
ous subsection, the subsection that dealk with the e ects of no subtraction of the badck-
ground/ foreground (ie. largescalk) em ission. Such a subtraction was necessary for the
continuum m aps (ie., m aps of dust em ission) and forthe H Imap (ie. map of atom ic gas
am ission), but not ©rthe *CO m ap. T herefre, the dust em ission on the large scale is asso—
ciated aln ost com pletely w ith the H I gas and not w ith the m olecular gas. A cocordingly, not
subtracting the lJarge-scale em ission from the continuum m aps is equivalent to piling on the
atom ic gas and its associated dust. In fact, it is equivalent to Increasing the quantiy of the
H T-associated dust by factors of 4 to 5 over that in the background/ foreground-subtracted
m aps. And yet, as described previously, the e ect of this extra dust (not associated w ith
m olecular gas) was to change the resuls of the m odels (that only considered the dust as—
sociated with m olecular gas) in a way consistent w ith changing the scale factor by only
about 10% . Therefore, the an all am ount of H I gas and its associated dust that rem ains In
the background/ foreground-subtracted m aps w ill have an even sn aller e ect on the m odel
resuls | equivalent to changing the scale factor by about 2 to 25% . It follow s that the
changes to the m odel resuls w ill be equivalent to only a tiny fraction of the fill range of
values for each param eter that is seen in such gures as F igure 21 of Paper I or in Tablk[2.
O r In the case where there are only Iower lim its, such as those for the densities listed In
Tabk[Z, those Iower lin its would be essentially unchanged.)

32.1. TheH IA ssociated D ust and the Lower Tem perature Lin it of the Cold D ust and
Gas

O ne in portant point that ram ains isw hether the dust associated w ith the H T is regoon-—
sble for the m odel resul that there is cold dust and gas at tem peratures as low as 3K . If
0, then this result is lncorrect. A s discussed before, the H T-associated dust has little overall
e ect on them a prty of the plotted points. H owever, this does not m ean that the e ect of
this dust is negligbl in every sub-grouping of points. Speci cally, the vertical section ofthe
modelcurve In ther,,, versus T 4. plot (see F igures 20 and 24 ofP aper I) that represents this
very cold m aterial is Iocated between r,, * 25 and about 50MJy == (K km k! for
Tyac ' 18K . Ifther,, valueswere Iower In this part of the plot, then no point would corre-
spond to this \cold" section of the m odel curve. And the r,,, values would indeed be Iower
if the e ect of this H T-associated dust were ram oved, thereby allow ng a higher lower lim it
on the gas and dust tem perature of com ponent 1 | ie., Jower Iim itson T,, and T4; higher
than 3K .Figure[d shows plots of r,,, versus the H I fraction (ie. N H I)/N # D+ 2N H;)))
forthe positionsw ith T 4. between 17 and 195K and w ith signatto-noise ratios greater than
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orequalto 5 at 140 m,240 m,in the®CO J= 1! 0 line, and greater than or equalto
3 n theH I2l-an lnhe. These plots show a clear correlation (petter than 99% oon dence
from the Speamm an rank-order correlation test), suggesting that the higher r,, values are
Indeed due to dust associated w ith the atom ic hydrogen. T he question is how strongly the
H Tassociated dust is contrbuting to the total 240 m em ission. This allow s us to correct
for the am ission of this dust, thereby e ectively giving us only the continuum em ission and
line em ission from the m olecular gas alone.

E stim ating the appropriate correction to r,, for the H I associated dust is far from
straightforward. One way is to m ake the crude assum ption that the dust-em issivity per
H-nuclkon of the H I-associated dust, ,,, and for the Hy-associated dust, ,,, are each
constant for all the positions in the subsam pl of points to be tested. T his subsam pl ispart
of the sam pl used throughout this paper | signaltonoise greater than or equalto 5 for
T (140 m), I 240 m),and I(°CO) | with the additional criteria m entioned above:

a) Integrated intensity ofthe H I line greater than or equalto 3
b) T4 between 17 and 195K .

c) r,, between 25and 50MJy s K km k.

The 240 m speci ¢ Intensity, I (240 m ), can be represented as
I @240 m)= _ NHDI + 2, ,NH,) : @)

Sin ple linear regression In three dim ensions can be used to solve for the em issivities, ,, and
.,rwherewe tan equation of the form

z=ax + by ; )

solving for the optin al values of the coe cients a and b. Since nom al lnear regression

only uses the uncertainties in the z values, the t should be repeated after interchanging
the z values w ith the x values (@and thersby using the x-uncertainties) and then again after
Interchanging the orighal z values w ith the y values (and thereby using the y-uncertainties).
Thisgives us three ts. Forthe rst t,theI (40 m) are the z and the uncertainties in
I 240 m) areused In the tting, N H I) isx, and 2N H,) isy. The coe cients a and b

then directly correspond to ,, and ,,, respectively. The second thasN H I) as z, the
uncertainties in N H I) are used In the tting, I 240 m) isx, and 2N H,) isstilly. A fter
solving for the optinum a and b values, expression [J) is rearranged to the form of [I) in
order to solve for and In tem sofa and b. The third t is sim ilarto the second t, but

HI H2

wih 2N H,) asz,N H I) asx,and I (240 m ) asy.Again,w ith the resultant a and bvalues,
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the expression [J) is rearranged to the form of [I) and ,, and ,, are ound. @notherway
to Include the errors from all three quantities is to use the orthogonal regression m ethod
described at the beginning of Section 3 of Paper I.) In principle, the three di erent values

detemm ined for each of the em issivities can be used as a m easure of their uncertainties.

In practice, none of the tswere very good. The tswere applied using the m olecular
gas colum n densities (ie. N H,)) derived from the one-com ponent, non-LTE m odels and
those using those colum n densities derived from the two-com ponent, two-subsam ple, non—
LTE models. Typical reduced chisquare values were from 30 to 200, although one was
aslow as 2’ 6. None of the ts usihg the two-com ponent m odel colim n densities had
reduced chisquare values less than 80. T he poor quality ofthe ts re ects the invalidiy of
the assum ption of spatially constant em issivities. If we nonetheless use the one twith the
kast unacceptablk ¢ value of about 6, then _, ' 5, . G iven that themaxinum atom ic
gas fraction is about 0.3 (see Figure[3), the H T-associated dust contrbutes less than about
7% to the total240 m emission. If we tighten criterion c) above to r,, between 40 and
50MJy st (K km !)x! to see how the results are changed, and if we ignore the ts
wih 2> 10 orwith a negative value of either , then we nd that ,, ’ 9 ,.. The kast
unacosptable ts suggest that the H I associated dust m akes a contriloution of about 3 to
7% to the 240 m em ission. This result is sin ilar, at kast qualitatively, to the result found
previously that the H T-associated dust am ission has a negligbl e ect on whole sam pk of
high signa*tonoise points.

G wen that no twasacceptable, at least a sin plistic correction should be applied to sse
w hat changes to the lower lim it ofthe dust and gas tem perature of com ponent 1 are possibke.
T he sim plest kind of correction is to assum e that the em issivities per H nuclkon are equal for
the H T-associated dust and the Hj,-associated dust, a much m ore extrem e correction than
the ts to equation (1) would suggest. A ccordingly, the cbserved I 240 m) values, and
therefore the r, | ratio values, mustbe scaled by 2N #H,)/N H I)+ 2N (H;)]. T hese correction
factors were applied, using the one-com ponent values forthem olcular gas colum n densities.
T his is obviously not consistent w ith the tw o-com ponent m odel results that predict the cold
gas and dust. H owever, assum ing correction factors from the one-com ponent m odel colum n
densities results in m ore extrem e (ie. further from unity) values of the correction factors
that pem it a greater appreciation of the tight constraint on the lower tem perature Iim it.
T hese correction factorswere applied to the whole sam pl ofhigh signalto-noise positions |
speci cally, allthe pointswith I (140 m), I 240 m), and I(3CO) greaterthan 5 . Since
the H I data were used, criterion a) reduced the sam ple to 609 points. The uncertainties
In the correction factors were not propagated to the error bars in the r,, values In the
sam ple. The larger error bars in the r,, ratios would have produced an ambiguity in the
Interpretation of the resuls: was the change in the lower tem perature lim it of com ponent 1
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really due to the correction for the H Tassociated dust or was this sin ply due to the larger
error bars? The results of tting the two-com ponent m odels to the corrected data should
not be taken literally In any case and only point to the potentiale ects of correcting for the
unw anted continuum am ission. W e are testing the hypothetical case of observing in aginary
m olecular clouds absolutely free of atom ic hydrogen and its associated dust.

The resultsof tting a sin ple two-com ponent m odelto the H T-oorrected data are consis—
tent w ith the previous tw o-com ponent m odel results in Section 3.3 ofPaper I. In particular,
the resuls of these corrected m odels are w ithin the range of values depicted In Figure 21
of Paper I (ignoring the ¢, versus scale factor and the N—f,o versus scale factor plots in fa—

c

vor of the CON—f]OC product versus scale factor plot), exospt that the density ne is as small
as 10an ? . One noteworthy di erence is that 2 is higher fr the two-com ponent m odel
tted to the corrected data, 2 = 641, than Hrthe model tted to the uncorrected data,
2 = 5%69. Ifwe now increase the lower tem perature lin it of com ponent 1 from 28K to 5K
and search for the optinum param eter values again, then 2 increases to 7.54. Speci cally,
we sst the ower lim tsof T, | to 5K and of T to 0K, resultinginboth T ., and T4y 5K.
A gain keeping In m ind that the points In the sam plk are not com plktely independent, the
e ective num ber of degrees of freedom is about 60. A dopting this num ber, the F-test tells
us that raising the lower lin it of com ponent-1 tem perature to 5K can only be refected at
a con dence kevel of nearly 75% . Such a con dence kevel does not ngoire much con dence,
and we should probably accept the t. Consequently, it is possibke that gas and dust w ith

team peratures between 3 and 5K are not necessary for explaining the cbservations. If this

K1

is the case, then the correction factor of 1.6 to the one-com ponent m asses would have to be
oorrected downward.

In general, it seem s that the H T-associated dust cannot provide an altemative explana—
tion forthe cold dust and gas (ie. tam perature between 3 and 10K ) .N onetheless, there isa
possibility that the lower 1im it of the com ponent-1 tem perature is about 5K instead of 3K .
T hen the estin ated fraction ofthe totalgasm ass in the cold portion would be Jss than the
original estin ate of about 40-50% .

33. Varying X }3Cc0)

W arin et all (1996) exam Ined the photodissocation and rotational excitation of CO
and its isotopologues In di use, transhlicent, and dense dark clouds. They found that the
Bco=C0 abundance ratio (ie.X ¢3C0)/X *?C0O)) can vary by factors of2 or 3 as a filnc—
tion ofdepth into the cloud (see the left-m ost paneloftheirF igure 16) . G iven that T 4 varies
wih N # I+ 2H,) In the O ron clouds (eg., see F ig 4 ofPaper II), is it then possible that the
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observed variation ofr,,, with T4 isbecause X (°CO) isvaryingwith N # I+ 2H,)? Exam in-
ingthe I¢3C0)/I*?C0O) asa finction of N H I+ 2H,) (an approxin ation oftheir F igure 16)
show s no consistent trend and is at odds w ith the results oflW arin et all (1996). T herefore,
it is very unlikely that variations of X #3C0)/X #?C0) could acocount for the overall trends
ssen nr,, versusTg4.

N evertheless, variations in X *3C0)/X *?C0O) could stillexplain unusually an allor Jarge
r,, values for som e points in the r,,, versus T4 plots. In particular, the points near the top
of the triangular cluster could be explained by a Iower X ¢3C0 ). This is discussed in detail
in Section [4.5.

34. Modelswith 6 290

Johnstone & Bally (1999) nd that the dust em issivity index, ,m ight have a range as
extremeasfrom 15t025 n O rdonA .Two-com ponentm odelsusing adopted valuesofl .5 and
25 for were applied to the data to see the e ects on the results. T he resultant param eter
values were consistent w ith the ranges of values listed in Tabl[2, with one exception: the
range of T4y values is changed because  is di erent from before | all the inferred dust
tam peratures are changed. For = 15, T4 = 21K was found and, for = 25, T4 = 16K
was thebest t.

In short, w ith the exosption noted above, the resultant param eter values are stillw ithin
the range of values expected from the scale factor variations. T hus the m ost extrem e varia—
tions of  still largely give m odel results w ithin the ranges listed in Tabkl[2.

3.5. M odelswith Varying N ¢°CO)= v or Varyingn® »)

These were essentially one-com ponent m odels w ith only three param eters on any one
given line of sight: T, N (**C0O)= vand n# ,). The approach here was to vary not only
the T4 and T, from one line of sight to another (kegping T constant), but also to vary one
of two param eters: the colim n density per velocity interval N ¢3CO )= v) or the density
(n H)). To characterize allthe lines of sight represented In ther,, versus T 4 plot, therewere
9 param eters in total or a curve that was strongly decreasing through the triangular cluster
of polnts at Iow T4, gently rising for the Intemm ediate T4, and then strongly rishg for high
T4 . Thusthere were 3 intervals of T 4 that were delin ited w ith 4 param eters: T,, T,, T3, and
T,. Ifwe consider rst only them odelsw ith varying N (°CO )= v, then on the rst interval,
[[1;T,], theN (°CO )= vwasequaltoN ; at T; and to N, at T, and theN °C0 )= v value
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at any point In this interval was determm ined by logarithm ically Interpolating between N ;
and N, . The sam e approach was used on the last nterval, [[5;T4], with N ¢3CO )= v values
equalto N, at T and to N5 at T,. On the interval [[,;T5], N ¢°CO )= v was held constant
at a value ofN,. The tted parameterswerethen T, T {, Ty, T3, T4, N, N,, N3, and the
xed density, n (w ith best- t valuesof0 1K,16 1K,17 1K,24 1K,27 1K, (5 2)

10 *COmolkocules an® (m 9!, @ ) 10¥*COmolkcules an® (m 9!,
8 5 10 COmolcules am? km ’9',and 3 ) 10°H,molkcules an?,
respectively) . A chieving a reasonable-looking \best" t presented a number of problem s:

1. The tting is heavily biased towards the low T 4 points (ie. T4< 21K). The points
with T4> 22K are aln ost excluded In them odel ts.

2. Even wihin the low-T4 polnts, the ts tend to bypass the central area of the large
triangular cluster of points.

3. There is a very large hum p In the m odel curve for T 4 around 22K that overestin ates
the data points by m ore than an order ofm agniude.

4. Thebest tforN, ism orethan order ofm agnitude lower than the cbserved large-scale
N #3C0 )= v value (see Section 32 ofPaper I).

5. Inorderto xthebiastowardsthe Iow-T 4 pointsand rem ove the hum p, it wasnecessary
to apply welights to the data to reduce or ram ove thisbias. This resulted in a chisquare
value that was som ew hat sub fctive, given that the choice of weights was som ewhat

sub Ective.

The m odels w ith varying n H,) had sin ilar, though not identical, problem s. For these
m odels, the N (3C0 )= v param eters interchange with then® ;) parameters: T, T 1, T,,
Ts, T4, n1, 05, n3, and the xed colum n density per velocity Interval, N (W ith best— t values
of 2 1K,14 1K,18 1K,22 1K,30 1K,10 ’H,molkcules a’, 56 .
10*H,molecules a?, 10 inm olecules an®, and (2 i) 10*° 3C 0 m olecules
an ?  (km ls)!, respectively). Aswith them odelsm entioned in the previous paragraph,
these m odels have biases that inhibit good tsthrough the T 4> 22K points or through the
central part ofthe triangular cluster. H owever, the problem s forn H,)-varyingm odelsdi er

in three ways from those ofthe N ¢°C0 )= v-varying m odels:

The hum p for the N {3C0 )= vvarying m odels centered at about T 4 = 22K ismuch
an aller for the n H,)-varying m odels. This hum p for the latter m odels only overesti-
m ates the data by about a factor of 2.
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Thebest— t N t°C0O )= v value is still Iow , but isnow w ithin a factor of2 ofthe Iower
lin i in posed by the large-scale cbserved N ¢3C0O )= v value.

Thebest way to reduce the bias towards the low -T; pointswasto xtheT,, T,, T3, and
T, values. T he choice of these values and their uncertainties was som ew hat sub fctive.

T he best- tting m odel curve gave a reduced chisquare of92.

W hilk the best of these m odels is m uch better than the one-com ponent m odels that
used the basic assumption (ie., 2 = 165 and 16.9), it is stillm uch worse than the two-—
com ponent m odels (ie., 2 = 57 and 5.3). In addition, the m odels w ith varyingn H,) (or
varying N (3C0O )= v) require sub fctive jidgem ent in determ ining the valuesto x forsom e
oftheparam eters (or in adjisting the weights ofdi erent subsam plesofdata points) . And de—
soite having few er param eters (9 as opposed to 15) than the two-com ponent, two-subsam ple
m odels | them ost elaborate ofthem odels that cbey the basic assum ption W ithin each sub-
sample at least) | them odelsw ith varying n ;) orvarying N (°CO )= v are actually m ore
com plicated than these two-com ponent m odels. They are m ore com plicated because these
m odels essentially divide up the sam ple of data points into three subsam ples nstead oftwo,
and two of these subsam ples (in intervals [T;;T,]and [[3;T4]) allow nH,) (orN (°C0O)= v)
to vary In addition to T4 (along with T, so as to keep T constant). In contrast, the
tw o-com ponent, two-subsam ple m odels have only T4 varying (@long with T, so as to keep

T oconstant) within each subsam ple | the basic assum ption is cbeyed in each subsam pl.

In short, relaxing the basic assum ption by using m odels w ith sim ple system atic varia—
tions of either N (°C0O )= v orofn# ,) results in poorer, and m ore sub gctive, tsthan the
best m odels follow ing this assum ption.

3.6. Signalto-N oise C onsiderations

G iven that the samplk of points m odeled In the r,,, versus T 4. plots represents only
258% of the O rion Fields, how well does this sam ple represent the physical conditions in
the O ron clouds as a whok? A related question is what fraction of the positions that have
gas/dust em ission from the O rion clouds is represented by the sam plke? The contour m aps
In Figure 2 of Paper I suggest that roughly three-quarters of the O rion F ields have gas and
dust. Som e low —evel am ission could com e from elssw here along the line of sight, so m aybe
only halfofthe O ron F ields are occupied by the O rion clouds. H owever, even in thisextrem e
possibility, the m odeled positions still only represent about 50% of the O ron clouds’ area
| still not a m aprty of the positions. Clearly, just how strongly the inferred physical
conditions depend on the signakto-noise threshold used in sam ple selection m ust be tested.



{ 16 {

T he m ost straightforward test, nam ely low ering the signaltonoise threshold untilm ost
of the O rdon Fields are represented, is not practical. There would be 2 to 4 tines the
num ber ofpointsto t and them a prity of these would have huge error bars. C onsequently,
this sam ple of points would be di cul to m odel reliably. The altemative test is to raise
the signaltonoise threshold and see how the nferred physical conditions change w ith this
threshold. This has the disadvantage of going from a m lnorty of the points to an even
an allerm nority. N onetheless, this altemative has the very strong advantage that only very
high signalto-noise points are m odeled, thersby yielding m ore reliable t param eters.

To do this altemative test, the threshold was increased appreciably: from 5 to20 in
I (140 m),I 240 m),I(C0O). Thissamplhasonly 6.6% oftheO rion Fild positions. An
ILVG, two-com ponent m odelwas tted to this sam ple. T he resultant param eter values were
consistent w ith those speci ed in Tabl[Z, w ith one notable exoeption: T 4o was 17K instead
of the usual 18K . T his change in the com ponent-0 dust tem perature is not surprising. T he
signalto-noise ratio is proportional to the surface brightness, and this depends m ostly on
the gas/dust colum n density. So signalto-noise ratio is roughly equivalent to depth into
the clouds. Increasing this ratio’s threshold is alm ost lke Xtering out the cloud edges and
looking m ore desply Into the clouds. The T4 is the roughly constant tem perature on the
scale of the O rion clouds of som e dust com ponent. Ifthis dust com ponent is on the surfaces
of the clouds, then it is the tem perature of the dust heated prin arily by the general ISRF' .
TIf this dust com ponent is just below the clouds’ surfaces, then this is the tem perature of the
dust heated prin arily by an ISRF shielded by the surface Jayers ofgasand dust, resulting in a
low er tem perature. T hen by extrapolation, m odeling of all the positions in the O rion F ields
(if there were su cient signaltonoise) could yield T 4 7 19K.

A ccordingly, m odeling the full spread of points In the r,, versus T 4. plot probably
requires a soread in the physicalparam etervaluesthat have been held constant. Forexam ple,
the horizontal spread of the triangular cluster In an r,,, versus T 4. plot (eg. see Figure 20
ofPaper I) probably m eans a com ponent-0 dust tem perature varying between about 16 and
19K . @ s such, an updated version of Tabl 2 of Paper II becom es Tablk [2 of the current
paper, which includes thisestin ate ofthe range of T 49 values.) A nalogously, otherparam eter
values, such as the densities and colum n densities per velocity interval, m ust also vary to
\ 1I" the space occupied by the sam ple of points, as suggested in Section 3.5 of Paper I.
N onetheless, the current m odeling e ort isa su cient rst approxin ation.

The m ost In portant result of varying the signalto-noise ratio is that the sam ple with
only 25.8% ofthe O ron F ield positionsm ay indeed represent the bulk of the O rdon clouds.
There was no appreciable change (excospt a slight change in Ty4y) In going from the factor
of 4 from 6.6% ofthe eldsto 25.8% . Therefore, extrapolating the extra factor of 4 to
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100% may also yield no appreciable change. This is far from certain, of course, because
the extrapolation from 25.8% to 100% could cross som e depth threshold that appreciably
alters the param eter values. On the other hand, the e ective soatial resolution of these
cbservations is 8 pc at the distance of the O rdon clouds. A veraging over such large size scales
m ay reduce the e ects of varying the sam ple.

In short, varying the signaktto—ratio used In selecting the sam ple m ay have little e ect
on the derived gas/dust physical conditions.

4. Scienti ¢ Im plications and D iscussion

T he astronom ical in plications of the results are num erous and inchide m odi cations
to m odels of dust/gas them al coupling, to estin ates of m ass and kinetic tem perature of
m olecular gas on galactic scales, and to our understanding of the X -factor to name a few .
T hese issues and others w ill be discussed in the follow ing sections (or In subsequent papers
as for the X -factor), after discussing the appropriateness of using the LVG m odels.

41. UseofthelLVG Code

Som e literature suggests that the LVG m odels can give inconsistent results and that pho-
todissociation region (PD R ) m odels rem ove the inconsistencies (eg., M ao et all|2000). The
PDR m odels represent a nearly com plte explanation for the em ission strength ofm olecular
lines, whereas the IVG m odels m erely relate the m olecular line strength to sin ple physical
param eters n a sin pli ed case. Consequently, the PDR m odels should yield m ore reliable
estin ates of physical param eters like tem perature and density than those of the IVG m od-
els. However, som e papers that use CO line ratios to clain that the IVG m odel resuls are
unsatisfactory com pared w ith those of PDR m odels offen su er from awed and hoonsistent

argum ents.

M ao et al. (2000), for exam ple, m odel the physical conditions in the central 500pc
of the galaxy M 82. They clain that their CO data yield physically unreasonable results
when using the LVG m odels | results that supposedly becom e m ore reasonable when using
PDR models. The problem sw ith this clain is summ arized below . T hey state, am ong other
things, that the LVG m odels In ply gas densities that are too low, cloud sizes that are too
large, and area lling factors that are Inconsistent with volume Iling factors. Their rst
clain of Jow gas densities is connected w ith their restriction of the X ¢°C0 )=(dv=dr) valuie.
They use the cbserved hrgesmle velocity width of the lines com pared with the size of
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the observed region to x the num erical value of X (3CO )=(dv=dr) within a narrow range.
However, the largescale (ie., on the scak of the beam ) X (*CO )=(dv=dr) has litte to do
w ith this param eter value w thin the individual clum ps responsible form uch ofthe cbserved
amn ission . If their approach were also applied to the volum e density, then it would have been
equivalent to dividing them ass ofgasw ithin the beam by the volum e of this gas to estin ate
and x the gas density, which is well known to be only a rough lower lm it to the density
w ithin the clum ps. T hey did not m ake thism istake, but did m ake the equivalent m istake for
the X #3C0O )=(dv=dr) value. Had they allowed X *°C0O )=(dv=dr) to vary over a w ider range,
they would have satis ed the density constraints suggested by the other cbservations they
m entioned. Their second clain of overly large cloud sizes in plied by the IVG m odel results
was basad on two di erent m ethods. B oth m ethods, how ever, overestin ated the cloud sizes
by the ratio of the observed line velocity w idth to the cloud velocity w idth, which is about
an order ofm agniude. O ne m ethod was dividing the colum n density of a single cloud by
its volum e density, where both the colum n density and volum e density were ILVG results.
T he second m ethod estin ated volum e and area 1ling factors from LVG resuls, their ratio
giving the size of a singke cloud. Both m ethods were applied incorrectly. The rst m ethod
converted from N (°CO )= v to cloud N #H ,) by using the entire observed line w idth, which
also includes the rotation of the observed galaxy, Instead of using an estin ate of a cloud line
width (ie. 510km ). The second m ethod su ered from the sam e overestin ate. The
cloud size depends on the ratio ofthe volum e to area lling factors, but the area 1ling factor
must ke for all the gas at all the velocities w thin the line pro ke (@ssum ing that there is
never m ore than one cloud on any line of sight for all the velocities w ithin the line pro k).
However, they clearly used the ratio of the observed line strengths to those of the m odel,
which gives the area 1ling factor within a narrow wvelocity interval and not the area 1ling
factor over the entire Ine pro . This sscond m ethod must lnclude the ratio of the cloud
velocity w idth to the line velocity w idth, again reducing the estim ated cloud size by an order
ofm agniude. The third clain of Inconsistent area and volum e 1ling factors isweak at best,
given that the relationship between the two isnot a xed, straightforward expression that
applies in every case. Ifwe nonetheless acoept the expression used by M ao et all (2000), then
there was Indeed a m Inor discrepancy between the two types of 1lling factor for the LVG
m odel results. However, whatM ao et al. (2000) ignored entirely was that the corresponding
discrepancy for the PDR m odels is m uch larger than that for the LVG m odel results. The

Iling factor argum ent was applied In a ckarly biased m anner. In short, allthree clain s are
based on argum ents that are fauly orbiased orboth.

In addition to the problem s above, there is the strong evidence provided by W eiss et all
{2001) : they used data sim ilar to those ofM ao et al. (2000) and recovered the sam e physical
conditions, whilk using only IVG m odels. Obviously, ifW eiss et al. (2001) and M ao et al.
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{2000) agree on the physical conditions, then they disagree on the necessity of the PDR
m odels for recovering those conditions. A nd given that W eiss et all (2001) recovered those
conditions w ith only the LVG m odels, then the claim ofM ao et all (2000) that PD R m odels
are necessary is clarly Incorrect. T herefore, the LVG m odels are ckarly as reliabke as the
PDR models when using CO lines (at least on scales ofa few orm ore parsecs).

C onsequently, the LVG m odels applied to the Jarge-scale physical conditions in the O rion
m olecular clouds, as described in this paper, are also as reliable as the PDR m odels.

42. Comparison ofDerived T, ,nH;), and N (°C0O )= v with P revious W ork

There are few papers that discuss the m olecular gas physical conditions of the entire
O ronA and B clouds, as nferred from two orm ore transitions ofCO .[Sakam oto et al. (1994)
inferred these physical conditionsusingthe J= 2! land J= 1! 0 lnesofC0O.Of
allthe rotational Iines of 1CO and its isotopologues, these are the kast sensitive to the gas
physical conditions. N evertheless, they at least provide a rough com parison w ith the physical
conditions obtained In the current paper that used the dust-continuum to gas-line ratio. A s
discussed in Paper IT, the 13CO J= 1! 0 em ission is dom inated by that of com ponent 1
in allbut the fow pointswih T4 = T, < 4K In that com ponent. Since this ism olecular gas
am ission, thisem ission, rather than the F IR continuum , better identi esthe com ponent w ith
which to com pare single-com ponent m odel results, such as those oflSakam oto et al. (1994).
C onsequently, the com ponent-1 param eters in Tabl[2 are com pared w ith thelSakam oto et al.
{1994) results.

T he physical conditions inferred by [Sakam oto et all (1994) are consistent with those
Inferred in the current paper. They found the llow ng physical conditions in the O rion
m olecular clouds:

| N #?CO)= vbetween about1 10 *® and about3 10 2CO molkculks an?,which
correspondstoN (°CO )= vbetween about2 10 and5 10 13C0O molkculs an?,

| n@E,)>3 10°an 3 overmuch ofthe clouds’ areas, excspt orn®H,) / 2 10°an °
In the clouds’ peripheries,

| T, between 10K and 40K, the latter tem perature found near the H II regions.

Sakam oto et all. (1994) chose to do their IVG analysis w ith diagram s of constant
X (?C0 )=(dv=dr) instead of constant N ¢?CO )= v. They considered only valuesof1 10 *
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and 1 10° &km & pd)?!. Given that the*cO J= 1! 0 clumps have veloc—
iy widths and sizes consistent wih dv=dr of a fewkm & pc (seeNagahama et al
1998), the maxinum X (?CO )=(dv=dr) valuie should be a few 10° &km & pcd)?,
given the ?CO abundance mentioned in Appendix A of Paper I. A lso, given that some
structures have dv=dr of around 100km & pd | even though seen with other tracers
like CH30H [Cemicharo et alll1999) these structures are nonetheless real | the m Inin um

X t?C0O )=(dv=dr) should be around 10° km & pd)?!. Neverthelss, because such
structures have higher densities than those nom ally Inferred from CO observations on par-
sec scales, the range ofN (°C0O )= v values are probably still roughly those of [Sakam oto et al.
(1994). T his range is Jarger than the range ofwjfo) values listed in Tablk[Z, but includes
the range listed in that tabl. T he upper lin its of N ¢3C0O )= v for [Sakam oto et al. (1994)
and for Tabk[2 are sin ilar to w ithin a factor of 3, but the Iower lin its di er by m ore than
an order of m agniude. T his disagreem ent is probably because |Sakam oto et all (1994) did
not use the largescale N (*C0O )= v of the entire cloud as a rough lower lim it on that of
the clum ps. T heir densities are consistent w ith the Iower Iim it in Tabl[d for com ponent 1,
exoept for their density forthe peripheries. T his density is consistent w ith the lower lim twe
found for com ponent 0. A cocordingly, these peripheral regions m ay represent a low -density
envelope surrounding the entire clouds and are seen iIn profction along the clouds’ edges.
The clum ps in this envelope m ay be, In fact, the com ponent 0 of the current paper.

T he com parison between the kinetic tem peratures oflSakam oto et al. (1994) and those
of the current paper is com plicated by the high optical depths ofthe *2CO lines cbserved by
the form er. T he high optical depths in ply that the nferred densities and colum n densities
per velocity interval are biased tow ards of the surfaces of clum ps. T his is especially true for
the Inferred kinetic tem peratures, because, in the optically thick case, these tem peratures are
m ore directly related to the cbserved line radiation tem peratures than are the other physical
param eters. T he high optical depths then m ean that the wam er com ponent w ill dom nate
the '?CO an ission in these lines. W e then sim plistically assum e that the T 4. < 20K subsam —
pl isessentially com ponent 0 and thatthe Ty, 20K subsam pl iscom ponent 1. (N ote that
this is not consistent w ith the choice of com ponent used to com pare the N ¢3C0O )= v and
n H,) results. If these other physical param eters had been com pared w ith the com ponent-0
results Instead ofthose of com ponent 1, then the agreem ent would stillhave been reasonable,
given the loose restriction on the param eters.) W ih thisapproxin ation, the gaskinetic tem —
peratures as sam pled by the '?CO are approxin ately the sam e as the 140 m /240 m dust
color tem perature, T 4. [Sakam oto et all (1994) found T, = 40K near the H II regions and
10{20K away from the H II regions. The current paper ndsT4 = T, ' 25K neartheH IT
regionsand 15{20K away from those regions, a range of values less extram e than, and inside
of, that oflSakam oto et all (1994). The range is kss extrem e in the latter case because the
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Soatial resolution isworse by factors of 6 to 7 than those oflSakam oto et all (1994).

In short, the physical conditions derived here basically agree w ith the previous results
oflSakam oto et all (1994).

43. Column Density D eterm inations and the Two-C om ponent M odels

As Pund in Paper I (@nd Paper Ia), the colum n densities derived from the °CO J =
1! 0 line agreed signi cantly (@t a con dence level better than 99.9% ) better w ith those
derived from the farIR continuum forthe two-com ponentm odelsthan forthe one-com ponent
models. An Important di erence between the two com ponents is that com ponent 0 has
unvarying gas and dust tem peratures from sightline to sightline, whereas com ponent 1 has
these tam peratures varying spatially while m aintaining a constant dust-gas tem perature
di erence). Thus each sightline has two gas tem peratures (@nd two dust tem peratures),
except for those few sightlines where the com ponent-0 and com ponent-1 tem peratures were
the sam e. H ence, two tem peratures along each sightline was necessary for recovering reliable
colum n densities.

Thisresul issin ilarto that found bylSchnee et all (2006) . T hey com pared the continuum
derived colum n densities w ith those derived from extinction for the Perssus and O phiuchus
m olecular clouds. T he scatter n those plotsm ore or lessm atched that in a sin ulated cloud
that assum ed isothemm al dust on each sightline. They concluded, therefore, that deriving
reliable colum n densities requires assum ing variations of tem perature along each sightline.
T his supports the resul of the current work that at least two tem peratures are needed on
each sightline for estin ating reliable colum n densities.

44. T=20

T he resul that the gas and dust tem peratures are the sam e is unexpected, both theoret—
ically and observationally. For exam ple, the theoreticalm odel of PD R s applied to the O rion
N ebula and its associated m olecular gas (T ielens & Hollenbadh 11985,8) predicts T 70
to + 20K for cloud depths for which the dom nant form of carbon isCO (ie. A,> 3mag).
This m odel, however, does not apply to muliparsec scales n the O rion clouds: it uses a
farUV radiation el strength of G, = 10° and a density of2:3 10° H nuclei am?®;both
are too high for the m olecular clouds on larger scales. The arUV radiation eld on such
scalkes is roughly G, few (see Figure 17 and Section [4. of W 96) and the density could
beaslow asfew 10°H,an ° (see Table 1). Consequently, the \standard" PDR m odel
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adopted by M ochizuki & Nakagawz (2000) | which assimes n®H,) 10°am 3, at cloud
depths orwhich H, isthe dom inant form ofhydrogen (ie.N H,)> 10'an 2),and G, = 10
| is m ore appropriate for com parison with the work done here and yields T ' 13 to

+ 5K . Considering the uncertainty In the T of the current work, these theoretical val-
ues are factors of about 5 to 10 too large. G iven that there are m any heating and cooling
mechanism sin PDR s (s=elT elens & Hollenbach |1985, for a com prehensive description) w ith
di erent dependences on the density and on the radiation eld (@s well as on other quan—
tities), adjisting the theoretical expressions for these m any m echanisn s to give T near

zero would only yield the desired result for an im probably narrow range of physical condi-
tions (ie., narrow range ofG, and n H,) values). O n the other hand, sin ply lncreasing the
gasdust them al coupling by the required factor w ill easily achieve the desired result. This
corresponds to the 4y function developed by Burke & Hollenbadh (1983) and represents a
cooling m echanisn of the gas due to its collisions w ith the dust (and, of course if 44 < 0,
it represents a heating m echanisn of the gas due to those collisions). T herefore, ncreasing

ga by factors of 5 to 10 can explain the current observations.

A commonly used form of 4 isthat ofiG odsan ith (2001) and isgiven asequation R 10)
in Appendix Al. Goldsam ith [2001) used the Burke & Hollenbadd (1983) expression and
adopted certain param eter values, ncluding a grain size that was a little too large. A 1so the
Burke & Hollenbadh (1983) expression only assum es a single grain size, and not the range
of grain sizes that exists In the ISM  (see or exam pkeM athis et alll1977%;D esert et a1.11990) .
W hen a reasonably realistic range of grain sizes is considered, the oy oflGoldan ith (2001)
is increased by factors of 3 to 4 (see Appendix Al). This is not quite the factor of 5 to
10 desired, but additional increases are easily possible when one considers grains w ith non-—
spherical shapes or w ith projctions on their surfaces. A sm entioned In Appendix ], 4 is
proportional to the ratio of the grain geom etric cross-section to the grain volum e (assum Ing
uniform grain density). If the grains are elongated, then it would be easy to Increase this
ratio. (In reality it is the crosssection averaged over all view Ing angles that is In portant
here. However, even m odest elongations of a factor of a few would still result in a larger
average cross-section than a sphere w ith the sam e volum e.) A ematively, profctions on the
grain surface could also increase this ratio, but, since the relevant area is the cross—section
rather than the total surface area, these propctions would have to be large com pared to
the graln size. In any event, achieving an additional factor of 2 is possbl. This would
m ean that sin ple geom etric considerations could Increase the comm only used form of 4
by factors of 6 to 8. Therefore, 44 can Indeed be larger than had been previously assum ed
and could possbly explain the T ' 0 result for the O rion clouds.

Observationally, T ’ 0 isunexpected aswell g. Wu & Evans/1989;M angum et all
1999;ILis et alll2001) . A sdiscussed in the Introduction, the di erent tem perature and density
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sensitivities of the dust continuum am ission and gas line em ission can result in incorrect
Inferences of the relative dust and gas tem peratures at each point along the line of sight;
the continuum and line em ission preferentially trace di erent regions of the ISM w ithin the
sam e line of sight. In addition, in m any cases the uncertainty in the dust tem perature or
n the gas tem perature, or both, is lJarge enough that T4 = T, cannot be ruld out. In
W u & Evans (1989), for exam ple, the uncertainties in T4 wereusually 1K or 2K .The
uncertainties In T, were not explicitly listed for som e sources, but would be at Jeast about
10% due to the stated calbration uncertainty. Even though they did ocbserve two lines of
CO| J=1! 0andJ= 2! 1of*C0 | theydid not use their ratio to estinate T, ; as
shown in Figure 1 in the introduction of Paper I, this gives only a very uninteresting lower
Iim it on T, . Instead, they used the peak radiation tem perature of each line, R ayleigh-Jeans
corrected and corrected for the coan ic background, to estin ate T, . They assum ed the Ines
to be optically thick and them alized. H owever, they also in plicitly assum ed that the gas

Is the beam at the peaks of the lnes. A s we have found in the current paper, this is
not necessarily true, and m ay not be true even w ith the superior angular resolution of the
W u & Evans (1989) cbservations (@ factor of 30 to 60 am aller beam ). In addition, they used
the 60 m and 100 m observationsof IRA S.A s stated before, the 60 m eam ission su ersthe
contam Ination of em ission from stochastically heated dust grains (e€g., Desert et all (1990,
W 96). However, because the W u & Evans (1989) observations are on angular scales of 1°
to 2%, the radiation elds on such sm all size scales could be large enough that the 60 m
an ission largely com es from grains in them al equilbriuim (ie. the grains that would be
stochastically heated In a nom al interstellar radiation eld reach them al equilbriuim in a
strong radiation eld). A crude extrapolation of the trend in the data In F igure 10a of W 96
suggests that the colum n densities derived from 60 and 100 m data will agree w ith those
derived from longer wavelengths for Ty / 60K .Since T4 = 18K for the general ISRF (see
W 96, Desert et alll1990), and given that the ISRF is proportional to Td+ ‘ , then radiation

elds of at least G few 10° ensure that the 60 m am ission originates largely from
grains In them alequilbbrium . O ne ofthe sources cbserved by W u & Evans (1989), B35, has
a radiation eld ofG, ’ 30 W ol reet alll1989, and references therein), roughly an order
ofm agniude too low to exclude the likelihood of stochastically heated grains contributing
to the 60 m eam ission. Therefore, for the source B35, and probably a few others in their
list, the derived dust tem perature overestin ates the dust tem perature of the large them al
equilbriim grains. In short, their estin ates of T, are Iower lim its and their T4 values are
likely to be overestin ates (especially in the case ofB 35). A ccordingly, their conclusion that
the observations are consistent with T4 > Tk for the m a prity of their sources still does not
exclude the possibility of Tq = T, for these sam e sources.

T he sam e can be said forthe cbservations ofM angum et al. {1999). T hey observed lines
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of form aldehyde, H,CO , towards dense gas condensations In NG C 2024 in the O rion B cloud
w ith angular resolutions of 12%, 19%, and 30®. They found T, values from around 50K to
around 250K . They then com pared the derived gas T, values with the dust tem peratures
ofM ezger et all (1992), derived from the ratio of the 870 m - to the 1300 m -continuum
am ission at resolutions com parable to those of the H,CO line observations (ie. 24%® and
8%, respectively). These continuum observations inply T4 = 19K .W hile, at face value, a
di erence between a T, of 250K and a T4 of 19K may seam substantial, the uncertainties
In T, (seeTable 4 ofMangum et al.l1999) suggest that T, T4 is signi cant at levels of
only 2 to 4 . These woul ke satisfactory levels of signi cance, except that the correct
uncertainty in T, T4 must also include the uncertainty in T4 aswell | an uncertainty
that was Ignored entirely. M ezger et all. (1992) state a 20% uncertainty in their continuum

uxes, In plying an uncertainty of about 30% in the 870 m to 1300 m continuum . This
uncertainty Inpliessthat T4 = 19K isconsistent with Tg = 7K tol . (Note that, even ifwe
optin istically assum e the continuum intensity ratio uncertainty to be only 20% , the upper
limion T4 would stillbe 1 .) In other words, the continuum observations do not place any
upper lim ton T4. In fact, the di erencebetween 19K and 250K corresoonds to only a 16%
change In the 870 m /1300 m intensity ratio | a change of 05— . Therefore, again, the
observations do not exclude the possibility of Tg = T, .

In contrast, observations of giant m olcular cloud cores In the G alactic Center by
Liset all 2001) seem to genuinely rule out equal dust and gas tem peratures. They use
continuum observations at a num ber of wavelengths from 45 to 850 m and cbservations of
the m olecular lines of H,CO, CS and other m oleculs to detem ine reliablk dust and gas
tem peratures. They nd two components of dust: a wam component with T4 7 35K,
which dom fnates for < 100 m, and a cooler com ponent with T4/ 18K, which dom nates
for > 100 m . (Note that they also estim ated the radiation eld strength tobe G, ’ 500
to 1000. T herefore, the shorter wavelengths can also give reliable dust tem peratures in this
case.) The molcular gas temperatures are T, ’ 60 to 90K, implying gasdust tem pera-
ture di erence as high as about 70K . However, given the appreciabl oreground em ission
tow ards the G alactic Center and the lack of velocity inform ation from the continuum obser-
vations, contam ination of these continuum observations by such foreground em ission cannot
be ruled out. This foreground em ission would be from the dust in the G alactic disk and
has a tem perature of about 18K (Sodroskiet al.[1994). Consequently, only the 35K dust
m Ight be directly associated w ith the observed cores In the G alactic Center. The m okecules
observed have transitions w ith high critical densities (0 > 10° H, an®) and it could be
argued that the cbserved transitions are only sam pling the densest portion of the m olecular
gas. However, given that the bulk of the gas in the G alactic Center is high-density gas
Bally et all|1987), the observed transitions are probably sam pling m ost of the m olecular
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gas In the observed cloud core. Therefore, the gasdust tem perature di erence cannot be
any au aller than about 25K , but is probably an aller than 70K .

C onsidering the cbservations, we can draw an in portant conclusion about T : it seem s
that T ’ 0 is not excluded Por a weak ISRF of G < 10? and that i is exclided for a
strong ISRF . A nother possibility is that, given that the G alactic C enter represents a unique
G alactic environm ent, nding T & 0 may have m ore to do w ith other physical conditions
than sin ply the strength of the radiation eld and the gas density. N everthelkss, for now,
a good working assum ption is that T is indeed near 0 ©rG ,< 10? and that T is quite
di erent from that, ie. §Tj> 25K, ©rG,> 10°. Ifthis assum ption is correct, then T ’ 0
on muliparsec scales for m ost m okcular gas in the Galaxy, and T & 0 on these scals
in the G alactic Center or In regions w ith lJarge-scale star form ation. T his has a num ber of
consequences, Including the follow ing:

1. G alacticscale m okcular gas tam peratures are nearly doubl the tam peratures previ-
ously believed. A pplying corrections for the coam ic background and for the R ayleigh-
Jeans approxin ation, the peak radiation tem peratures ound forthe 1CO J= 1! 0
Ine in Jargescale surveys of the G alaxy (eg. Sanders et al.l1985) suggest that T,
10K .If T is indeed close to zero, then the true T | is close to that of T4 on large
scales, which isTy 20K {Sodroskiet alll1994). A s discussed in Section 3 ofPaper I
and illustrated in Figures 11, 18, 23, and 26 ofPaper I, the m olecular gas sam pled by
the'®CO J= 1! 0 lnedoesnot Ilthebeam within each velocity intervalw ithin the
line pro k, especially if the linear beam size at the source is parsecs.

2. Thegasnot com plktely 1lling thebeam in each velocity intervalm ay better explain the
X “factor. The usual explanation given for the N H,)/ICO ) factor is som e variation
of that oflD ickm an et all (1986), that m olecular clouds are virialized and that the line
w idth indicates cloud m ass and, therefore, cloud colum n density. In fact, In som e cases
the velocity-w idths of a cloud are only weakly correlated w ith colum n densities (E€9.,
see Heyer et all11996) . Consequently, a better explanation sorings from having 1lling
factors kess than uniy. This willbe discussed In a future paper W alll20070) .

3. T = 0 oconstransproposed explanations ofthe dust grain alignm ent that hasbeen cb-
served in the ISM  (H iltner1949;/H alll1949) . Forexam ple, the D avisG reenstein m echa—

nisn isthe relaxation ofparam agnetic grains soinning in am agnetic eld (D avis & G reenstein

1951). This relaxation mechanisn requires that T4 6 T, [(Jones & Spitzer|(1967).
H ow ever, there are num ber of other possible m echanian s that could explain dust grain
alignm ent that require no such di erence in tem peratures (eg. see [Lazarian et all
1997;Abbas et all.l2004, and references therein).



{26 {

T herefore, having equal gas and dust tem peratures has a num ber of Interesting conse—
quences that are not necessarily contradicted by theory or observations.

45. Cold G as/Dust

T he tw o-com ponent m asses com pared w ith those for the one-com ponent m asses iIn Ta-
bl 6 ofPaper I mmply about 60% m ore m ass of gas and dust in the G alaxy than previous
estin ates suggest. These estin ates are on the order of 5 10°M ofgas (ie. molecular
and atom ic) In the Galaxy [Damel1993;Sanders|1993). If the m odel results for O rion are
taken at face value and if these results apply to other clouds throughout the G alaxy, then
this totalgasm ass increases to about 8 10°M . This increase is due to som e positions in
com ponent 1 having tem peratures below 10K and as low as about 3K, nearly that of the
coan ic background. Such cold dust and gas em is only weakly per unitm ass, allow ing m uch
gas and dust to be \hidden" for the obsarved brightness. Indeed, Table 7 of P aper I lists the
cold gasm ass and it is about 40% of the totalm ass listed in Tabl 6 of Paper I (@dopting
Case 4 as the m ore realistic of the two listed In Tabl 7 of Paper I). A coordingly, the total
gasm ass isthe wam gasm ass increased by about 60% to allow for the cold gasm ass. Such
an increase, especially if it applies to the entire ISM of the G alaxy, is substantial and is
validity m ust be exam ined carefully.

A sm entioned in Section 3.6 ofPaper I, the existence of this cold dust and gas depends
on the basic assum ption used in the m odeling. Even if this assum ption has provided a good
physical description form ost of the points In the r,, versus T 4. plots 9. see Figures 20
and 24 of Paper I), it does not necessarily apply to all of the triangular cluster of points
from Ty’ 15to2lK andzr, ' 10to70MJy st K km ' ', especially to thosew ith
r,, 30MJy st ® km 'k'.Ihdeed, tisther,>30MJy s K km k',
T 4. = 18K pointsthat require T4 as low as 3K when the basic assum ption applies. Ifthese
high—r,,, Tqc = 18K polnts are explained by otherm eans, then such cold gas and dust m ay
notbe present. In otherwords, ket us abandon, forthem om ent, allm odels that use any form
of the basic assum ption, at least for these points. T here then exist a num ber of possibilities
forthe highr,,,, Tq. = 18K points:

TheN¥CO)= vorn® ,) isdi erent from those ofthe rest ofthe points. M odels w ith
N ¢CO)= v orn@ ,) that vary am oothly with T 4. were discussed in Subsection [3.4.
Even though such m odels have m ore di culties than m odels using the basic assum p—
tion, it does not exclude this possbility. The N ¢3C0 )= v value would be higher or
then #,) value would be Iower. Aswe saw 1n Subsection 3.4, n H,) would be as Iow
asabout 10an 3 . Figure 29 of Paper I show s that these points occurm ostly on som e
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edges of the O ron clouds. A lower density for these points is consistent w ith them be-
ing on the cloud edges. However, such low densities inply apeak T, (°CO J= 1! 0)
either barely as strong as, or asmuch as an order of m agniude weaker than, the cb—
served °CO J= 1! 0 lne strength. The other possbility of higher N (3C0 )= v

would indeed give strong 1°CO J= 1 ! 0 en ission, but impliesN ¢°CO )= v on the

cloud edges a factor of a few higher than that for the cloud central regions. This is
possible because N (3C0O )= v is not equivalent to N H ,), but still seem s som ewhat
Inplausble.

The points wih high r,, values at T4, * 18K have appreciabl em ission of dust
associated w ith atom ic hydrogen. G iven that this gas is Jargely found at som e cloud
edges, this explanation seem s reasonable; the atom ic hydrogen and its associated dust
would be found on m olecular cloud edges, thereby providing the shielding necessary for
the existence of the m olecular gas. H owever, we exam ined this in Subsection [32 and
found, based on the current data, that such am ission was not lkely to be in portant.
The H Tassociated dust contributes negligbly to the cbserved r,,, values. N onetheless,
as discussed In that section, the gas and dust of component 1 with tem peratures
between 3 and 5K m ight still be explained by H T-associated dust.

The T isdi erent forthe high—r,, , T4 = 18K points. Figure 7 of Paper I illustrates

that T varying smoothly from O to lessthan 16K (eg., ' 20K ) ocould account
for the vertical extent ofthe pointsat T4 = 18K in ther,, versus T4 plot. However,
Figure 17 of W 96 suggests that G, isonly a few and thiswould give T lss extreme
than those ofM ochizuki & Nakagawe (2000), rendering T * 16 to 20K unlkely.
Figure 7 ofPaper Talso suggeststhat T = + 14K for these points could also account
for their vertical extent. But again, this is too extrem e for the given G,. A Iso, this
T combinedwih T 4 = 18K would stillresult In cold gas, T, = 4K .A distinct T
for these points is an unlikely explanation for their high r,,, atio.

The optical depth of the'’CO J= 1! 0 lne is high for these points, while T, is
stillwellabove 3K . This allow s r,,, to be high, while cbviating the need for cold gas.
G iven that the m odels require com ponent 1 to be cold for these points (ie., T, = 3
to 10K ) and com ponent 0 to be 18K, then the m odels already require at least som e
of this gas to be optically thick in the 1*CO J= 1! 0 line and som e to be optically
thin. So, if the cbservations inply a high 13CO J= 1! 0 opticaldepth for all of the
gas, then the m odels would be in error. The gas density is near or above the critical
density of the 1°CO J= 1! 0 transition, so the line is close to LTE . C onsequently,
the®co J= 1! 0=%CO J= 1! 0 intensity ratio is a good estin ate of the optical
depth of 1°CO J= 1! 0. This ratio for these points is about 03 | signi cantly less
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than unity. T herefore, at Jeast som e gas is indeed optically thin in 1°CO J= 1! 0,
agreem ent w ith the m odels.

A Jower'3CO abundance or a higher dust-to-gas ratio for these points could account or
thehigh r,,, values. A coordingly, X (°C0 ) would be factors of 2 to 3 ower orx, would
be sin ilar factors higher. There is no cbservational evidence for large changes in the
13C 0 abundance orthe dust-to-gasm ass ratio. N evertheless, them odels of W arin et al.
(1996) suggest that selective photodissociation of1°C O reduces its abundance by factors
of 2 or 3 near m okecular cloud surfaces. If the triangular cluster of points in the ¢,
versus T 4 plot were a ected by this reduced X (3C0 ), then correcting to the \nom al"
abundance would bring these points down by factorsof2 to 3. Thiswould Increase the
low er tem perature lim it of the cold gas. The bend In the m odel curve from vertical to
horizontal occurs m ore or less at the bottom of the triangular cluster and m ore or lss
for a com ponent-1 tem perature of 7K . C onsequently, correcting for a possibke reduced
13C0 abundance could possibly bring the lIower tem perature lin it up to slightly less
than 7K.

A sin ilar possibility would be an am issivity enhancam ent of the dust: the dust m ass
absorption coe cient, ie. at 240 m, would be unusually large, by factors of 2
to 3, for these points. For example, a resonance In the dust absorption spectrum
at 240 m could produce an Increase In at 240 m . However, an Increase by the
sam e factor would be needed at 140 m in order to m aintain T4, at about 18K . This
resonance feature would be at least 100 m wide. This is very unlkely. Instead of
a resonance, dust with opacities 2 to 3 tim es higher than nom al dust at all FIR
wavelengths is su cient. Dwek (2004), for exam pl, discusses dust grains w ith far-
IR opacities orders of m agnitudes higher than the classical silicate, graphite grains.
M ixing a very am all portion of such grains w ith classical grains could give a m ix w ith
an e ective farR opaciy easily factorsof2 to 3 higher than considered here. H ow ever,
the observations require the opacity to increase as the r,, value Increases tow ards the
top ofthe triangular cluster. Inhcreasing opacity at farIR wavelengths increases cooling
as well. Consequently, there would be an obvious overall trend to lower and lower
140 m /240 m color tem perature asr,, increased | resulting in a triangular cluster
whose peak would be noticeably skewed towards lower ocolour tem peratures. This
is not cbserved. Increasing the fAardR em issivity whik keeping the 140 m /240 m
color tem perature constant requires having another warmm er com ponent m ixed in that
dom inates the dust continuum em ission. But this is nothing m ore than the origihal
tw o-com ponent m odels that have been used up to this point. A Iso, grains w ith such
high arIR eam issivities arem ore likely to be responsble for such low dust tem peratures
(ie. about 3 { 5K) rather than rul them out.
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Yet another possbility is that points towards the peak of the triangular cluster are
dom Inated by a com ponent w ith a large value ofr,,, and T 4. around 18K . In temm s of
the tw o-com ponent m odelsdiscussed in the current w oxk, this isequivalent to lncreasing
the param eter ¢ for the peak of the trangular cluster.

Tt seem s that at least som e altematives to cold dust and gas m ay exist. O verall, however,
the evidence is far from convincing. In addition, sin ply abandoning the basic assum ption
Jeads to ad hoc interpretations. This is probably unjusti ed given the success of the basic
assum ption, and is associated m odels, at accounting for the overall trend In the data; the
basic assum ption and the m odels should not be so lightly discarded.

Can we explain the data w ithout such cold dust and gas and still use the m odels and
the basic assum ption? In other words, is there som e unexplored region of param eter space
that pem its a higher lIower lin it on the dust and gas tem perature of com ponent 1? The
answ er is yes, but the changes are not dram atic. The ower Iim it to T, | and T 4; depends on
the position of the \com ponent-0 point". T hat is, the physical param eters of com ponent 0
are constant In every respect and therefore represent a single point in the r,, versus T ¢
plot. In contrast, the gas and dust tem peratures of com ponent 1 vary spatially, whilke the
other param eters are held constant, and therefore the param eters of com ponent 1 represent a
locus of points In thisplot. T he position of the com ponent-0 point is just above the vertical
section of the plotted tw o-com ponent m odel curve. W hen the r,, ofthe com ponent-0 point
is higher than the apex of the triangular cluster, then the lower 1im it on T4; is higher. In
fact, this ower lim i is roughly given by T 4; on them odel curve at the apex position. Hence,
the relevant param eter space area is where the com ponent-0 point has higher r, . This is
easily accom plished by reducing the *C0O abundance of com ponent 0 only by a factor of
2. D oing this, and re tting the two-com ponent m odels, raises the com ponent-0 point from
r,, | 65 to about 110M Jy st ® km 'y!. However, sinply keeping the *CO
abundance xed at itsusualvalue and restricting ¢, tobe 1 results in even higherr,,, for
the com ponent-0 point. In spite ofthem ore prom ising position ofthispoint, T 4; at the apex
of the trangular cluster changes only by about 0 5K . Ifwe truncate the m odel curve above
the T4q; = 5K poinnt (ie. ram ove the tam peratures ower than this), and kesping T 0K
tokeep T,, 5K aswell, then the ? increases from 5.6 to 8.1, an increase excluded by the
F—test at a con dence level of m ore than 90% . A coordingly, raising the com ponent-0 point
to higher r,, merely stretches the vertical section of the curve between T4 = 28K and
T41 " 5K . Consequently, we only Increase the lower Iim it on T4; from about 3K to about
35K . In short, there is no com pelling evidence that rules out cold dust and gas.

P revious evidence for cold dust or gas is not com pelling either, but does nonethe-
less com e from a w ide variety of observations (eg., [Reach et alll1995; M erluzzi et al.[1994;
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R istorcelli et all|1998) . In addition, there is evidence for gas that had been previously unde-
tected (€g.,/Reach et alll1998;/C uillandre et alll2001).Reach et all (1995) ussd COBE /FIRAS
continuum data w ith cbserved wavelengths from 104 m to 2mm to infer a w idesoread cold
com ponent w ith dust tem peratures 4 to 7K . This com ponent is found at all G alactic lati-
tudes from the G alactic plane to the G alactic poles. |ILagache et al. {199€) reexam ined the
FIRA S data and concluded that the cold com ponent ofReach et all (1995) was not needed;
the coldest com ponent necessary was at about 15K .[Finkbeiner et all {1999), in yet another
exam ination of the FIRA S data, concluded that the colder com ponent has a tem perature
of about 9K .M erluzziet all. (1994) found a cold com ponent w ith a tem perature of either
15K or 7K, depending on whether the spectral em issivity ndex, , was 1.1 or 2, resoec—
tively. R istorcelli et all (1998) am ed w ith continuum observations in four wavelength bands
(ie., 180240, 240340, 340-560, 560-1050 m ) discovered a \cold condensation" close to the
O rion Nebula w ith a tem perature 0o£f125 3K .Thisisnot ascold asthe 3 to 10K m aterdal
discussed here, but nevertheless show s that dust w ith tem peratures signi cantly lower than
the 18K expected for dust heated prin arily by the general ISRF ispossble. In contrast to
these previous papers, the current paper nfers a cold com ponent (ie. T’ 3 to 10K ) w ithout
bene t of ongwavelength (ie. > 1mm) continuum data. T he long-wavelength data ussd
here isthe 2.7mm *CO J= 1! 0 spectralline in em ission.

Ifwe acoept for them om ent that a cold com ponent w ith tem peratures of 3 to 10K does
Indeed exist w thin the O ron clouds, then the obvious question ishow can such cold gasand
dust exist w ithout being strongly a ected by the general ISRF or local stars? Reach et all
{1999) discuss a num ber of possibl explanations in the context of cold dust throughout the
G alaxy, epecially In high—latitude clouds. W e revisit som e of the proposed explanations of
Reach et all (1995), but in the context of the O ron clouds:

Shielding from the Interstellar Radiation Field. A slReach et all {1995) point out, atten—
uating the heating rate by a factor of 10° requires a m inin um absorption equivalent to
A, = 20m ag M athiset alll1983). G iven that the radiation eld isproportionalto Tg
and that T4 = 3to 10K isthe cold dust tam perature range, then attenuation factorsof
roughly 30 to 5 10 are necessary. T his then requiresm ininum absorptions equivalent
toA,’ fewmagto A, considerably m ore than 20m ag M athiset all|l1983). These
correspond to colum n densities ofa few  10*' tomorethan 3 10 H nuclei am?.
Overmuch of their area, the O rion clouds have N H ) closer to the form er value. Con—
sequently, shielding m ight explain the T4 = 10K m aterdal, but is unlkely to explain
the really cold m aterial (T4 5K). Also, since m ost of this cold m aterdal is on the
cloud edges, shielding probably w ill not account for the cold dust and gas suggested
by the m odels.
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Fractal G rains. A s previously m entioned, grains with enhanced subm illin eter/F IR
am ission relative to UV /visble absorption, like the iron needles discussed by Dwek
{2004) or fractalgrains (seelReach et alll1995, and references therein), can have tem —
peratures near that of the coan ic badkground. [Reach et al. (1999) state that fractal
gralnsm ay have greatly reduced m ass for the given absorption cross-section; the 60%
upw ard correction to the single-com ponent m ass would be revised considerably down-—
ward. In addition, fractalgrainsm ay also have a reduced volum e for the given geom et—
ric cross-section, pem itting T ’ 0, as discussed previously (see also Appendix [R]).

Very Large G rains. D ust grains larger than the F IR wavelengths that they em it do so
very e clently and, therefore, coolvery e cilently. [Reach et all (1995) nd that the
size distrloution of these grains m ust stespen beyond that of the powerJaw index of

35 ofiM athiset al. (1977) to explain their cbservations. T his stespening prevents a
dust-to-gas m ass ratio m uch higher than observed; the powerJdaw index of 35 out
to amaximum grain radiis of 100 m increases the dust-togasm ass ratio by m ore
than an order ofm agnitude. In addition, the current work requires the cbserved grains
to have a Jarge geom etric cross-section to volum e ratio, thereby ruling out such large
gralns being the buk ofthe cold dust.

LongW avelength Em issivity Enhancam ent. Reach et all (1995) suggest that an en-
hancem ent of the continuum em issivity at ’ 800 m oould explain their observations
Instead of som e hypothetical cold dust. O bviously, this explanation does not apply to
the current paper because the m odels have been applied to 240 m continuum data
and 2.7mm soectral line data. If the cold m aterial predicted by the m odels for the
O rion clouds is Indeed ubiguitous In the G alaxy, then thelReadch et all (1995) proposed
enhancem ent of the long-wavelength continuum em issivity cannot rule it out.

O fthe explanations given above, fractalgrailnsm ay be the m ost feasble.

T hus the observations neither com pltely exclude nor strongly support the existence of
cold dust and gas (ie. T’ 3 to 10K) in the O ron clouds nor a w idespread presence in the
G alaxy asawhole. T he Jeast unlkely alternative to dust and gas at tem peratures of 3{5K is
probably that m entioned in Subsection [32: the additionalem ission ofdust grains associated
w ith atom ic hydrogen. N evertheless, it seem s lkely that cold m aterialw ith tem peratures of
7 to 10K does exist In the O rion cluds. If cold dust and gas exist in the ISM in general
w ith tem peratures of 3 to 10K, then fractal dust grains or iron needles m ay be the m ost
credible reason and the 60% upward correction to the G alactic ISM s m ass due to this cold
m aterialm ight be revised downward substantially. T his downward revision is also necessary
if the m aterial at tem peratures of 3 to 7K is really an artefact due to the other e ects just
described.
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4.6. TheM illim eter C ontinuum to 3CO J= 1! 0 Ratio as a Tem perature
D iagnostic

G iven that we can now characterize the I 240 m)=I¢CO J= 1! 0) rato as a
fiinction of physical param eters like the tem perature, continuum and *CO J= 1! 0 cb-
servations can constrain the tem perature of the dust and m olecular gas. In particular, using
only ground-based observations to achieve such a constraint is advantageous. C onsequently,
we exam Ine one particular representative case: using the I(1300 m y/Ico Jg=11! 0)
ratio | hereafter, r_ | to estin ate the dust tem perature, T 4.

To this end, the sinulations describbed previously in Paper II were used to generate
amodel 1300 m ocontihuum map. The adopted m ass absorption coe cient at 1300 m,
(1300 m ), was detemm ined from the adopted (100 m) of40an? ¢ and scaling by
r = 2,yiedinhg (1300 m)= 40am? d  (100=1300)2 or024an? g . To adopt
a reasonabl noise Jlevel, we note that current bolom eters can achieve an m s noise value of
2M Jy st fra l-hour integration in a 15®beam at wavelength of450 m (O .Hughes, priv.
comm .). A ssum ing a noise proportionalto ? and, depending on the integration tin e and
spatial averaging of the cbservations, a noise levelof 0.075M Jy st at 1300 m ispossble.
T herefore, this m s noise kevel is adopted for the simulated 1300 m map. The simulated
1300 m continuum m ap was divided by the smulated 1°CO J= 1! 0m ap to produce the
r,,, map. Figure[d show s the resultant sin ulated r. , values plotted against the sin ulated
T 4. values | the 140 m /240 m oolor tem perature. This color tem perature is, of course,
not directly relevant to 1300 m observations, but is incluided in Figure[d to pem it easy
com parison w ith the standard r,, versus T 4. plots used throughout the current paper.

T he upper panel of F igure[4 show s that r,,,, is not usefil as a tem perature diagnostic
fordust color tem peraturesof 15 to 30K ; given that the vertical spread ofthe data points
is about the size of the vertical error bars, we cannot unambiguously associate each 1,
wih a singlke T4.. The tam perature dependence is weak in this range, because both the
continuum and lne observations are close to the Raylkigh-deans lim it. This im plies that
neither com ponent’s em ission w ill overw heln Ingly dom inate over the other’s for a larger
range of tem perature di erences between the two com ponents. In contrast, at = 240 m
and In the 3 to 30K range of dust physical tem peratures, com ponent 1 goes from being
overw helm ingly dom inated by to overw helm Ingly dom inating the com ponent-0 em ission. At

= 13mm , com ponent-1 goes from being dom nated by only factors ofa few to dom inating
by only a factorof 2. A coordingly, com bined em ission ofthe two com ponents has a narrow
range of brightnesses.

In contrast, the Iower panel of F igure [4 dem onstates that r,,, can indeed be a tem -
perature diagnostic. T his plot show s the m odel curve up to tem peratures of 200K , and the
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sinulated m ap data points :n the lower kft comer. The curve goes from nearly at (ie.
slope near 0) for T4’ 15 to 30K to a power law w ith

2300 / Té:4 (3)
above a threshold of
r,,> 05MJdy st K km "k’ and T4> 50K : )

N ote that T4 can serve In place of T 4. for high tem peratures, because the e ect of com -
ponent 0 is negligble in this lin i£.) Therefore, ., is a usefil tem perature diagnostic for
tem peratures above about 50K orr,,6 above 05MJy s (K km ')k'.Als, above
this threshold the tam perature sensitivity ncreases w ith increasing tem perature. This isnot
quite as strong as the Tg rise expected in the LTE, high-tem perature lm i, but is de nitely
m uch better high-tem perature sensitivity than for the ratio of two rotational lines ofCO or
for the ratio oftwo continuum bands.

N aturally, the real situation is considerably m ore com plicated than sin ply reading the
tem perature from thisone curve thatm ay apply only to the O rion clouds. A swe recall, there
are a num ber of physical param eters that a ect thiscurve: T 4, N—floc, CyyNeoy N_lec' Neg, T,

r ),x,,andN H I)/N H;). Before we exam ine how variations of these param eters e ect
the m odel curve, the curve In Figure[4 is adopted as the nom inal curve. The T4 inferred
from an cbserved 1, , using thisnom inalcurve we callthe nom inalT4 . Then the question is
how the true T4 di ers from the nom nalT 4 due to physical param eters di ering from their
nom ihalvalues (see the \Input Values" colum n ofTable 1 ofPaper IT) .A reasonable goalisa
tem perature estin ate w ithin a factor of 2 ofthe true tem perature for those \hot spots" where
L., isabove the threshold valueof05M Jy s¢ (K km ' ' . Ifwe vary the com ponent-0
param eter values (ie. the rst four param eters listed above), then the true T 4 stays w ithin
a factor of 2 of the nom inal T4 In m ost cases. Speci cally, varying T 4o from values lower
than nom inalto doublk this, CON—f]OC from factors 10 orm ore lower (since this represents the
optically thin lim i), and ny from 10an ® to 10°an °® and higher (since this represents the
LTE Im i) changes r,,, by only 5-/% . Equivalently, the true T4 di ers from the nom hal
valie by 7-10% , wellw ithin the desired factor of 2. T here are two potentialdi culties. O ne
Nfloc istw o orders ofm agnitude higher than the nom inalvalue, then thetruer,, , is80%
Jlower than isnom nalvalue. In practice this would not be a problem because the cbserved
r.,, would be low enough that this observed position would not be identi ed as a hot spot;
there would be no false positives in the search for hot spots. N evertheless, any false hot soot
is easily identi able w ith supplem ental cbservations ofthe J= 1! 0 line ofC*%0 or!?CO;
the C*®0=°C0O intensity ratio would identify the position as having high 13cO J= 1! 0
opacity. The ¥*c0=?C0O intensity ratio could be used sin ilarly, but C*0=*C0 would be

isifg
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m ore reliable given that the corresponding abundance ratio isw ithin an order ofm agniude
of unity. Another potential di culty is that, even though varying n o over m any orders of
m agnitude hasa negligbl e ecton r,,,, HrTq. 50K, ny aslow asl0an ® can raise the
sour of data points at T4 7 18K (see F igureld) by about 70% . A ccordingly, the threshold
listed above, expressions [4), is raised to

r,,> 085MJy s¢ K km 'k’ and T4> 60K : 5)

D ensities as Jow as 10an ° are probably unlkely, so threshold [3) is probably unnecessary.
N evertheless, it can be used if extra caution is desired.

Varying the com ponent-1 param eters N—fj and ng resuls in the true T4 being up to
a factor of 5 an aller than the nomihal T4. The N—f/l valie was Increased by an order of
m agnitude or decreased sin ilarly (orm ore because this is the optically thin Iin it). At the
sam e tin e, the ny value was decreased to 100am ® (again assum ing that densities as low
as10an ° are unlikely) and increased to 10°an ® (orm ore because this is the LTE lin i).
O ver m ost of this param eter space the true T4 stayed within a factor of 2 of the nom inal
T4. However, the combination of n,; as Iow as 100an 3 and N—vl an order of m agnitude
largergives a true T 4 up to a factor of 5 an aller than the nom inalT 4. This low tem perature
case can be identi ed by observing the 3CO J= 2 ! 1 linhe. I the nom inal case, the
ratio I°CO Jg= 2! 1)=I¢*cO J= 1! 0) variesbetween 19 and 34 for T, = 50 to
200K . In this high=<, Jow-ng case, I(°CO J= 2! 1)=I(°CO J= 1! 0) is05to 0.7.
Supplem ental continuum observations help aswell. The I 450 m )=I (1300 m ) ratio, for
exam ple, is sensitive to tem peraturesup to T4 / 60K Pora ux ratio uncertainty of 20% .

C onsequently, the observed T (450 m )=I (1300 m ) ratio placesa lowerlim it on Ty4.

Considering variationsin T, the detem Ination of T 4 is ram arkably insensitive to such
variations. Forexam ple, T could range from 80K to+ 80K and thetrue T 4 isstillw ithin
about 20% ofthe nom malTy. O fcoourse, the T, would be quite di erent from T4 In that
case.For T = 80K,theT , iseven higherthan a nom malT 4 that was already high; this
T, isstillwithin a factorofroughly 2 ofthenom malT4.For T = +80K,T , isquite amall
The I(°CO J= 2! 1)=I(CO J= 1! 0) ratb is ow in this case, but i is di cuk to
distinguish this case from the low T 4, Jow density case described in the previous paragraph
using only this CO -line ratio. Using the I (450 m )=I (1300 m ) ratio in conjinction with
theI3co J= 2! 1)=I#CO J= 1! 0)may provide su cient infom ation to distinguish
thishigh-T 4, Iow-T, case from the low-T 4, low density case.

D ealing with anom alous values of the ram aining param eters | cr ), x,, and
NHIH/N H,) | is problem atic but still possible. If a source (@ m olcular cloud or part
of another galaxy) ism apped in T (1300 m) and 3*CO J= 1! 0, then them ajprity of the

positions probably have roughly constant values for these param eters; the m a prity of these
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positions would also have sin ilar values of r;, , . For exam pk, it is easy to in agine that the
m olecular clouds In another galaxy have an unusually high or low dust-to-gas ratio, ie. high
or low X, , com pared w ith such clouds in our G alaxy. O rwe can in agine a cloud that has a
non-negligble lJayer of atom ic gas (ie. nonnegligble N H I)/N H,)). In cases such as these,
the r,,, value itself would not be in portant, but that value in relation to the \average" r,

values for the cbserved source. The hot spots are identi ed as those wih r,,,, values lJarge
com pared to the typical value for the source. If, Instead, such hot spots are not due to ele—
vated tem peratures but unusual , x,,and/orN #H I)/N H,) values, then such \hot spots"

would still be Interesting: they represent positions w ith unusual properties. Speci cally
dentifying those unusual properties would involre the supplem ental cbservations described
above | usig the I°CO J= 2! 1)=I¢°CO J= 1! 0) and I 450 m)=I (1300 m)

ratios | and other cbservations when possible.

A ddressing the various points m entioned above, the llow ng is a plausble cbserving
pln:

1. First map the 1300 m continuum and the *CO J= 1! 0 lne. The mapriy of
points establish the typicalr,.,, valie forthe source. Any pointsw ith high r,, , values,
above som e threshold that applies to the source, would be hot spots to be earm arked
for further cbservations and study. The r, , values for these hot spots will provide a
tam perature estin ate to w ithin a factor of 2 in the m a prity of cases.

2.Map the®C0 J= 2! 1lne. TheI(®cOo g=2"! 1)=I*c0o J= 1! 0) ratio can
help con m whether the hot soots are indeed hot.

3.Map the450 m (orshorter) continuum . TheI (450 m )=I (1300 m ) ratio isa further
check on the tem perature and can, In som e cases, check whether T = 0 ornot.

4.Map theC® J= 1! 0lne. TheIC?®0 J=1"! 0)=I¢c0 J= 1! 0) ratio can
con m that *CO J= 1! 0 is ndeed optically thin, thereby firther checking the
tem perature inferred from ther, , ofthehot spots. Even though the'’CO J= 1! 0is
expected to be optically thin on m ultiparsec scales, as in the O ron clouds, veri cation
of this can rule out other possibilities.

A 11 of these observations are possbl from the ground.

O bviously, this is only one proposed observing plan out of m any possibilities. Sin ilar
plans could be devised using other continuum wavelengths and other rotational lines. Two
such alematives would be the I (2700 m)=I(°CO J= 1! 0) ratio orthe
I (1300 m)=If*CO J= 2! 1) ratio. This is rediscovering the line-to-continuum (sin i
larly, the continuum -to-line) ratio or the equivalent w idth, but form illin eter-or
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subm illin eterwave m olecular lnes. Such equivalent w idths are comm only used at visbl,
Infrared, and centim eter wavelengths for nferring the physical properties of H IT regions
{0 sterbrodk 11989; Spitzer|1978) . Likew ise, the equivalent w idths ofm illim eter-wave m olec—
ular lines can provide in portant physical insights into m olecular clouds (ie. H, regions).

N evertheless, the 1*CO J= 1! 0 line has a big advantage over higher rotational lines
of 13C0O : rehtive sensitivity to physical param eters like density and colim n density per
velocity Interval. This is why the r,,, ratio can offen predict T4 to within a factor of 2,
despite varying nH,) and N (*CO )= v by orders of m agnitude. At the very least, this
m ethod potentially places a realistic and interesting upper lin it on dust and m olecular gas
tam peratures.

5. Conclusions

Far-nfrared continuum data from theD IRBE instrum ent aboard the COBE spacecraft
were combined with °CO J= 1 ! 0 spectral line data from the Nagoya 4-m telescope
to nfer the largescale (ie. 5 to 100pc) physical conditions in the O rion m olec—
ular clouds. The 140 m /240 m dust color tem peratures, T4, were com pared wih the
240 m/PCO J= 1! 0 intensity ratios, r,,,, to constrain dust and m olecular gas physical
conditions. In addition, such a com parson provides valuable insights into how the ratio of
F IR /subm illin eter/m illin eter continuum to that of a 3CO (or C*®0) rotational line can
constrain tem perature estin ates of the dust and m olecular gas. For exam ple, ratios of rota—
tional lines or ratios of continuum em ission in di erent wavelength bands often cannot place
realistic upper lim its on gas or dust tem perature, whereas the continuum -to-line ratio can
place such lim its.

T wo-com ponentm odels ttheO rion data best. O ne com ponenthasa xed-tem perature
and represents the gas and dust towards the surface of the clouds and is heated prin arily
by a kiloparsscscale interstellar radiation eld, referred to here as the general ISRF . The
other com ponent has a spatially varying tem perature and represents gas and dust towards
the interior of the clouds that can be both shielded from the general ISRF and heated by
local stars. The m odel results and their in plications are as follow s:

1) The inferred physical conditions are consistent w ith those derived from the large-scale
ocbservationsofthe J= 2! landJ= 1! O linesof?CO byl|Sakam oto et all (1994).

2) At krast two gas (dust) tem peratures are needed on the m a prity of sightlines through
m olcular clouds for reliably estin ating colum n densities. This is supported by the
work oflSchnee et al. (2006).
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3) Thedustgastemperaturedi erence, Ty T, or T,is0K towihin 1 or 2K .Ifthis
result applies m ore generally to the G alacticscale m olecular ISM , except for unusual
regions such as the G alactic Center, then there are a num ber of im plications:

{ Dustgasthem alcoupling is factors of 5 to 10 stronger than hasbeen previously
assum ed. Sudh factors m ay be due to the distrbution of dust grain sizes and
grains w ith larger cross-section to volum e ratios than that ofa sin ple sphere.

{ Galacticscalem oleculargastem peratures are closer to 20K than to 10K , because
the an ission from the CO rotationallines, even the optically thick 2CO J= 1! 0
line, doesnot 1lthe beam w ithin the velocity interval about the line peak.

{ This CO em ission that does not 1l the beam provides a better explanation of
the N H,)/I(CO) conversion factor or X “factor. D iscussion of this is deferred to
a later paper W alli2007k).

{ Havihg T nearly 0 constrains which m echanian s explain dust grain alignm ent
In the ISM . A negligbl dustgas tem perature di erence rules out the D avis-
G reenstein alignm entm echanism , but not otherpossiblem echanisn s (seelLazarian et all
1997;Abbas et all.l2004, and references therein).

4) Roughly 40{50% ofthe ISM In Orion is cold (ie. 10K) to very cold (ie. down to
3K ) dust and gas. A coordingly, there is roughly 60% m ore gas and dust in O rion than
Inferred from sin ple one-com ponent m odels. Thism ay also I ply a sim ilar Increase n
the estin ated m ass of entire G alactic ISM . Fractaldust grains (seeReach et all[1995,
and references therein) or iron needles D wek [2004) m ay explain the low tem peratures
ofthis gas and dust and, at the sam e tin e, m ay acoount for the high dust-gas them al
coupling needed to explain T ’ 0K .Neverthelkss, altemative explanations that do
not require cold dust and gas cannot be ruled out; the least unlkely of these other
explanations is a contrlbution to the 240 m continuum em ission ofthe dust associated
w ith atom ic hydrogen. The data suggest that the e ect of the H T-associated dust is
negligble, but still m ight pem it raising the lower tem perature 1im it of this cold gas
and dust from 3 to 5K.

The m odel param eter values derived from the ts to the r,, versus T4 plots were
used to create sinulated 1300 m continuum and *CO J = 1 ! 0 lihe maps. These
sin ulated m aps tested whether the m illin eter continuum to *CO J= 1! 0 lnhe inten-
sity ratio could constrain tem perature estin ates of the dust and m okcular gas. The ratio
I (1300 m)=I¢*cO J=1"! 0),orr,,, was ound to estin ate the dust tem perature to
within a factor of 2 In m ost cases, provided that r,,, was higher than a threshold level of
05MJy st (K km !x!. Supplmentalobservations ofthe*cO J= 2! 1 line and
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shorter wavelength continuum would con m the high tem peratures in these high-r,,,, \hot
soots". T he results here can be easily generalized to other continuum wavelengths and other
rotational lnes, even pem itting interpretation of m illin eter and subm illin eter m olecular
line equivalent w idths. A nd this is entirely possble w ith only ground-based observations.

The fi1ll potential of using m illin eter continuum and *°CO (or C*®0) rotational line
com parisons has yet to be realized.
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A. TheE ectofGrain Size on G asG rain Therm alC oupling

Burke & Hollenbadi (1983) describe the heat transfer rate from the gas to the dust (or
vice versa) as

1
8KT,
gd: nﬁzngr gr m T (2k)(‘I|K Td) ; (Al)

H2

where n , and n  are the number densities of hydrogen m olecules and dust grains, respec—
tively, . isthegrain geom etric cross-sectionalarea, T, isthe gaskinetic tem perature, T 4 is

the dust grain tem perature, m,, isthem ass of the hydrogen m olecule, and | isthe accom -

H2
m odation coe cient. This coe cient is a m easure of how well the tem perature of the gas

particles that have collided w ith the dust grains accom m odate to that of the grain surface
Burke & Hollenbadh [1983). Note that then,, and m , in this expression replace the n,

2 H2

and m, in expression 9 ofBurke & Hollenbadi (1983) because the colliders considered here
are hydrogen m okcules.) Ifwe sin plistically assum e ddentical grains, then

n._m
x, = = @2)

nHZmHZ

or
X n . m
_ da* 2" H2 .
n, = ——— ; A 3)
m
gr
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wherem  is them ass of a single dust grain. A ssum ing spherical grains of uniform density,
o0 YEQS

m = — a @Ad4)

and

o S @5)

where a is the grain radius. Expression [A4) substituted into B 3) gives

3 Xd nH Zm H2
n = _———m 6
e @6)
and m ultiplying the above by A F) yields
n — E Xd nH Zm H2 . (A 7)
gr gr 4 a °

gr

N ote that expression [A7) is nearly identical to expression (5) ofiG oldsam ith (2001); he also
Included a Q -correction factor that is not necessary here because we are only concemed
w ith the geom etric cross-section and not the absorption cross-section. Note also that [A7)
is proportional to the grain cross—section to volum e ratio. (In reality, it is the grain cross—
section to m ass ratio that is relevant, but, for a uniform grain density, this is equivalent to
a proportionality to the cross-section to volum e ratio.) Substituting A7) nto RAI) yields

1
3 8’m,, * X, 1
gd T 3 n' (T Ta)T : @A8)
2 T a o H2 K K
Putting in the physical constants In ogs units gives
X 1
g = 741 10 . —-nl @, TaT @9

gr

Goldan ith (2001) adopted the follow ing values for the dust param eters: x, = 001, _ =
2g a®,and a= 17 10° an . Note that|Goldsnith (2001) apparently adopted
a= 17 107 an 3, but this is near the lower lin it of the dust grain size range (see
D esert et all1990). A lso, and m ore In portantly, that value of a is inconsistent w ith the
num erical coe cients in the expressions for 4. Fhally, a = 17 10° an ® was the

actual intended dust grain radius G oldam ith, priv. comm .).] The recom m ended value of

the accomm odation coe cient is | = 03 [Burke & Hollenbad|1983). C onsequently,
1
_ 33 2 T, °* .
ga= 20 10 n (T, Ta) 10K ; A 10)

asper/Goldan ith (2001).
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However, as stated in Section [4.4, 4 must be factors of 5 to 10 larger to explain the
cbservations. This is achieveable using a m ore realistic treatm ent of grain sizes in deriving
ga - Speci cally, a range of grain sizesm ust be considered instead of sim plistically adopting
a single radius. For exam ple, D esert et all (1990) suggest that a = 15 to 110nm for the
big them al equilbriuim grains. Consequently, the 170nm adopted by |G oldan ith (2001) is
clearly too large; instead, som e appropriately weighted mean of 15nm and 110nm is the
m ost realistic choice forthe a in expression [A9J). From the work ofM athis et al. (1977) we
know that

n,@ = ka’® ; @11)

where n  (a)da is the num ber density of grains w ith radiibetween a and a+ da and k, isa

nom alizing constant. The k, is found from 7

a’m ax
n, (ot) = Xk, a**da @®12)
a

m in

with n_ (tot) as the number density of all the grains and corresponds to then in [A2) and
R3).From [A12), k, can be expressed as

k, = ng (ot) k : A13)

0

k, is another constant of the distribbution and depends on a_, and a__, . Its exact form is

not relevant to the derivation here, but is nonetheless given below for com pleteness:
(am in am ax )2:5
k1 = 25 W . (A 14)

To include the e ect of the range of grain sizes on g, the n,, , I equation BI) must
be replaced with n, toth  @)i ,whereh  (@)i, isthe grain cross-section after averaging
over the size distrbution. T hus,

n, (tothh (a)j_a = n, @) (@) da : A 15)

a

m in

gr

a0:5 a0:5

2 k n (tot) (—)5“5 j @1e)

m in Tm ax

where equations A11), A 5), and B13) were used. Then_ (tot) on the right side m ust now
be expressed in tem s ofthem olecular gasdensity, n,, . T his can be done using an expression
analogous to that of [AJ) that uses the range of dust sizes:

d”"H2 H2

n, (totm, @i, = x,n,m ; @17)

or
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n, @m f(@)da = x,n . m

gr

a

m in

Applying equations (A 4), B11), and B13) yields

a'm ax

0:5 _
3 o1, (EOt) Ky . a ~“da = xn. . m_

Integrating and solving forn_, (tot) gives us

_tot — 3anH2mH2 . (Al8)
ngr( ) = ) k(a05 a05) .

gr 71 m ax m in

Substituting A 18) into the right side of A 16) yields
' 3 Xd I1H Zm H2
n, (Oh, @i, = ;= @ 19)

eff gr

where
a @ . a ) : (A 20)

ef f m in Tm ax

Equation [A19) replaces the n, . thatappearsin A1), yielding an expression nearly iden—
ticalto A 8) and [B9), except that a is replaced with a ., . Therefore, the relevant grain
radius In the expressions or 4 (eg9. equation A 9) is the geom etric m ean of the m inin um
and m axinum grain sizes (ie., equation [A 20).

Thea , and a, _, should be those for the big grains, rather than for the full range of
dust sizes that also include the V SG s (very an allgrains) and the PAH s (polycyclic arom atic
hydrocarbons) (g. seelDesert et alll1990). The big grains are in them al equillbbrium and
are the grains observed with the 140 m and 240 m D IRBE obsarvations. A ccording to
Desert et all (1990), thea, , and a, _, are 15 and 110nm , respectively, for the big grains.
Thisgivesa ., = 41lnm and Increases ¢ by a factor of 42. The full range of sizes over
all grains, ie. a,, = 0¥4nm and a,,, = 110nm, results n a,, = 6%6nm and g is
Increased by a factor of26. H owever, there are at least two problem sw ith using the full size
range of grains. O ne is that, as m entioned above, only the big grains are relevant to the
cbservations discussed here. T he second is that the treatm ent above in plicitly assum es that,
w ithin the grain size distrdbution, only the grain size changes; other grain properties, such
as grain density and shape, are assum ed constant despite changing grain size. For exam pl,
going from [A17) to [A18) assumes that _, is independent ofa. This is likely to be a bad
approxin ation for the full size range, especially when grain type vares w ith grain size 9.,
seeD esert et alll1990) . T herefore, the factorof 42 increase In oy is appropriate when only

considering the big grains.

A few ocorrections should be considered before using that factor of 42. G iven that
only the big grains were used, we must correct for not using the fill population of dust
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grains. Speci cally, the dusttogas m ass ratio used must be replaced by the m ass ratio
of the dust In big grains to that of the gas. The grain densities and sizes in D esert et all
(1990) in ply that the big grains represent 76% of the m ass of the dust. However, a m ore
approprate accom m odation factor is necessary for the low dust and gas tem peratures that
considered here. This suggests that | is 04 Instead 0of 0.3 (seeBurke & Hollenbad 1983).
A ccordingly, Increasing the accom m odation factor w hilke decreasing the dust-to-m ass ratio by
sim ilar am ounts gives an overall correction of nearly uniy (In fact it is about 0.9). A nother
possible correction, or at least uncertainty, is the density adopted for the big grains. W hike
Golsn ith (2001) adopts _, = 2g an’,Desert et all (1990) use3g an’ Prthebiggrains.
T his Jatter density brings the 4 2 factor down to about 3.

In conclusion, considering a realistic range of grain sizes Increases the gasgrain them al
coupling by factors of about 3 to 4.
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Fig.1.| Plotsofthe 140 m /240 m dust color tem perature versus the ratio of the atom ic
gas to m olecular gas colum n densities, N H I)=2N {#H ,), appear above. T he upper two panels
show these plots for the one-com ponent, IVG m odels. The lower two panels are for the
tw o-com ponent, two-subsam ple, LVG m odels. T he panels on the kft include the error bars,
while the panels on the right exclude the error bars. The curves in the panels on the right
represent hypothetical cases where the dust associated w ith the m olecular gas has one xed
tam perature for all Ines of sight and the dust associated w ith the atom ic gas has another

xed tem perature. The lower curve In each of the right panels assum es that the dust in
the molcular gashas T4y = 165K and the dust in the atom ic gashas Tyq = 225K . The
upper curve n each ofthe right panelsassumes T4 = 27K and 22 5K for the dust associated
w ith m olecular and atom ic gas, repectively. T he plots only include those pixels w ith the
intensities above the 5- lvelin I (140 m), I (240 m), I(°CO) and above the 3- kvel in
IH D simultaneousl .
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a constant column density of 5 10°H atom s
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an? and a constant dust tem perature of

22 5K . The curves are the sam e as those in Figure[ll.
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Fig. 3. Plots of the T 240 m)=I¢°CO) ratio versus the atom ic hydrogen fraction,
NHI)/NHI+2N H,)] are shown for a subsam ple of the high signaltonoise positions
wih a 140 m /240 m color tem perature, Ty, near 18K . Speci cally, this sam ple of points
ishigherthan 5 i I (140 m), I 240 m), and I(°C0), higherthan 3 in IH I2lam),
and with T4, In the range 17 to 195K . The upper plots use the N #H,) values of the non—
LTE, one-com ponent m odels and the lower plots use those of the non-LT E, tw o-com ponent,
two—subsam ple m odels. The lkft plots Include the error bars and right plots om it the error
bars for clarity.
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Fig. 4.| These are plots of smulated 1300 m continuum to *CO J= 1! 0 spectral line
ratio data, ie. I (1300 m )=I{3CO), versus sinulated 140 m /240 m color tem perature
data, ie. T4.. The sinulations use the param eters listed in the second colimn of Tablk 1
of Paper IT and a m ass absorption coe cient appropriate for = 1300 m (see details
in Section [4.8). The upper panel is the plot of I (1300 m )=I{3C0O) versus T4. Pr the
tem perature range T 4. = 14 to 30K . The lower panel plots the sam e quantities, but for the
larger tem perature range of T 4. = 0 to 200K . The lower panel also show s the m odel curve
out to T4, = 200K .
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Tablk 1. Best¥ it Param eter Values for the D 1 erent M odels

O ne€ omponent M odels

LTE
Full Sam ple
T 2
4 165 673

Tgq 20K

9 920 140

VG

Full Sampk
T nH,) 2
1 3 10® 1 10° 16.9 671

N (3co)
v

T, 20K
3 3 10® 6 10° 100 139

Two-€ om ponent M odels

Full Sam ple

N (3c0) N (3c0) 2
Co Tao —— Neo — Ngg

0O 004 18 5 10 2 10* 8 10*® 1 10° 5. 667

Two Subsam ple

T4 < 20K
No $3co) N (3co) 2
T co Ta —— Neo — Ngg

0 10 18 5 10 1 10° 2 10** 1 10° 46 525

Tg 20K

0 04 18 5 10 1 10* 5 10 6 10° 82 135

Note. | T and T 4 are ;n units of Kelvins. The N (°CO)= v
quantities are n units of °CO molkculks an? (m !9 '. The
n quantities are in units of H, m olecules am® . A 1l tw o-com ponent
m odels used the IVG code. See Paper I for discussion of the form al
and system atic uncertainties.
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Tablk 2. Best E stin ates of Param eter Value R anges®

P aram eter Range ofValues
T ® 1to+2K
T a0 16 to 19K*©
Noo (’co)

— 20 10" to50 10°PCO an ? (km ‘9’
Neo >20H20n3

N 3c0)g
Ve

3 10 to2 10 *¥CO an ? (km ‘9!

N > few 10°H, an 3

2See Paper II for details.

PA ssum ing tw o-com ponent m odels applied to both subsam ples.

°See Section [3.4.

9F or the tw o-com ponent m odels applied to the two subsam ples,
13,
the LVCO) value would be at the higher end ofthis range for the

Ty4e < 20K subsam plk and at the lower end for the T 4 20K
subsam ple.
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