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ABSTRACT

W e analyze fulbpolarization VLBA data of ground-state, m ain-line OH m asers in 18 m assive
star-form Ing regions previously presented in a com panion paper. From the aggregate properties
ofour sources, we con m resultspreviously seen in the few individualsources studied atm illiarc—
second angular resolution. The OH m asers often arise In the shocked neutral gas surrounding
ulracom pact H II regions. M agnetic elds as deduced from OH m aser Zeem an splitting are
highly ordered, both on the scal of a source as well as the m aser clustering scale of  10*° am .
Resuls from our large sam pl show that this clustering scale appears to be universal to these
m asers. O H m asers around ultracom pact H II regions Iive 10 yearsand then tum o abruptly,
rather than weakening gradually w ith tim e. T hesem asershave a w ide range ofpolarization prop—
erties. At one extreme (g, W 75 N), -components are detected and the polarization position
angles of m aser gpots show som e organization. At the other extreme (€g. W 51 el/e2), alm ost
no linear polarization is detected and total polarization fractions can be substantially less than
unity. A typical source has properties interm ediate to these two extrem es. In contrast to the
well ordered m agnetic eld nferred from Zeam an splitting, there is generally no clear pattem in
the distrdbution of polarization position angles. T his can be explained if Faraday rotation in a
typical O H m aser source is large on am aseram pli cation length but an allon a single (e-folding)
gain length. Increasing or decreasing Faraday rotation by a factorof 5 am ong di erent sources
can explain the observed variation in polarization properties. Pure -components (in theory
100% linearly polarized) have long been sought, but seldom found. W e suggest that alm ost all

-com ponents acquire a sign cant am ount of circular polarization from low -gain stim ulated em is—
sion ofa -com ponent from O H appropriately shiffed in velociy and lying along the propagation
path.
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1. Introduction

Hydroxyl (OH) m asers are comm on in m assive star-form ing regions (SFR s). T heir sm all size and large
Zeam an splitting coe cient allow them to serve as probes of the velocity and m agnetic elds on a very
an all scale. Because O H m asers often clister together In large num bers on subarcsecond scals (eg., Reid
et al. 1980), very long baseline interferom etric (VLB I) technigues are required to identify individualm aser
features. D ue both to this close clustering of m aser spots and to the tendency for the two com ponents of
a ground-state Zeem an pair to have highly unequal uxes (C ook 1966), the resolution a orded by VLB I is
necessary In order to identify m ost Zeam an pairs (see, for nstance, Fish et al. 2003). Likew ise, dentifying
Individualm aser spots in a cluster is a prerequisite to understanding the linear polarization ofO H m asers,
since blending of the linear polarization from ad-pcent m asers with di erent polarization properties can
corrupt the interpretation of the polarization.

O ver a quarter century haspassed since the st OH m aser source was observed w ith VLB I resolution:
W 3OH) by Redd et al. (1980). Since then, only a f&w m ore Interstellar ground-state O H m aser sources
have been cbserved at VLB I resolution (H aschick et al. 1981; Zheng 1997; Skysh et al. 2001, 2002) . In order
to understand the range of environm ents probed by OH m asers in m assive SFR s, we have undertaken a
survey ofthe OH m asers in 18 m assive SFR s w ith the N ationalR adio A stronom y O bservatory’st Very Long
Baseline Array (VLBA).The data have already been published asFish et al. (2005, hereafter Paper I).

In this paper we analyze the results both in tem s of relevance to individual sources and as a large
collection of OH m asers that can shed additional light on the physical processes of OH m asers and the
Interpretation of their polarization. A brief overview of linear polarization theory is provided in x2. In %3,
we consider the set of OH m asers as a whole to derive statistical properties. In x4, we present plausibility
argum ents to attem pt to identify the physicalprocesses resoonsible for the observed properties ofO H m asers.
Finally, we summ arize our results In x5. Comm ents on Individual sources are included In Appendix A .

2. Linear Polarization Theory

In the presence of a m agnetic eld, each ofthem ain-line 2 5_,;J = 3=2 OH transitions split into three
lines: two elliptically-polarized -com ponents shifted in frequency by the Zeem an e ect, and one linearly—
polarized -com ponent at the natural frequency of oscillation for the velocity of the em itting m aterial (see,
eg.,Davies 1974). D ue In part to unequalam pli cation, this clear pattem of three lines has only been seen
once Hutawarakom, Cohen, & Brebner 2002). To this point, there have been few, if any, unam biguous
detections of -com ponents. O ften, a single -com ponent is seen by itself, without an accom panying -
com ponent polarized in the opposite circular handedness strong enough to be detected. Signi cant linear
polarizations, which could be produced by -com ponents, have been seen (Slysh et al 2002). However,

-com ponents associated w ith m agnetic elds with a nonzero perpendicular (line-ofsight) com ponent are
In general elliptically polarized, and elliptical polarization is the sum of circular and linear polarizations.

1T he N ational R adio A stronom y O bservatory is a facility of the N ational Science Foundation operated under cooperative
agreem ent by A ssociated U niversities, Inc.



{34

Thus, signi cant linear polarization fractions can be produced by both —and -com ponents, the latter
theoretically being 100% lnearly polarized In all instances.

T he existence of m aser spots with large (but not unity) fractional linear polarization suggests that -
com ponentsm ay In practice be partially circularly polarized aswell. Tt isdi cul to select an observational
threshold of the linear polarization fraction that divides -com ponents from -com ponents. T heoretical
m odelling by G oldreich, Keeky, & Kwan (1973b) and Gray & Field (1995) suggests that am pli cation of

-com ponents is stronger than that of -com ponents for & 55, where isthe angl ofthem agnetic eld
to the line of sight. T his corresponds to a linear polarization fraction  0:50. But since linear and circular
polarization fractionsadd in quadrature, a com pletely polarized spot isnotm ore linearthan circularuntilthe
linear polarization fraction exceeds 0.71. Even then it isunclearhow -com ponents, which are theoretically
totally linearly polarized, can acquire a circular com ponent of polarization. T his issue is discussed in further
detailin x4 4.

Tt is In portant to distinguish between -—-and -com ponents,because the interpretation ofthe orientation
ofthem agnetic eld based on the linearpolarization position angle isdi erent for the two cases. T he electric
vector fora -com ponent is perpendicular to the two-din ensionalm agnetic eld direction (ie., on the plane
of the sky), while the electric vector for a -com ponent is parallel to the two-din ensional m agnetic eld
direction. T hus, w ithout Inform ation asto which m aser spotsare -com ponentsand which are -com ponents,
there isa 90 ambiguiy iIn the direction of the m agnetic eld on the plane ofthe sky.

3. Resuls
3.1. Are Zeem an Triplets Ever Seen?

Hutaw arakom, Cohen, & B rebner (2002) identi ed a com plete Zeam an triplet in the northemm ost group
of OH masersin W 75 N, the rst and only OH Zeam an triplet identi ed. Figure 1 show s a spectrum ofa
subregion ofthe northemm ost group ofO H m asers. Threem aser lines can be seen at4.1,5.7,and 73km s ' .
The splitting of the 4.1 and 5.7 km s ' maser lines is consistent with a m agnetic el of+55mG and a
veloctty of 5.7 km s! . We con m the existence of this triplet, although the three com ponents are not
perfectly aligned spatially. T he angular separation between the —-and RCP -com ponent is 55 m as, which
corresponds to a tw o-din ensionallinear separation of1:6 10> an (110 AU).This is roughly the cluster scale
of OH m asers (see x32), though larger than the typical scale of separation between the two -com ponents
In a Zeam an pair. It ispossble that the -—and both -com ponentsallare located in the sam e cloudlet but
from am pli cation paths that are not coincident.

T he Iinearpolarization fractionsofthe -com ponentsare16% and 20% , while the corresponding fraction
ofthe -com ponent is 86% . T he polarization position angles ofthe -com ponentsat 4. and 73 km s? are
45 and 67 , respectively, while the position angle ofthe -com ponentat5.7km s?! is54 . This roughly
ts the theory that -com ponents are linearly polarized w ith a position angle perpendicular to that of the
-com ponents.

T he angl ofthe m agnetic eld to the line of sight, , can be derived from the formula

fo S @
1+ cog2 '

where f isthe linear polarization fraction ofa -com ponent G oldreich, Keeky, & Kwan 1973a). This anglke
is 32 and 35 for the two -com ponents of the Zeaem an triplt. Equal am pli cation rates of the -and
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Fig. l.| Zeam an triplet in W 75 N . Top: Contourm aps of the three Zeam an com ponents w ith polarization
vectors Included. N ote that the polarization vectors ofthe -com ponents are roughly perpendicular to that
ofthe -com ponent. LSR velocities in km s ! are shown in the upper right ofeach panel. B ottom : Spectrum

of the dotted box region In the upper plots. The feature labelled \artifact" is due to the sidelobe of a very
strong m aser spot outside the region shown. T he velocities of the three m arked com ponents are consistent
wih a+55mG magnetic eld.
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-com ponents occur w hen sin? = 2=3, or Por 55, wih -components favored when the m agnetic eld
ism ore highly inclined to the line of sight (G oldreich, Keeky, & Kwan 1973b). M odelling ofO H hyper ne
populations for conditions typically found at m aser sites show s that the am pli cation of -com ponents falls
o rapidly for < 55 Gray & Field 1995). Foran aller ,beam ing and com petitive gain favor -com ponents,
suppressing am pli cation of -com ponents. Yet the inclination of the m agnetic eld to the line of sight is

35 ,not 55 , In the only con m ed Zeam an triplt.

Figure 2 show s a plot of the fractional linear polarization of m aser spots in the northemm ost cluster
of OH spootsin W 75 N versus the position angl of polarization. The m asers seem to be grouped Into two
populations. The st group consists of m asers whose position angle is less than 90 . These m asers have
a high linear polarization fraction. The second group, w ih position angles > 90 , are m ostly circularly
polarized. Ifwe Interpret these groupsas —-and -com ponents respectively, the m agnetic eld in plied from
Iinear polarization lies at position angle 48 in the region, with a scatter of 24 . This would indicate that
the direction of the m agnetic eld on the plane ofthe sky is roughly aligned along the NE-SW distribution
ofm aser spots and the elongation of the continuum source VLA 1.

3.2. C lustering Scale

W 3(H),Reild et al. (1980) Hund that the clustering scale ofO H m asers was approxin ately 10*° an .
T hey calculated a two-point spatial correlation function and found that the probability per uni solid angle
of nding another m aser spot w ithin angular distance 1 of a spot decreased sharply Hrls 10° an. We
perform ed a sim ilar analysis on each ofour sources, and the resuls forthe ten having a Jarge num ber ofm aser
spots are shown in Figure 3. For all ten sources, the probability P (1) drops sharply between a separation
of 0 and 10'> an (67 AU). The other sources in this study show sin ilar behavior, although the plots are
\noisier" ow ng to the sm aller num ber of m aser spots in the sources. This evidence argues in favor of a
comm on clustering scale or O H m asers n allm assive SFR s. Them aser spotsw ithin these clusters represent
paths in the sam e condensation where the physical conditions are favorable to exponential am pli cation. If
50, the overallextent of these condensations is perhapsa few tin esas large ( 150 AU ), since paths through
the periphery of the condensation are m uch less likely to produce com parable am pli cation lengths. In x4 .6
w e suggest that instabilities in the shocked neutralgasm ay lad to the form ation of such condensations.

3.3. Zeem an Pairs and C om ponent Intensities

In total, we nd 184 Zeeam an pairs In the entire sam ple set. These Zeam an pairs are listed in Tabl 21
of Paper I. A histogram of the distrbution of in plied m agnetic eld strengths is given in Figure 4. The
distrbbution rises w ith increasing m agnetic eld strength to about 4 m G , then falls.

Few Zeem an pairs are found that in ply a splitting greater than about 8 m G, and the largest m agnetic

eld strength found is21 mG in W 51 €2. There is theoretical support for the existence of an upper lim it
to the strength of the m agnetic eld In a Zeem an pair ©or OH m asers. The collapse of m aterdal increases
both the density and the m agnetic eld; M ouschovias (1976) suggests that the relation could be as steep as
n/ B?,and Zeem an m easurem ents ofthem agnetic eld in m olecular clouds are consistent w ith this relation
(eg. Crutcher 1999). At som e density, the rate of collisional deexcitation w ill be higher than the pum p rate
(foresum ably from radiative excitation), and the population inversion between the lower and upper states
w illbe destroyed. T he rate of collisions of H, with OH isng,h vi,whereh vi= 10° 101% an3s?!,and
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Fig. 2.| Linear polarization fractions as a function of polarization position angle PPA) in the northem
cluster ofW 75 N . T he elongation anglke of VLA 1 (43 ) ism arked along w ith the angle perpendicular to it.
The PPA s of highly linearly-polarized spots (left of dotted line) tend to be aligned parallel to the axis of
the continuum source, whilke the PPA s ofhighly circularly-polarized spots (right of dotted line) are roughly
ordiented perpendicular. If these groups are nterpreted as —and -com ponents respectively, the in plied
profcted m agnetic eld direction is at a position angle near 43 .
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as the abscissa. T he probabilities P (1) have been nom alized to the greatest value. Note that P () drops to
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the pum p rate lkely is  0:03 s !, as would be expected for a far-nfrared rotational transition (G oldreich
1975). T hus the population inversion w illbe destroyed by them alcollisions when the density isa few tin es
108 am 3 . W e note Ehat the range of detected m agnetic elds In our Zeeam an pairs is a factor o£35 (0.6 to
21mG), orroughly  103. Ifthe B? / n scaling law applies throughout this entire range, this in plies that
the range of densities sam pled by those m asers in Zeem an pairs is a factor of 10%, orabout ng, = 10° 108,
assum Ing thatthe21m G m agnetic eld n W 51 e2 isnearthe upperend ofm agnetic eld strengthsallowable

before collisional depopulation of the upper state is signi cant.

The lack of Zeam an pairsbelow 0.5 m G m ay be an observationale ect. For such sm allm agnetic elds,
the splitting is less than a typical line-w idth, and we m ake no attem pt to identify Zeem an pairs less than
05mG due to the di culy ofdistinguishing sn all Zeem an shifts from other e ects. For exam ple, consider
a right-elliptically polarized -com ponent In a region where the m agnetic eld orientation varies along the
am pli cation path, as in Figure 5. T he linear com ponent of the polarization w illbe seen as weak em ission
In LCP. If there is also a velocity gradient along the am pli cation path, the linear polarization com ponent
m ay be shifted in velocity w ith respect to the circular polarization com ponent. T his would m anifest itself
In our observations as a velocity di erence between the lines seen in the two circularly-polarized feeds: the
RCP feed would detect nearly all the em ission, whilk the LCP feed would detect only the weaker, velociy—
shifted linear com ponent. For the param eters shown In Figure 5, the shift between LCP and RCP velocity
corresponds to an apparent m agnetic eld strength of 01l mG at 1667 M Hz In the Zeem an interpretation,
although broader lines and m ore extrem e variations of the linear polarization fraction across a linew idth can
produce larger apparent shift between the com ponents.

Figure 6 show s a histogram ofthe separation between the -com ponents in each Zeam an pair orwhich
the -com ponent separation islessthan 10'° an . Zeem an pairsw ith Jarger separations are identi ed when
unam biguous, but they have been excluded from the present consideration in order not to introduce bias.
The rapid 2llo of the num ber of pairs identi ed w ith increasing com ponent separation suggests that the
dearth of denti able Zeam an pairs at lJarger separations is real. N ote that F igure 6 has not been nom alized
by area; were i to be so nom alized, i would fall even faster. If the distrbution of Zeem an com ponent
separations were uniform Iy random , a plot of the unnom alized num ber of denti able Zeem an com ponents
versus com ponent separation would be an increasing function of separation (at least up to a distance beyond
which pairing is no longer unam biguous). This is certainly not observed, providing further evidence that
the 10'° an clustering scale is a physically signi cant scale over which physical param eters are su ciently
coherent to provide an environm ent conducive to m aser activity.

T hus it appears that the goatial separation of the -com ponents in a Zeem an pair is generally a factor
of several sm aller than the size of the cluster containing the pair. Nevertheless, there are som e pairs of
m aser spots polarized predom inantly in opposite circular sensesw hose separation is com parable to or exceeds
10'° am . I ispossble that these are not true Zeem an pairsof -com ponents from the sam em asing subregion
but rather tw o oppositelypolarized -com ponents from di erent Zeem an pairs, ofwhich only one com ponent
is seen In each. Such a situation could arise if am pli cation at each m aser site favors only one sense of
circular polarization, as descrbed below . The m agnetic elds in plied by these Zeem an \cousins" would
be less accurate due to two e ects. First, the system ic velocity at each m aser site m ay be di erent due to
turbulence. Reid et al. (1980) calculate that a typical intrachister turbulent velocity is 0.6 km s ! . This
corresponds to an e ective Zeem an splitting of 1.0 m G in the 1665 M H z transition and 1.7 m G in the 1667
M H z transition. Second, the m agnetic eld strength m ay be di erent at the m aser sites. This di erence is
generally lessthan 1m G (seex3.5). Them agnetic eld strengths In plied by Zeam an cousins should therefore
be accurate to better than 2mG .
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Fig. 4.| H istogram ofm agnetic eld strengths im plied by Zeam an splitting. T he solid and dotted linesplot
the sam e data but w ith thebins shiffed by 05m G . The dropo near zero is due to observationallin its. The
in plied totaldensity is shown at the top, assim ingng, = 2 10°an  at 4mG as suggested orW 3(OH)
Reid,M yers, & Bieging1987) andann / B 2 scalng law . The 198 and 21.0m G eldsin W 51, not included
in this plot, would correspond to a density of 5 10”7 an ® under these assum ptions.
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Fig. 5. Velocity shift due for a right elliptically-polarized line with FW HM 05 km s' whose lnear
polarization fraction varies across the linew idth as shown in the top panel. The linear fraction could vary
In thism anner (for Instance) due to a bend in the m agnetic eld along the am pli cation path. T he bottom
panel show s the Jine aswould be detected by RCP and LCP feeds. The LCP line is shifted 003 km s ! with
respect to the RCP line.
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Figure 7 show s the ratio of the LCP and RCP uxes for the -com ponents In each Zeem an pair. W e
observe that this ratio occasionally reaches values near 100. This is probably not a hard upper 1lm it but a
result of observational constraints. M aser spots weaker than 50 to 100 m Jy are too weak to be detected in
our survey; m aser soots stronger than 10 Jy are rare.

A sinple test to detem ine whether our data have unknown system atics is to com pare the num ber of
Zeam an pairs w th greater ux In the LCP and RCP com ponents. There are 119 Zeem an pairs in the 1665
M H z transition and 65 in the 1667 M H z transition. The LCP com ponent is stronger than the RCP in 69 of
the 1665 M H z pairsand 44 ofthe 1667 M H z pairs. If Zeam an pairsw ith stronger LCP and RCP com ponents
are equally comm on, we would expect the num ber of Zeam an pairs in each polarization to be 595 55 at
1665M Hz and 3255 4:0 at 1667 M HZ?. The deviations from these values are not statistically signi cant.
T he ratio of ntensities of the -com ponents in a Zeem an pair does not appear to be substantially di erent
for the 1665 and 1667 M H z transtions.

Figure 8 shows a histogram of the ux ratios of Zeem an com ponents. There is not an appreciable
di erence between the 1665 and 1667 M H z transitions for ux ratios less than 10. T he Jarger num ber ofhigh
ux ratios (> 10) for the 1665 M H z transition appears real, although it m ay partially be due to a selection
e ect. AsFigure 9 show s, the brighter com ponent in a typicall665M H z Zeam an pair isbrighter than that of
a 1667 M H z pair. T he detection lin it iIn our survey varies som ew hat by source but is approxin ately 0.1 Jy.
T hus, the identi cation ofa Zeem an pairw ith ux ratio x requires that the stronger com ponent have a ux
density higher than 0:1 x Jy. T he relative scarcity of1667 M H z Zeam an pairsw ith a ux ratio greater than
10 can be explaned by the paucity of Zeam an com ponents with a ux density greater than 1 Jy. Only in
one-third of casesdoes a 1667 M H z Zeam an pair include a com ponent stronger than 1 Jy, while over half of
1665 M H z pairs include a com ponent above this threshold. At higher ux density thresholds, the di erence
becom esm ore extrem e.

The relative absence of 1667 M Hz Zeam an pairs wih large ux ratios, noted previously n W 3(OH)
W right, G ray, & D iam ond 2004), is consistent w ith the picture that m aser transitionsw ith am aller Zeem an
splitting coe cients tend to have Zeam an pairs n which the -com ponentsarem ore equalin intensity eg.,
M oran et al. 1978; Caswell & Vail 1995). Cook (1966) theorized that correlated velociy and m agnetic
eld gradients could be the cause of unequal spot Intensities in Zeem an pairs. Deguchi & W atson (1986)
argued that even absent a m agnetic eld gradient, a velocity gradient alone is su cient to produce unequal
Intensities. Velocity gradients (either alone or in com bination w ith m agnetic eld gradients) are less lkely
to disrupt am pli cation ofonly one ofthe -com ponentsofa Zeem an pair for the 1667 M H z transition than
for the 1665 M H z transition. M easured line w idths form aser spots at 1667 and 1665 M H z are sim ilar, but
the Zeam an splitting coe cient is an aller for the 1667 M H z transition than for the 1665 M H z transition.
The m agnetic eld strength required to produce an e ective velocity shift greater than the linew idth ofa
com ponent is therefore greater for 1667 M H z m asers than for 1665 M H z m asers.

3.4. M aser Spot Statistics

W e nd a total of 342 spots stronger n RCP and 351 n LCP at 1665 M Hz, aswellas 178 In RCP
and 185 in LCP at 1667 M H z. A s expected, there does not appear to be a preference for m asers to appear

2For a binom ial distribution, 2 = N pg, where N is the sam ple size and p and g are the probabilities of each outcom e
(Srce > Srcp and Spcp < Srce)-
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preferentially in one circular polarization than the other, though occasionally an individual source m ay have
a preponderance ofm aser spots in one polarization, as isthe case In W 75 S, n which we nd 35RCP and
19 LCP spotsin the 1665 M H z transition. For a source w th 54 spots, we would expect 27 4 soots in each
polarization, so the deviation seen n W 75 S is not signi cant.

T here are nearly tw ice as m any soots detected at 1665 M H z than at 1667 M H z, although one source
G 40622 0.137) hasonemore spot In 1667 M H z than at 1665M Hz. This tswith theoreticalm odelling,
which show sthat while 1665M Hz and 1667 M H zm asing often occur under the sam e physicalconditions, the
area of physicalparam eter space conducive to am pli cation is Jarger for 1665M H zm asersthan for1667M Hz
m asers (C ragg, Sobolkv, & G odfrey 2002).

3.5. M agnetic Field Structure

M agnetic eldsasdeterm ined from Zeem an splitting ofO H m asersare predom inantly ordered in m assive
SFRs (eg., Baart & Cohen 1985; G arc aBarreto et al. 1988). In all sources w ith the possble exception of
G 43.796 0.127,the lineofsight direction ofthem agnetic eld (ie., either toward or away from the Sun) is
either constant for all Zeem an pairs or show s only one organized reversal in which there exists a line that
can be drawn that separates the side of the SFR where the m agnetic eld is positive from the side where i
is negative.

T he relative consistency of m agnetic eld strengths In clusters of OH m asers argues In favor of an
organized eld structure. W hen multiple Zeam an pairs are seen in the sam e cluster, the range of eld
strengths is rarely greater than 2 mG ({e., 1mG) and often signi cantly less. In no case does the sign
ofthe m agnetic el change between two Zeem an pairs in the sam e cluster of spotswithin 3 10'° am .
Figure 10 show s the fractionalvariation ofm agnetic eld strength m easurem ents in clisters com pared w ith
the source as a whole. T he intraclister variation in them agnetic eld strength is generally am aller than the
Intrasource variation. If variations in m agnetic eld strength are due to variations In density, this suggests
that density uctuations w thin a cluster m ay also be smn aller than uctuations on the scale of the m asing
region of a m assive SFR.

G wen the uniform iy ofm agnetic eld direction in the line-ofsight din ension, it is som ew hat surprising
that linear polarization vectors in the sam e cluster, when converted to m agnetic eld directions, are often
quite disordered. Tabl 1 show s the relative variation of polarization position angle PPA) as a function of
m aser spot separation. This statistic has a range of 0 ,90 ], sihce a PPA of anglke x is equivalent to one
ofangle x + 180 and the di erence cannot exceed 90 . For pairw ise separations shown in the st column
of Tablk 1, the m s of the di erence in PPA between the two m aser spots was calculated. The statistic
was applied only to spots w ith a linear polarization fraction less than 0.707 (equalparts linear and circular
for a totally polarized m aser). T his is designed to choose only -com ponents. Any statistic com paring the
m agnetic eld direction at both —and -com ponents would have to account for the natural 90 di erence
arising from the PPAsof —-and -components in the same m agnetic eld. A sam pl ofm aser spots w ith
a uniform random distridoution of PPA s would have an mn s o£ 52 . The m s value of the PPA di erence
between m aser spots is roughly constant to within the errors for allm aser soot sgparations. Even at the
am allest scale K 10** an) the m s in PPA di erences is consistent w ith a random distrbution. G iven the
regularity ofm agnetic eld direction both on source and clister scales, the PPA di erences cannot be due to
m agnetic eld variations w thin a cluster. P robably Faraday rotation is large enough in m ost sources, even
on AU scales, to scram ble the linear polarization directions. See x4 2 for further discussion of the possble
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e ects of Faraday rotation.

3.6. Relation of OH M asers to the H II R egion

T he association between OH m asers and UCH II regions has been noted by m any authors, including
D ieter, W eaver, & W illiam s (1966) and M ezger & Hoglind (1967). O ur larger sam ple ofO H m asersm apped
w ith m illiarcsecond resolution allow s us to con m this nding. For each continuum source with nearby
m asers, we determ ined an ellipse whosem a pr and m inor axes best m atched the overallextent of continuum
em ission (fu1llw idth at zero power fora 4 detection). The center of the H IT region was taken to be the
center of the ellipse, and the radiuis ofthe H II region was taken to be the geom etricm ean ofthe sem im a pr
and sem Im inor axes. T he distance ofeach OH m aser from the center of the H IT region, in unis of H IT
region radii, was com puted. T wo possble sources of error are the uncertainty in m ap registration between
the OH m asers and continuum im ages and the uncertainty In the assignm ent of the center of continuum
am ission n each source. The om er is estin ated to be 093 @1 ) by Argon, Reid, & M enten (2000). The
latter m ay vary depending on source structure. For a circular H II region, we estin ate a 10% error, which
would correspond to al errorof 0¥1 ora typical1® UCH II region, resulting in a totalerror of 093 for the
com bination of the two e ects. For large (g., G5.886 0.393) or irreqularly-shaped €g. G35577 0.029)
H IT regions, the error In the estin ate of the center of continuum em ission m ay be slightly higher.

T he distribution of the distance of O H m asers, nom alized by area, from the center of the H II region
is shown In Figure 11. M asers In G 9.622+ 0.195, G 34257+ 0.154, and Cep A were treated as containing
three, two, and four continuum sources respectively, and m asers distances were calculated from the nearest
source. Several sources were excluded from this analysis because no nearby continuum source was detected:
the northem grouping ofG 9.622+ 0.195,G 40.622 0.137,S269,M on R2, and G 351.775 0.538. A ddiionally,
W 75 N and the two southeastem continuum sources of Cep A were excluded since it is not always clear
w hich of several continuum sources to associate a m aser soot w ith.

Incluiding ON 2 N and G 40.622 0.137, 50% ofm aser spots are located wihin 15 radiiofa UCH II
region; this num ber grow s to 58% when these two sources are excluded. T he distribution ofm aser soots in
these tw o sources is clkearly o set from the H II region, suggesting that the m asersm ay be associated w ith a
second, undetected continuum source nearby. The large peak near 0.5 H IT region radii n Figure 11 is due
manly to the westem cluster ofm aser spots in G 5.886 0.393. O verall, it appears that the distribution of
O H m asers peaks near the center of the H II region, consistent w ith G aray, Reid, & M oran (1985). The tail
of the distribution of m aser spots at several radii from the UCH II region m ay represent spots associated
w ith another star, not w ith the nearest detectable continuum source,asin ON 2N and W 51 (€l and e2).

T hese results are not consistent w ith a random distrdbbution of OH m aser spots w ithin a shell around
the H II region. A uniform random distribution would peak at a profcted radius 1,05 > 1 (in H II region
radii) . For density distrbutions fallngo asr ' orr ?, the peak ofthe distribution willbe at 5= 1. In
all cases, the distrdbution ofO H m asers would be expected to double across 1,y = 1 becausem asers located
behind the H II region would be obscured by the UCH II region, which is optically thick at = 18 an . W e
see no evidence for this discontinuity at 1 H IT region radius in our data.

Figure 12 show s the distrbution of projcted linear distances of OH m asers from the center of the
associated UCH II region. 82% ofm aser spots are located w ithin 13000 AU ofthe center ofthe H II region.
A Iso shown isthe assum ed dynam icalage ofthem asers foran expansion speed of3km s ! . T his is consistent
with the sgopeed measured n W 3(OH) from both proper m otion of OH m asers B loem hof, Reid, & M oran
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Fig. 6.| H istogram of identi ed Zeem an com ponent separations. N ote the rapid f2llo of the distrdbution
of -com ponent separations In a Zeem an pair. This suggests that the com ponents of a Zeem an pair are
generally separated by a distance Jess than the 10'®> am ( 67 AU) clustering scale (see x32). Ten Zeem an
pairs w ith com ponent separations exceeding 80 AU are not shown. The plot is not nom alized by area; the
f2allo would be much faster if it were.

Tabl 1. Varation of PPA w ith Pairw ise M aser Separation

Separation Numberof PPA Standard

(am ) Pairs® m s E rror®
0] 10" 25 45:7 9:1
10* | 10%° 189 46:6 3:4
10*° | 10%° 566 49:6 2:1
10t | 10Y7 1707 51:8 1:3

Note. | Tabl of m s variations in the PPA between pairs of m aser spots for all sources. Only
pairs of spots whose linear polarization fraction is less than 0.707 are considered.

2N um ber of pairs of m aser spots w ith linear polarization fractions less than that shown in the
colum n headings such that the separation between the m aser spots is less than that shown in the
rst coumn.

P_
PStandard errorofthemean: ms= N .
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43 lked squares allbelow this line, indicating that the m agnetic eld variation in a cluster is less than the
variation in the source as a whole.
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1992) and direct expansion ofthe UCH II itself Kawamura & M asson 1998). The dynam ical age ofm ost
masers is lessthan 2 10 yr.

W hile the number of OH m aser spots cuts o at a dynam ical age of several 10* yr, ndividual O H

m asers do not appear to fade appreciably during this tin e. F igure 13 show s the relation ofm aser power per
bandw idth (ie., ux density nom alized to a constant distance) to the separation between the UCH II region
center and the m asers. Figure 14 show s the m ean pow er per bandw idth and standard error ofthe m ean for
the sam e data. The m aser pow er per bandw idth appears to be constant w ith distance from the center ofthe
H II region. Ifthe distance ofthem asers from the H II region is lndeed correlated w ith their age, O H m asers
do not becom e system ically brighter (or fainter) w ith age, at least not in the 4 10* yr tin escale our data
span. Figure 15 show sthe relation ofm aser pow er perbandw idth to the size ofthe associated UCH I region.
Since H IT regions undergo expansion, their size is a m easure of the age of the system . A gain, there does not
appear to be a correlation betw een the m aser pow er per bandw idth and the age ofthe system . However, we
do not see any m aser spots located m ore than 30000 AU (0.15 pc) from the center ofthe associated UCH II
region (including G 351.775 0.538, forwhich the nearest UCH II region is several arcseconds aw ay) .

Habing & Israel (1979) have observed that O H m asers are not seen around H II regions once they leave
the ulracom pact phase d < 0:5 pc). Indeed, not only are OH m asers not seen around \com pact H IT
(CH 1II) regions" (01 < d< 1 pc), they are not seen at com parable radii around ulracom pact H II regions.
The lack of O H m asers at large distances from the associated ultracom pact H II region was st noted by
Habing et al. (1974), who suggested that O H m aser phenom ena disappear at a radiis of 15000 AU (0.07
pc). O ur larger sam ple size at m uch higher anqgular resoluition indicates that there isa sharp cuto at about
tw ice this radius. It is possble that the physical conditions (such as tem perature and density) responsble
form aser activity do not exist at large radii. A ftematively, the lonization front catchesup to the shock front
as the H II region expands into an environm ent w hose density decreases w ith radius, thereby destroying the
OH m asers, which are believed to exist In the region between the ionization and shock fronts (see x4 .6).

3.7. Relation of OH M asers to the Surrounding M aterial

In order to Interpret the bulk m otions of OH m asers, i is necessary to detem ine the velocity of the
m assive star or stars being form ed. Frequently this is detem ined through hydrogen recom bination line
observations, which give inform ation on the velociy ofthe ionized H II region surrounding the central star.
But recom bination lines are not well suited to the task. R ecom bination lines are sub gct to som etin es severe
D oppler and in pact broadening. E ven at high frequency, di erent recom bination lines can be biased by a few
km s! @erulis& Ershov 1983;Sam s, M oran, & Reid 1996) due to di ering opticaldepths In an expanding
H II region.

W e have observed the (J;K ) = (1;1) line ofamm onia in order to provide a context for the OH m aser
observations. Reid, M yers, & Bieging (1987) argue, based on the sin ilarity ofdistrdbution ofN H 5 absorption
and OH maser em ission In W 3 (O H), that the two species are found in the sam e clum ps of m aterial. The
physical condiions they deduce from NHj3 (1;1) and (2;2) observations are consistent w ith the physical
conditions necessary ©orOH m aser activity. A Iso, the velocity ofpeak absorption in NH 3 closely m atches the
average velocity ofthe O H m asers. Unfrtunately, In m any sources NH 3 absorption is not clearly detected,
and N H 3 em ission velocitiesm ust be used Instead. NH 3 em ission isa less reliable iIndicator ofthe velocity of
the centralstar, since em ission usually tracesm otionson a larger scale (often > 19 . In the region ofW 3(OH),
am m onia em ission velocities di er from the average O H m aser velocity by approxin ately 4 km s ' @ ilson,
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Fig. 11.| H istogram of distances between OH m asers and UCH II regions shown in units of equal area.
M asers that cannot be identi ed as unambiguously associated with a particular H II region have been
exclided; see x3.6 for details. W e nd that 58% of OH m asers appear within 1.5 radii of the H IT regions,
suggesting that OH m asers In m assive SFRs wih H II regions are Indeed spatially associated w ith them .
Thebump at 2.7 H IT radii is due prin arily to themasers In ON 2 N; i is probable that these m asers are
not actually associated w ith the H IT region shown In Figure 23 of Paper I. A an all tail of the distrbution
out to 6 H II radii has been suppressed for clarity.
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Fig. 12.| H istogram of absolute distances between OH masers and UCH II regions. The data are as in
Figure 11 but plotted in distance units and not nom alized by area. T he expansion age, de ned as radius
divided by expansion speed, shown at the top would be appropriate for expansion at 3km s !, asm easured
forw 30H).
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Fig. 13.| D istrbution of m aser power per bandw idth wih radius. A1l ux densities are m ultiplied by
the square of the distance to the source In kiloparsecs. The horizontal axis show s the distance of each
m aser soot from the center of the associated UCH II region. M ultiple H II regions In the sam e source E€g9.,
G 9.622+ 0.195) are considered independently. D ata are not plotted when no nearby UCH II region is seen
eg.,S269and G351.775 0.538) orwhen i isunclarwhich H IT region tom atch m aser sopotswih W 75N).
T here does not appear to be a correlation between the pow er per bandw idth and the distance ofm aser spots
from the UCH II region. T he slight dip near zero radius is due to the inclusion ofCep A, whose proxin iy
allow ed detection of spots of weaker nom alized ux density than for other sources.
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are not sym m etric because a linear average is plotted on a logarithm ic scale. T he data are binned by units
0f 2000 AU . The m ean power per bandw idth and the distance of m aser spots from the UCH II region is
constant w ith distance, although large deviations are possible due to source-to-source di erences. See F igure
13 form ore details.
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See Figure 13 form ore details. T here does not appear to be a correlation betw een the size ofthe H IT region
and the pow er per bandw idth ofthe m aser spots surrounding it. Since the size ofan H IT region is am easure
of its age, this suggests that O H m asers do not becom e system ically fainter over the range ofagesofthe H I
regions in our sam ple. A s in Figure 13, the dip near zero radlus isdueto Cep A .
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Gaume, & Johnston 1993). It is possble that system ic biases ofa few km s ! are introduced using em ission
velocities, but there is no way to obtain the radial velocity of the star to greater accuracy.

T he spectra In Figures 40 to 42 of Paper I are provided for regions of em ission or absorption located
roughly coincident w ith the extent of OH m asers on the sky. It is in portant to rem em ber that while O H
m asers exist prim arily near a UCH II region, the neutral NH3 m ay exist at a wide range of radii. Thus
the inferred N H 5 velocities could In principle be a ected by m otion ofm aterial quite distant from the H II
region. The NH 3 velociy m ay be shiffed from the rest velociy of the star by an am ount com parabl to the
velocity dispersion of the m olecular cloud. From the virial theorem , the velociy dispersion is

r

GM

7 2
R @)

where G is the graviational constant, M is the totalm ass, and R is the radius of the sohere. For a cloud
withM = 100M and aradiusofO0lpc, v 15km s ' .

W hen the velocity of the nearby NH 3 ism easured, i generally falls toward the m iddle of the range of
O H m aser velocities, as shown in Figures 40 to 42 ofPaper I. T here are som e m inor exceptions to this rule.
In G35577 0.029andM on R2,theNH ;5 velocity isnear an extremum ofOH m aservelocities. (In ON 1 the
OH m asers fall nto two dispint groupsat 2:5 6km s' and 13 17km s',and NH; em ission detected
in a broad region Jocated 5% to 30° north ofON 1 (not shown in the panel) fallsnear 11 km st )

Figure 16 shows a histogram of the di erences between OH m aser velocities and the adopted NH 3
velocity for all sources having detected NH3 . O fthe 926 OH m aser spots, 51.7% are blueshifted w ith respect
to the NH 5 velocity, and 48.3% are redshifted. Them edian velocity di erence is 0:30km s ! with an ms
of189km s!,whilkehalfthedi erences allw thin the range 352to+301km s 1 . Sihce a zero di erence
falls com fortably w ithin this range, we cannot con dently state that O H m asers are consistently blueshifted
or redshifted w ith respect to the surrounding m aterial, asm ight be expected if a single type ofm otion, such
as expansion or contraction, dom inates O H m aser kinem atics. W hen only m aser spots located w ithin one
profcted H II region radius are considered (N = 261), the m edian velocity di erence is+ 022 km s ' with
an msof1:290 km s? Figure 17), with half the di erences 2lling In the range 2:58 to +3:98 km s 1.
In either case, there does not appear to be a detectable di erence between the OH and NH 3 velocities to
w ithin our errors. If expansion dom nates the dynam ics of the m asing regions, the m asers pro cted atop
the UCH II region (and therefore in front of it, sihoe UCH II regions are in generaloptically thick at = 18
an ) should be blueshifted w ith respect to the large-scale am bient m aterial. H ow ever, the opposite appeared
to be true of W 3(OH) Reld et al 1980), although later proper m otion m easurem ents of the OH m asers
de nitively established that they are expanding B loem hof, Reid, & M oran 1992). It is worth pointing out
however that In G 43.796 0.127,where nearly allofthe m asers are pro gcted against the UCH II region, the
O H m asers are preferentially blneshifted w ith respect to the NH 3 em ission, m ildly suggestive of expansion.

B ecause of the aforem entioned possbility of system ic errors of a few km s ! in detem ining the radial
velocity of the central star from NH 3 velocity m easurem ents, we cannot identify whether a sihgle type of
m otion, such as gravitational infall or slow expansion, dom nates the kinem atics of O H m asers in m assive
star-form Ing regions. W e can in generalrule out kinem aticm odes n which the OH m aserswould bem oving
at tens ofkm s ! orm ore, such as a freely expanding H II region at & 10 km s ' .
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Fig. 16.| H istogram ofdi erences between O H and N H ;3 velocities for those sources in F igures 40 to 42 of
Paper Iwih an NH; velocity indicated. The m edian velocity di erence is 030 km s ! with a sItDandard
deviation of 189 km s'. Themean is 029 km s' wih a standard error of the mean (ms/ N ) of
006 km s ', assum ing allm asers have independent velocities. Taking clum ping into account, the standard
error ofthe m ean could be higherby a factorof 3.
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Fig. 17.| Histogram of di erences between OH and NH 3 velocities for those m aser spots located w ithin
one radius of the associated UCH II region. T he m edian velociy di erence is+ 022 km s ' with a standard
deviation 0of1.90 km s'.Themean is0:79km s' wih a standard error ofthem ean of 012 km s* .
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4. D iscussion
4.1. Saturation

Interstellar O H m asers arem ost lkely saturated Reid et al. 1980). T he saturation tem perature, Tg, Or

OH m asers is given by
h 4

Ts= KA @)
Reid & Moran 1988), where A is the Einstein coe cient, is the decay rate, and is the solid anglk
ofbeam .ng. For = 003 s ! astypical or a farinfrared rotational transition likely pum ping the m aser,
the saturation tem perature is 2 10%) ! K .The m ost com pact m aser com ponent from the space VLB I
observation of G 34 257+ 0.154 by Slysh, Voronkov, & Valtts (2002) has a beam ing angle 0:01, which
corresponds to a maxinum saturation tem perature T¢ 2 10'° K . For the m ost part, the brightness
tem peratures (Tg ) listed in Tables 2 through 20 of Paper I are below this value. But these are apparent
brightness tem peratures calculated from the undeconvolved spot size, which are lkely scatter broadened for
m ost sources.

M any of our spots appear to be partially resolved, as shown in Tabl 2. H ow ever, several caveats apply
to the deconvolved soot param eters. First, the m easured soot size m ay be larger than the physical soot
size due to interstellar scattering. Second, large deconvolved spot sizesm ay be the result of m isidentifying
spatially blended m aser spots as a single spot. Third, determ ining the deconvolved spot size of a an all
m aser soot is kess accurate than for a large m aser spot, because the deconvolved spot size is obtained from
di erencing two larger num bers (the squares of the undeconvolved spoot size and the beam size). T he net of
all three e ects is that m aser spot sizes are probably an aller than that calculated from deconvolution, and
that the overestim ation m ay be greater for heavily scatterbroadened sources. Even a deconvolved spot size
would underestin ate the actual Ty by the square of the ratio of the apparent spot size to the unbroadened
spot size.

For a typical FW HM spot size of 3masin W 75 N (which has very little scatter broadening), Ts =
5 10° K .Thiscorrespondsto a ux density ofS = 2kTs got 2 ,where oo isthe solid angk subtended
by them aserspot. Taking oot 177 10 '° sr, the saturation valuie S 7 102 ergan 2 st Hz?! st
or 0.07 Jy. This is near our detection lim i, so nearly all spots that we detect are partially saturated if the

spot sizes forW 75 N are typical.

4.2. Faraday R otation

Faraday rotation can com plicate the interpretation of linear polarization in two ways. First, extemal
Faraday rotation between a m aser and the ocbserverw ill cause the polarization position angle PPA ) of linear
polarization to rotate, m aking interpretation of the m agnetic eld direction on the plane of the sky m ore
di cul. Second, intemalFaraday rotation along the am pli cation path m ay decrease the linear polarization
fraction of the radiation, com pltely circularizing it if the Faraday rotation is strong enough (G oldreich,
Keely, & Kwan 1973a). Since this also reduces the e ective gain length for linear polarization, Faraday
rotation m ay also prevent otherw ise highly linearly-polarized m aser com ponents from being am pli ed to
the lim its of detectability. Thus, spots with a large linear polarization fraction (e€g. -com ponents and

-com ponents where the m agnetic eld is near the plane of the sky) m ay be suppressed relative to spots
w ith a sn all linear polarization fraction (eg. -com ponentswhere the m agnetic eld is directed along the
line of sight) .
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Tabl 2. D econvolved Spot Sizes

D istance Numberof M edian Deconvolved 90% Range of Spot Sizes

Source kpc) Spots Spot Size m as) Mih mas) Max mas)
G5.886 0393 38 98 19.66 12 44 3033
G 9.622+ 0195 5.7 38 16.44 10.86 21.05
G10.624 0385 4.3 14 2355 1948 28.96
G 34257+ 0154 338 88 546 0.00 13.50
G35577 0.029 105 15 1622 1239 1955
G40.622 0.137 22 39 19.68 1557 24 22
G43.796 0.127 9.0 60 7.96 0.00 1311
W 5lel 7.0 97 1051 6.62 20.07
W 51 e2 7.0 94 953 519 1523
ON 1 3.0 49 2.68 0.00 730
K3 50 8.7 17 3146 2345 3482
ON 2N 5.6 73 2529 13.69 3711
W 758 2.0 65 417 157 7.5
W 75N 20 120 3.14 0.00 8.90
Cep A 0.7 62 6.77 1.95 12.96
NGC 7538 238 30 6.83 319 1120
S269 338 19 6.08 123 947
Mon R2 0.9 27 7.86 220 1349
G351.775 0.538 22 50 67 40 45 35 76.07

Note. | Spot sizesm ay be overestin ates. See x4 .1 for details.
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E xtemal Faraday rotation in the interstellarm edium between a m aser and the observer would cause a
rotation ofthe PPA of the linear polarization ofeach spot, given by
Z
RM = 81 10° n.B,dl @)

whereRM isthe rotationmeasurein radm 2 ,n. nan 3, B, isthe com ponent ofthem agnetic eld parallel
to the direction of propagation n G, and dl in is the di erential path length along the line of sight In pc
(Thompson, M oran, & Swenson 2001). In som e regions, such as the northem clister n W 75 N, the linear
polarization vectors are predom nantly aligned along the line ofm aser spots (see x3.1). An RM ofabout 10
radm 2 woul produce a rotation ofthe PPA s 1n a source of 20 . A rotation ofthe polarization vectors by
an am ount greater than this would cause the vectors to no longer appear to be aligned w ith larger structures,
unless the rotation wasnearamuliple 0of180 . A ccording to the ATNF PulsarCatalogue M anchesteret al.
2005)3, the only pulsarw ith know n rotation m easure located w ithin 10 ofW 75N at com parable heliocentric
distance is B2021+ 51, orwhich theRM is 65 radm ° (M anchester 1972).

Intemal Faraday rotation over the region of am pli cation m ay destroy linear polarization in both -
and -ocom ponents, possbly suppressing -com ponents altogether. T he Faraday rotation over a region w ith
average electron densiy n. and parallelm agnetic eld strength By is

- 0:05 ¢ Bx = ; ©)
"7 1am ?*  1mG 10% an 18an
where isthewavelength ofthe transition. Fora typicalground-state ( = 18 an ) OH m aser, B 5mG.The

e ective am pli cation length L is likely to be less than the clustering scale due to velocity coherence. A crude
estinate isthat. D v=V,whereD = 10 > an isthe diam eter of the m asing cloud, v= 02 km s !
is a typicalm aser line width, and V 2km s ! isa reasonablke velocity shift across the cloud based on
observations of W 3(OH) Reid et al. 1980) and theoreticalm odelling Pavlakis & Kyla s1996). Thus, for
an e ective ampli cation length L = 10'? an, an electron density of about 300 an 3 would be su cient
to produce a rotation of 90 along the path of am pli cation. For H, densities of 10° to 10% as is typical in
OH m asing regions (Cragg, Scbolkv, & G odfrey 2002), this would require a fractional fonization (e=ng,)
of3 10°% to3 10 3. This is higher than the jonization rate that would be expected from cosm icray
ionization alone (Shu 1992), but consistent w ith the 10 ¢ that occurs in the C II regions around H IT regions
where OH m asersm ay exist (Stemberg & D algamo 1995; G arc a-Barreto et al. 1988). Ionized carbon and
to a lesser extent sulfir m ay play an in portant role In producihng free electrons, due to their abundance
and ease of photoionization. W hile the hydrogen in the H II region absorbs all the ultraviolet photons w ith
energies greater than 13.6 €V, m any softer photons pass through undisturbed. Stemberg & D algamo (1995)
calculate that the ionization fraction m ay be slightly greater than 10 ¢ in the C II region, located around
the H II region, and about 10 ® in the S II region, in tum located around the C II region. Based on their
m odels of photon-dom inated regions aswell as the locations ofO H m aser spots jist outside H IT regions, it
is Ikely that they exist near or embedded in the C IT regions.

W e can form a consistent picture of linear polarization in O H m asers if the am ount of Faraday rotation
in a typicalm aser source isneara criticalpoit, ie., such that theproduct neByL  several 107 an ? mG.
Based on m aser line w idths and brightness tem peratures, the am pli cation length is typically at least 20
unsaturated gain lengths and probably greater for highly saturated m asers Reid & M oran 1988). A typical

3T he catalogue is available online at http://www atnf.csiro au/research /pulsar/psrcat .
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m aser spot has a signi cant am ount ¢ 1 rad) ofFaraday rotation over the am pli cation length but a an all
am ount (K 1 rad) over a single gain length. In this case, som e linear polarization w ill survive am pli cation,
but Faraday rotation scram bles the PPA of the linear polarization, so it w ill not be sin ply interpretable as
amagnetic eld direction. If the Faraday rotation is a factor of 5 an aller, the Faraday rotation over the
am pli cation length w illbe an all, so high linear polarization fractionsm ay be observed, and the PPA m ay
still be correlated w ith the m agnetic eld direction. O n the other hand, if the Faraday rotation is a factor
of 5 lamger, the Faraday rotation over a gain length can be large, and linear polarization fractions will
approach zero (G oldreich, Keely, & Kwan 1973a). In cases w here the Faraday rotation per gain length is
signi cant, interpretation ofthe PPA willbe di cul because m aser am pli cation w ill stim ulate em ission in
the orthogonal linear m ode as well M elrose & Judge 2004). Signi cant generalized Faraday rotation m ay
also circularize -com ponents.

An exampl of a source with an all intemal Faraday rotation over the entire am pli cation length is
W 75 N, n which -com ponents are detected in abundance, especially in the northemm ost group ofm aser
soots (see x3.1). AsFigure 2 shows, —and -components are easily identi able In this group based on
the PPA of the linear polarization. It is interesting to note that m odelling of the OH masers In W 75 N
by G ray, Hutawarakom, & Cohen (2003) indicates that the m aser am pli cation length is several orders of
m agnitude sn aller than that typically assum ed in other sources, although the densiy is also higher. For the
range of ionization fractions given above, the resulting Faraday rotation would be less than 1 radian over
the am pli cation length.

At the other extreme isW 51 €l and €2, In which practically no lnear polarization whatsoever is de—
tected. This is consistent w ith signi cant Faraday rotation along a gain length, which would suppress the
am pli cation of -com ponents and circularize the otherw ise elliptically-polarized -com ponents. Such Fara-—
day depolarization m ay also explain certain m aser features that are seen w ith sin ilar ux densities in RCP
and LCP but without any detected linear polarization, such as spots 18, 24, and 36 in Table 9 of Paper
I. &t is highly unlkely that the lack of linear polarization In W 51 can be due to chance alignm ents of the
m agnetic eld in an extrem ely narrow cone oriented toward or away from us at each m aser site, producing

-com ponents that are purely circularly polarized, because the m agnetic eld is seen to reverse line-ofsight
direction across the source. Thus, the Inclination of the m agnetic eld to the line of sight m ust take on
valies Intermm ediate to the 0 and 180 required for purecircularm asers in the absence of Faraday rotation.

A mediim range of Faraday rotation would be enough to partially (out not totally) circularize -
com ponents. The observed circular polarization fraction will in generalbe a com plicated function of the
electron density, m aser gain length, and angl of propagation w ith respect to the m agnetic eld direction,
but the presence of Faraday rotation w ill strictly increase the circular polarization fraction com pared to the
case In which no Faraday rotation is present Field & G ray 1994). Straightforward application of equation
(50) ofG oldreich,Keelky, & Kwan (1973a) w thout accounting for Faraday rotation w ill cause the inclination
ofthe m agnetic eld to the line of sight to be underestin ated.

Faraday rotation m ay also explain why linear polarization vectors appear to be disorganized in som e
sources. If a large electron density is required for Faraday rotation along the am pli cation path in the
Interior of a m asing cloud, it is lkely that the electron density is high exterior to the m asing cloud as well.
This would rotate the apparent PPA of the m aser em ission. F luctuations in the electron density, possbly
caused by density inhom ogeneities or anisotropy of the ionizing radiation eld, could cause em ission from
adpcent m aser spots to be Faraday rotated by di erent am ounts. If this is indeed the case, reconstructing
the m agnetic eld ordentation In the plane of the sky is a di cult task, and reconstructing the fiill three—
din ensional orientation of the m agnetic eld m ay be nearly in possible.
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Scatter broadening of som e sources In plies strong density uctuations and a high colum n density of
electrons along the radiation propagation path. Since the scatter broadening is proportionalto the distance
betw een the source and the scattering screen (e€g.,Boyd & W emer1972), a screen ofelectronsnearthe source
isunlikely to increase the angular size asm uch as a cloud ofelectrons severalkiloparsecs aw ay in the G alactic
plane. T he lack of correlation betw een scattered size and Faraday depolarization provides further evidence
that the scattering is extemal to the m asing regions. W 51 is not a particularly scatterbroadened source,
yet essentially no linear polarization is detected. G 351.778 0.538 is heavily scatterbroadened, but several
soots w ith a high degree of linear polarization are seen. Figure 18 show s a plot of the linear polarization
fraction as a function of spot size for all sources com bined. T here does not appear to be a correlation ofthe
linear fraction w ith the size of the cbserved m aser soots. T his suggests that the electron screen responsble
for scattering is G alactic in ordgin.

4.3. TotalPolarization

O fthe m aser spots in our sam ple, 97% are at last 75% polarized. A though Tables 2 to 20 of Paper
I do not list the total polarization fraction explicitly, it can be approxin ated by noting that the total
polarization fraction is Q2+ U2+ V2=I, where Q ;U;V; and I are the Stokes param eters. Stokes I and
V can be obtained from the sum and d%)erenoe, respectively, of the listed RCP and LCP ux densities of
spots, and the linear ux density gives Q2+ UZ2. In 86% of the maser spots, LCP and RCP uxes are
not both detected, in plying that the spot is circularly polarized to the lim its of detectability. For other
spots, frequently Q2 + U? + V2  I?, indicating that m any spots are nearly 100% polarized, as shown i
Figure 19. A portion of the discrepancy from equality In the above equation can be explained by a variety
of factors. A s can be seen In Tables 2 to 20 of Paper I, when the sam e m aser soot is seen in both RCP and
LCP enm ission, the position and velocity of the peak em ission m ay be slightly di erent in both. B lending of
strong ad poent m aser spots can also m ake determ ination of t param etersdi cult. Furthem ore, the linear
polarization fraction of a m aser spot m ay vary across a spot size.

N evertheless, there are certainly spots that appear to be only partially polarized E igure 19). Unpolar-
zed emission Q@ = U = V = 0) would appear as equal ux densities In the LCP and RCP feeds w ith no
detectable linear polarization. In W 51 el, for exam ple, there are a num ber of m aser spots where the LCP
and RCP ux densities are nearly equaland centered at roughly the sam e position and velocity. Since there
is nearly no detected linear polarization in the OH masers in this source, it is possible that these m aser
spots are only partially polarized. T hese m aser goots could also be produced by m asing In sites w here the
m agnetic eld splitting is an all com pared to the line width G oldreich, Keeky, & Kwan 1973a). Our data
do not provide su cient resolution to tell whether the spots with roughly equalRCP and LCP uxes are
due to two 100% polarized spots that are at slightly di erent positions and velocities or w hether they are
due to a single spot that isnot 100% polarized.

44. Overlap ofM asing C lum ps

T heoretically, -com ponentsare favored form agnetic eldsinclined 55 to the line ofsight G odreich,
Keeky, & Kwan 1973b; Gray & Field 1995) and -com ponents are favored for an aller angles. C onsider an
ensam ble of m aser sites, each threaded by an independent, random ly-oriented m agnetic eld. T he fraction
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Fig. 18.| P lot of linear polarization fraction as a function of spot size. The spot size is taken to be the
geom etric m ean of the undeconvolved spot tm aprand m inor axes. T he relative lack of spots w ith a high
linear polarization fraction at large spot sizes m ay be due to blending of adpcent soots w ithin the beam .
T he linear polarization fraction does not appear to be otherw ise correlated w ith the observed spot size.
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Fig. l9.| Totalpg]ar_izau'on ofm aser spots. O nly spots w ith nonzero observed uxes n all three ofRCP,
LCP, and Linear ( Q2+ U?) are shown, which excludes 942 spots. P ositive circular polarization fraction
corresponds to positive StokesV (ie., RCP ux greater than LCP ux). Curves show ing 25% , 50% , 75% ,
and 100% totalpolarization are drawn. M ost m aser spots are > 75% polarized.
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ofm aser sites for which am pli cation of -com ponents is favored is

Z, Zss
— sin d d = 0426; 6)
4 =0 =0
w here the factor of two acocounts for the possibilities of the m agnetic eld being ordented tow ard or away
from the observer. A ccounting for the fact that two -com ponents are produced for each -com ponent by
Zeem an splitting, -com ponentswould comprise 2 0:426=(1+ 0:426) = 60% oftotalm aser spots.

A sdiscussed In x3.5, them agnetic eld in any ndividual source is highly ordered, and the distribution
ofm agnetic eld ordentations at m aser sites is not ordented in a uniform Iy random direction. But for a large
sam ple of sources distrbuted throughout the G alactic plane, it is plausble that the range ofm agnetic eld
directions sam pled will approach a uniform random sam ple. However, In our sam plk a large m a prity of
m aser soots have a an all or zero linear polarization fraction. T wo-thirds ofm aser soots have no detectable
linear polarization at all. A s discussed in x4 2, am pli cation of -com ponentsm ay be reduced by Faraday
rotation along the am pli cation path. Two additional e ects pointed out by E litzur (1996) m ay explain
the larger fraction of -com ponents we detect. First, although an inclination of 55 divides angular phase
space into two distinct regions in which —-and -com ponents dom inate, the relative am pli cation of —and

-com ponents is larger for < 55, where -com ponents dom nnate, than for > 55, where -com ponents
dom nate. In the unsaturated regin e, the ratio of the absorption coe cients for - and -com ponents,
= ,reachesamininum of05at = 90 .Forcomparison, = reachesavalieof2 at39 and growsin
an unbounded m anneras ! 0 (seex3 ofE litzur). Unsaturated -com ponentsshould on averagebe weaker
than unsaturated -com ponents, so the percentage of -com ponents above a reasonable detection threshold
would be higher than the 60% expected based on an analysis of the sizes of angular phase space alone.
Second, as m asers saturate, com petitive gain will favor the stronger com ponent. Saturated -com ponents
w il reduce the absorption coe cient by a factor of 3, but saturated -com ponents only reduce by a
factor of 2 € litzur 1996). Thus, -com ponents should be even m ore num erous than -com ponents even if
the m asers are saturated.

However, it is clear that some -com ponents are seen in the ? ;_,;J = 3=2 m aser transitions. Some
m aser spots exhibit a high degree of linear polarization as would be expected for -com ponents, and the
distrbbution ofPPA in som e sources strongly suggeststhat -com ponentsare seen (see xA 13). N evertheless,
m aser spots that we believe are -com ponents are not 100% lhearly polarized. Since m ¢ = 0 radiation
is Inherently linearly polarized, circular polarization m ust be generated extemally. W e speculate that these
—-com ponents w ith nonzero circular polarization arise from the superposition of two m asing clum ps along
the line of sight. If the em ission from a -com ponent spot intersects a region 0ofO H appropriately shifted in
velocity, it m ay stinulate em ission in a m ode. Since the incident radiation from the st cloud (ie., the
-com ponent) is highly am pli ed and therefore bright, it can strongly stin ulate the second cloud, since the
Incident linear polarization w illbe seen by the second cloud as a superposition of the two opposite-handed
circular m odes. Even if the am pli cation in the second cloud is very weak, a signi cant am ount of circular
polarization can be added, and the radiation will no longer be com pletely linearly polarized, as shown in
Appendix B. The distinction between a —-and a -com ponentm ay be blurred ifthere is & 1 gain length of
m aterial In the second cloud.

T his circularization of a bright -com ponent due to an extrem ely weak -com ponent requires that the
weak cloudletbe In front ofthebrightm aser from the cbserver’'sperspective. Ifthe -com ponent isbehind the
-com ponent, the propagation path of radiation passes rst through theweak ( ) cloudlt and then through
the strong -com ponent. The radiation eld that the cloudlet am pli es, whether background continuum or
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its own spontaneous em ission, is m uch weaker than in the case where the radiation from the -com ponent
stin ulates em ission from the -com ponent, so the superposition of spotswould be indistinguishable from an
isolated -com ponent w ith no surrounding m aterial.

In principle the reverse scenario could occur aswell: a -com ponent stin ulates em ission in the -m ode
from a sn aller cloud of O H gas at the appropriate velocity for am pli cation. This would have the e ect of
adding extra linear polarization to a -com ponent. Since -com ponents are in general elliptically polarized
(ie., have a nonzero linearpolarization fraction), im ay notbepossible to distinguish cbservationally betw een
a -com ponent that has stim ulated weak em ission in the -m ode from a second m aser clum p and one that
has not. The linear polarization fraction ofa -com ponent is a function of the inclination of the m agnetic

eld to the line of sight (G oldreich, Keeky, & Kwan 1973a), so this e ect could lead to overestim ation of
the m agnetic eld inclination at OH m aser sites.

Tt isprobable that the overlap ofm aser com ponentsalong the line of sight would add circularpolarization
to -com ponentsm ore system ically than it would add linearpolarization to -com ponents. Form ost com m on
buk m aterialm otions (eg. infall, out ow, rotation), the radial com ponent of the velocity eld w ill change
m onotonically along a ray from a m aser spot to the cbserver. If the change in radial velocity along the
line of sight exceeds the Zeem an splitting between a —and -component (12 km s! at 1665 M Hz and
07km s! at 1667 MHz ora 4 mG magnetic eld), the radiation from the -com ponent may stinulate
weak ampli cation from OH in a mode. Buta -component could only stin ulate em ission from the
m ode ofa cloud ofOH along the line of sight if the change In radial velociy were In the sam e sense as the
Zeem an splitting of the -com ponent.

G wen that only a an allcolum n density ofO H along the line of sight between a m aser and the observer
is required to add signi cant circular polarization to the observed m aser, it is lkely that a large fraction
of -com ponents w illbe m isidenti ed as -com ponents. Unless there is an abrupt outer edge to the radial
distrdbbution ofOH in a m assive star-form ing region, the radiation from m any -com ponents w ill stin ulate
weak em ission In a -m ode of the surrounding O H .

4.5. E Ilongated A rrangem ents ofM aser Spots

In several sources, O H m asers are found in elongated lam entary arrangem ents. For instance, there isa

line ofm aser spots near the origin in the W 75 S m ap shown In Figure 25 ofPaper I, and them asers in W 75

N Figure 27 ofPaper I) appear to be ordented prim arily along two perpendicular axes. In the lam entary

arrangem ent of m aser soots seen in the northem grouping of W 75 N, the sky profction of the m agnetic

eld as deduced from the PPA ofthe linear portion of the polarization in plies that the m agnetic eld m ay
be aligned predom inantly along the line of elongation.

O ften there is a velocity gradient along the elongation, such asin W 75 S or the m asers n a NE /SW

line in ON 2 N . These lines ofm asers w ith velocity gradients are common in CH30 H . Norris et al. (1993)
observed 10 sources or which the m aser spots were distributed m ostly in a line w ith the m a pr axis of the
distrdbbution several tim es greater than the m inor axis. P lots of the velocity of the m aser spots versus the
mapraxiso setaregenerally distributed into tw o quadrants rather than tightly along a straight line NN orris
et al. 1998). T he authors speculated that the m asers are tracing circum stellar disks and that the deviation
from a straight line in the velocity-m a pr axis plots is due to m aser am pli cation at di erent radii in the
sam e circum stellar disk .
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M ore recent observations do not seem to favor the interpretation of these m aser arrangem ents as cir-
cum stellar disks, however. First, D e Buizer (2003) looked forH, =1 0 S(1) em ission in m assive SFR s
r which circum stellar disks were suspected on the basis of collinear! distributions of m ethanol m asers.
Since m olecular hydrogen is a diagnostic of shocked out ow s, it was expected that the H ; em ission would be
ordented prim arily perpendicular to the putative disks. Instead, the H, em ission In aln ost all of the sources
for which i was detected was preferentially ordented parallel to the line of m ethanolm asers. D e Buizer
suggested that the m asers were instead tracing an out ow . Second, the proper m otions of m aser spots in
the two linear structures In G 9.62+ 0 20 are directed prin arily perpendicular to the structuresM inferet al.
(2001). T his suggests that In at least som e casesm ethanolm asersm ay trace shocks ratherthan circum stellar
disks. W hether this applies to sin ilar arrangem ents of O H m asers is not yet well established. Tt is believed
that the lifetin es ofm ethanoland hydroxylm asers overlap but are not ddentical Reid 2002). It is therefore
possible that structures delineated by O H m asers trace a di erent evolutionary phase of form ing high-m ass
stars than do CH3OH m asers.

An altemate possibility to the disk hypothesis is that these elongated arrangem ents ofm aser spotsm ay
sim ply be a result ofthe m otion ofm aterdial threaded by m agnetic elds. This could be a result 0of1l) collapse
In the early stages of star form ation or 2) shock-driven out ow s In later stages. In case 1), as clouds ofO H
and otherm aterial 211 inw ard, they willdraw the m agnetic eld nward w ih them . Thiswill tend to align

eld lines w ith the m aterial elongations, provided there is enough angular m om entum to avoid spherical
collapse. In case 2), a shock propagating outward from the boundary of the UCH II region com presses
m aterial ahead of i, kading to elongations along the shock front.

T he drift speed for am bipolar di usion ofa m agnetic eld out ofa m aser cloud is

2 1
0% B n 2 r 1 Xe s L )
Vq = o S 7
d 5 103G 106 am 3 10%5 an 2 109 ands? 10 5

where r is the radius ofa m aser spot, is the ion-neutral collision rate coe cient, and x . is the lonization
fraction ®lack & Hartquist 1979). The drift speed is less than a typical shock speed (> 5 km s'),
especially if carbon is lonized in any substantial fraction. Thus, the m agnetic eld will be dragged along
and com pressed by the shodck, resulting In a eld ordented parallelto the shock front and therefore along the
m aterialelongation. Unless the shock istotally planar, therem ay be velocity gradients along the elongations.
T he slight curvature to som e ofthese elongationsm ay also be explained by the expansion ofa spherical shock
front or a planar shock into an inhom ogeneocusm edium . This is In contrast to m odels explaining elongated
arrangem ents ofm aser soots as disks, w here little curvature w ould be expected if preferentially seen edge-on.
N evertheless, som e curvature along the elongationsm ay be produced if a disk is inclined.

46. IsThere a Connection Between M aser C lusters and Shocks?

A smentioned In x32, there is a characteristic m aser clum ping scale of  10%° am . A dditionally, m aser
clusters tend to be concentrated on or near the periphery of H II regions. This is not always the case In
com plicated sources such asW 75 N, but m ore often than not these m aser clusters appear near the boundary
ofan H II region, especially given that we observe three-din ensional distridbutions of m asers in pro fction.

“W e will refer to structures of m aser spots aligned along the sam e line as collinear to avoid any possible confusion w ith
linear polarization.
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O ccasionally even individual clusters are elongated In a lam entary manner, as in W 3(OH) Reid et al
1980).

Tt is possble that these clusters of OH masers form in shocked neutral gas outside the ionization
boundary. The iniial grow th phase ofa UCH II region Involves an R -type ionization front (see, eg., Kahn
1954). W hen the speed of the lonization front slow s to tw ice the sound speed of the ionized m aterial, a
transition occurs and the ionization front changesto a weak D -type (Shu 1992). T his is characterized by the
existence of two separate fronts: an ionization (I) front and a shock (S) front that precedes it. K awam ura
& M asson (1998) directly m easured the expansion soeed ofthe UCH II region, ie., the I front, n W 3(OH)
tobe3 5km s?!. Shce the speed of the I front is less than the sound speed In the ionized m aterial
( 10km s?!), the jonization front m ust be of D type n W 3(0OH).

O thers have theorized that m asersneara UCH II region appear in the shocked neutralm aterialbetw een
the Tand S fronts (eg. Baldwin, Harrds, & Ryl 1973; E litzur & de Jong 1978). T heoretical calculations
suggest that IS fronts are inherently prone to Instabilities (Vandervoort 1962). Less clear is the exact
m echanisn of instability grow th, although there is no shortage of candidates @ yson et al. 2002). G uliani
(1979) found that the slab of m aterial between the I and S fronts was unstable to oscillatory transverse
perturbations. The wavelength of fastest perturbation growth was found to Increase w ith tim e. Vishniac
(1983) obtained sim ilar results and additionally suggested that unstable sm allscale fragm entation would
eventually allow neutralgas to be swept up behind the fragm ents and lead to R ayligh-T aylor instabilities,
although it is unclear whether this would occur at the tim e and size scales of ultracom pact H II regions.
Pottasch (1958) argued based on the evolutionary sequence of perturbation shapes of the bright rim s In
di use nebulae that the Raylkigh-Taylor instability alone cannot be the cause of ngering, although his
analysis was based on older, lowerdensity H II regions. Vishniac also speculated that m agnetic elds
m ight produce elongated, lam entary structures. Two-din ensional sin ulations by G arc a-Segura & Franco
(1996) dem onstrate the appearance of this hydrodynam ical instability regardless of the densiy structure
of the neutral gas and details of the radiative cooling law included. T he wavelength of the fastest-grow ing
perturbations increases w ith tin e, w ith interfragm ent spacings on the order of several tin es 100 AU near
the base of the ngers and approxin ately 100 AU near the tips or UCH II ages near 10? years, as shown
graphically in their Figure 6. N ote that this is consistent w ith both the clustering scale and the dynam ical
age of OH m asers, as discussed in xx32 and 3.6.

A ssum Ing that som e clusters near UCH II regions form in the shocked neutralm ediim between the I
and S fronts, two pro ection—related factors would im ply that clusters should be m ore frequently found at
the periphery of H II regions rather than atop them , an e ect not seen (see x3.6). F irst, velocity gradients
are lkely to be higher along the ngers of shocked neutralm aterial than across them . Am pli cation lengths
should therefore be longer on average for ngers pointing in the plane ofthe sky, w here the velocity gradient
is tangential n profction, than for ngers pointing toward us (ie., progcted near the center of the H IT
region). Still, potential path lengths are longer along ngers rather than across them , and it is unclear
w hether velocity gradients are large enough to favor am pli cation across rather than along the ngers.
Second, the m agnetic eld threading the neutralm aterial w ill be dragged along w ith i. Field lneswillbe
folded such that a eld line entering the nger from the neutralm aterial w ill exit the nger back into the
neutralm aterial after bending through 180 . Thiswould In ply an e ective reversal of the lne-ofsight
direction for lines of sight along ngers. However, intra-cluster m agnetic eld line reversals are never seen.
Indeed, the m agnetic elds deduced from OH m aser In clusters superposed atop H II regions in ON 1 and
W 3 H) suggest that there is a consistent line-ofsight eld direction in those sources even atop the H II
region. It is possble that OH m asing clum ps occur near the \paln s" of the ngers or that the ngers of
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neutralm aterial containing the O H m asers are not very long. In either case, the bend in the m agnetic eld
lines could be much less than 180 , consistent w ith our lack of detection of lineofsight eld reversals in
these clusters.

Largescale (> 1000 AU) collinear m aser structures, such as the NE/SW line n ON 2 N, probably
cannot be explained by shock instabilities around the UCH II region because they are larger in scale than
the H II region itself. Tt is still possible that these structures occur in neutral gas that has been shocked by
another source in the star-form ing com plex. T here is often a velocity gradient along these structures, which
could be explained by a curved or decelerating shock.

4.7. Relation of OH M asers to G alactic M agnetic F ields

N oting that line-ofsight directions obtained from Zeem an splitting in eight G alactic O H m aser sources
were consistent w ith a clockw ise G alactic eld, D avies (1974) postulated that OH m asers In m assive star—
form ing regions traced the G alacticm agnetic eld. Follow -up studiesby Reid & Silverstein (1990) and Reid
& Menten (1993) supported this clain but were suggestive of a m ore com plicated G alactic eld structure.
Subsequent analyses em ploying this technigque on ever-arger sam ple sizes have indicated that correlations
w ith the G alacticm agnetic eld m ay exist Baudry et al. 1997; F ish et al. 2003), but detailed probing ofthe
Galactic eld w ih thism ethod rem ainselusive. O bservationallin itations ofthism ethod consist ofunknow n
distances to m any of the sources as well as possibly incorrect m agnetic eld data resulting from nadequate
spatial resolution to unam biguously identify Zeem an pairs of m aser features, sihoe few sources have been
observed at VLB I resolution. A dditionally, m agnetic eld inform ation has thus farbeen lim ited to the sign
ofthe lneofsight eld ordentation (ie, whether them agnetic eld points in the hem isphere tow ard or aw ay
from the Sun). Thismay be Insu cient to accurately probe a predom inantly toroidal G alactic m agnetic

eld at lower G alactic longiudes, in the direction ofthe m a prity ofm assive star-form ing regions @swellas
m ost of the spiral structure of the G alaxy).

If the m agnetic eld ordentation In m assive star-form ing regions is correlated w ith the G alactic eld,
the processes of high-m ass star form ation m ust not tightly wrap the m agnetic eld con guration despite
the rotation and collapse necessary to produce the central condensation, a proposition for which there
is theoretical support (e€4g. Li & Shu 1996; Allen, Li, & Shu 2003). As discussed In x3.5, an ordered
m agnetic eld can be Inferred from the regularity of the lneofsight direction of the m agnetic eld over
large portions of the source and the eld strengths inferred from Zeem an pairs w thin the sam e clusters of
10 an . Furthem ore, the m agnetic elds deduced from OH Zeem an splitting in m assive SFR s separated
by distances on the order of a kiloparsec show a preference to be coaligned  ish et al. 2002). A num erical
Investigation of the collapse of rotating, m agnetized, isotherm alcloud cores suggests that collapse can occur
w ithout introducing a signi cant tw ist to them agnetic eld @ llen, Li, & Shu 2003). T hese authors nd that
them axin um pitch angle ofthem agnetic eld is approxin ately 20 along a ridge of accreting m aterial (see
their Figure 4). Inward from this ridge the m agnetic eld resists w rapping, whilk outward from the ridge
the wrap from di erential rotation is sm all. Sin ulationsby M atsum oto & Tom isaka (2004) con m that the
m agnetic eld of a collapsing core m aintains alignm ent w ith the m agnetic eld of the parent cloud. They

nd that a young star’sm agnetic eld is inclined nom ore than 30 from that ofthe parent cloud for a weak
initial eld strength ( 20 G atadensity of2:6 10% an ), with m uch better alignm ent when the initial
eld strength is greater.

TIfthese m odels are correct, them agnetic eld ordentation before collapse m ight be partially preserved in
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the m aterial surrounding the core. Since the elds around new ly—form ed m assive stars are ordered (see x3.5),
this suggests that m agnetic eld ordentations deduced from O H m aser Zeem an splitting m ay be indicative of
the G alacticm agnetic eld. A VLBI survey ofOH m asers in m assive star-form ing regions would elin inate
Zeam an pairing am biguiy and possbly allow for three-din ensionalm odelling of the am bient m agnetic eld
In the few sources In which the Faraday rotation is sm allenough that the fiillm agnetic eld ordentation can
be Inferred from the observed linear polarization fraction and PPA ofm aser spots. If accurate distances can
be obtained as well, as through trigonom etric parallaxes of higher frequency m aser transitions, O H m asers
m ay prove to be a usefil tool for probing the G alactic m agnetic eld.

5. Summ ary of Interstellar OH M aser P roperties

G round-state OH m asers typically cluster on a scale of 13° am , providing evidence that their dis-
tribution is linked to a process with an inherent scale, as opposed to turbulence which is generally
scale-free). The m agnetic eld strengths im plied by Zeem an splitting suggest that O H m asers occur
in regions of density 10° to several 10’ an . OH m asers are ound preferentially near the UCH II
region in m assive SFR s. T heir distrdbution around UCH II regions suggest an expansion age of  10*
years for typical expansion velocities. O H m asers do not appear to be system ically shifted from the
velocity of the associated star by m ore than a faw km s !, although possble exceptions exist, as in
G5886 0393 and W 75N VLA 2. Taken together, these pieces of evidence support the theory that
most OH m asers occur In the shocked neutral gas between the ionization and shock fronts of UCH II
regions. The distrbution ofm aser uxesw ith distance from the centralUCH II region suggests that
OH maserstum o abruptly rather than weakening gradually after 10? years.

Som e OH m asers are seen far from or w ithout any associated H IT region. Ik is unclear w hether these
m asersare pum ped by a starw ith an associated weak, undetected hypercom pact H II region orw hether
they are shock-excited w ithout an ionization front. In som e sources (e€g., W 75 S), OH m asers appear
to trace a collinear structure w ith a velocity gradient. T hese form ations probably trace shock fronts
rather than protostellar disks.

M agnetic elds are ordered in m assive SFR s, lending observational support to theories that ndicate
that the am bient m agnetic eld direction m ay be preserved during m assive star form ation. Nearly all
sources show either a consistent line-ofsight m agnetic eld direction or a sihgle reversalofthe line-of-
sight direction across the source. W ithin a m aser cluster of size 10'° an , Ihe-ofsight m agnetic eld
direction reversals are never seen, and the eld strengths deduced from Zeem an splitting are alm ost
alwaysconsistent within 1mG.

W edo seeboth —and -com ponents, ncluding a \Zeem an triplet" nW 75N (seex3.1). ButOH maser
spots that are 100% linearly polarized, as theoretically expected of -com ponents, are extrem ely rare.

T here is a range of sources w ith qualitatively di erent linear polarization properties. At one extrem e

(@sin W 75 N) high linear polarization fractions are seen, and the PPA s show som e correlation w ith

observed structures and probable m agnetic eld directions. In m ost sources the linear polarization

fractions are much less than 1 and PPA s cannot be easily interpreted as m agnetic eld directions.

At the other extrem e are sources such asW 51 €l and €2, in which little or no linear polarization is

detected and the total polarization fraction of som e m aser soots ism uch less than unity.

T he w ide range ofpolarization properties observed in O H m asersm ay be explained by a com bination of
Faraday rotation and overlap ofm aser com ponents. IfO H m asers are ndeed near or em bedded in C IT
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regions, the electron densiy m ay be high enough that the m asers are near a critical point of Faraday
rotation. A typicalm aser soot lkely has large (> 1 rad) Faraday rotation over the entire am pli cation
length, but not over a single gain length of the m aser. If Faraday rotation is a factor of 5 lower,
the total Faraday rotation along the am pli cation path m ay be an allenough such that the PPA s are
still roughly aligned w ith the m agnetic eld lines. O n the other hand, if Faraday rotation is a factor
of 5 lamger, the Faraday rotation per gain length could exceed 1 rad, destroying linear polarization
and depolarizing the m aser. Even if the Faraday rotation is sm all enough to allow am pli cation of
a 100% linearly polarized -com ponent, is polarization m ay be partially circularized by one of the

-m odes of a weakly-inverted cum p of O H between the m aser site and the observer. This is lkely a
very In portant e ect, as only a m odest Inversion and a sm all colum n density of OH are required to
add signi cant circular polarization to a -com ponent.

T heoretically the linear polarization fractions and directions of m aser com ponents can be used to
determm ine the fiill, three-dim ensional orientation of the m agnetic eld at m asing sites. But the inter—
pretation of PPAsm ay be very di cult in sources for which the am ount of Faraday rotation along
the propagation path between the source and the observer is unknown. Inferring a m agnetic eld
orientation in the plane of the sky also requires unam biguous identi cation of —-and -com ponents,
due to the 90 di erence in PPA response to am agnetic eld. Zeam an pairs provide the surest m ethod
of identifying -com ponents, but their polarization properties m ay be too contam inated by intemal
Faraday rotation and m aser overlap to pem i interpretation ofthe Inclination ofthem agnetic eld to
the line of sight.

W ethank M .D .Gray, M .E litzur, and J-P .M acquart for helpfiil com m ents in preparation.

Facility: VLBA

A . N oteson Individual Sources
AJdl. G5.886 0.393

T here is a reversal of the line-ofsight direction ofthem agnetic eld acrossthe source. A 11Zeam an pairs
In the south ofthe source Indicate a negative m agnetic eld (ie., oriented in the hem isphere pointing tow ard
the Sun), while all pairs in the north of the source indicate a positive m agnetic eld.

N early allofthe m aser spots identi ed in the northeastem cluster constitute a com ponent of a Zeem an
pair. In total, there are eight Zeam an pairs in the cluster { four each in the 1665 and 1667 M H z transitions.
Them agnetic eld strengths are consistent, ranging from 12 to 2.0m G in the cluster. T he center (m aterial)
velocities of the Zeem an pairs range from 8.6 to 100 km s ! . This is in excellent agreem ent w ith Caswell
(2001),who nd a 6035M Hz Zeem an pair in this region centered at 9.96 km s ! with a splitting of1.49mG .

W e can de ne the Zeam an pairing e ciency as tw ice the num ber of Zeem an pairs divided by the total
num ber of m aser spots (in both polarizations and transitions) in a region. In the lim iting case w here every
m aser soot isa -com ponent in a detectable Zeam an pair, the Zeem an pairing e ciency would be 100% . For
the northeastem cluster F igure 3 ofPaper I), the Zeam an pairing e ciency is 84% . The pairing e ciency
In the westem half of the source is only 16% . W e note that the velocities of m aser spots range from 2.6 to
158 km s! in the westem half of the source This is a m uch Jarger range than for the northeastem cluster,
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w hich has a Jarger Zeem an pairing e ciency. Since velocity coherence is necessary for the am pli cation of
both -com ponentsofa Zeem an pair, it is reassuring to note that the region w ith the m ore coherent velocity
eld also produces Zeam an pairsm ore e ciently.

Zijlstra et al. (1990) observe OH em ission from  45km s® to17km s! and interpret this em ission as
tracing a bipolarout ow . O ur cbservations span only the upper end ofthis velocity range. W e see redshifted
em ission extending to the southwest of the western group ofm asers, In general agreem ent w ith Zijlstra et
al. They do not see em ission at 8.6 to 10.0 km s ! in the eastem half of the source, probably due to the
large channelwidth @2 km s ! velocity equivalent) and beam size of their observations. T hey also do not
see am ission at the appropriate velocities corresponding to the isolated 2#4 and+12mG Zeam an pairswe
detect. At 6035M H z, Caswell (2001) nds e ission in the velocity range corresponding to our observations
and absorption from 25 to + 2 km s !, supporting the m odel of Zijlstra et al.

Feldtet al. 2003) detect a candidate O type jonizhg starat = 2P 092; =09 0% nFigure
1 of Paper I. The star’s location is coincident w ith the isolated 12 m G Zeem an pair to w ithin positional
errors. The brighter RCP com ponent ofthis Zeem an pairhasa ux densiy 0of2.37 Jy. Since the H IT region
is optically thick at = 18 an (@A erbach et al 1996), it is unlkely that direct am pli cation of stellar
radiation is in portant. Is the spatial coincidence of thism aser spot w ith the profcted location of the star
due to chanoe, or isam pli cation favored due to the stellar radiation? N ine otherm ain-linem aser features in
G 5886 0.393 arebrighter than this feature, indicating that the observed ux density isnot strongly a ected
by whether the m aser is progcted atop the star. However, the observed ux densiy of strong ¢ 1 Jy)
m aser spots m ay be relatively insensitive to initial conditions if they are at least partially saturated. D ue
to Interstellar scattering, it is possble to get only a lower Ilim it ©or m aser brightness tem peratures, but i is
probable that the brightest m aser spots In this source are saturated (see x4.1).

A 2. G9.622+0.195

The G 9.62+ 0.19 com plex contains several UCH II regions, as well as a hot m olecular core (Cesaroni
et al. 1994). W e detect OH m asers around sources D, E, and G in the nom enclature system of G aray et
al. (1993) and Testiet al. 2000). At source E, we nd two Zeem an pairs which both indicate a positive
magnetic eld. At source G, we nd two Zeam an pairs which both indicate a negative m agnetic eld. Few
OH m aser spots and no Zeam an pairs are identi ed at source D, whilk no m aser activity at all is seen near
the hot core (source F'), Jocated between sourcesD and G .

W e do not see the isolated 1665 M Hz RCP m aser detected between sources E and G In A rgon, Reid,
& Menten (2000). Thism aser soot has lkely weakened below our detectability threshold in the 10 years
since their observations. W ater m aser em ission is seen at this site and associated w ith sourcesD , E, and G
Homer & Churchwell1996).

A 3. G10.624 0.385

O verall evidence indicates that G 10.624 0.385 is undergoing collapse. O bservations of NH 3 show that
the m olecular m aterial is rotating and falling Inward, wih rapid spiralm otions inward of about 0.05 pc
Ho & Haschick 1986; Keto, Ho, & Haschick 1987). The plane of rotation cuts through the center of the
H II region and is ordented approxim ately 20 west ofnorth Keto, Ho, & Haschick 1988). C cherent inward
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m otions are also seen w ithin the ionized gas in the H II region K eto 2002).

W e detect relatively few m aser spots n G10.624 0.385. Em ission falls into three regions: a cum p to

the east, a cum p 2% to the west of the previous clum p, and an isolated m aser spot to the northwest. W e

nd only one Zeem an pair, ndicating am agnetic eld of 6mG in the eastermm ost clum p. The west clum p

appears arclike, w ith a length of about 150 m as. This is the only cum p to show any linear polarization,

m ost ofwhich is ordented roughly perpendicular to the arc. N one of the m aser soots we detect lies along the
plane of rotation.

T he ground-state m asers we detect span a velocity range of 2:4 to + 33 km s ! . This is in agreem ent

w ith the velocity span of excited statesof OH: 2:0to 15km s! mm? ;_,;J = 1=2 emission G ardner &

M art n-Pintado 1983), 25to+1:0km s® in? ;_,;J = 7=2 absorption Fish, Reid, & M enten 2005), and
19to O0#Akm s! m? 5,;J= 9=2 absorption @W aln sky et al. 1986).

A 4. G34.257+0.154

The G343+ 02 complex contains several UCH 1II regions. M ost prom inent is the \com etary" H II
region, labelled C in the nom enclature of Gaum e, Fey, & Claussen (1994). The m orphology of region C can
be explained as a bow shock due to the supersonic relative m otion ofthe exciting source w ith respect to the
surroundingm edium Reid & Ho 1985;M ac Low et al. 1991). Region C m ay be com posed ofm ore than one
continuum com ponent (Sew ilo et al. 2004). T wo fainter com ponents, labelled A and B by Reid & Ho (1985),
are located to the southeast and northeast of region C, resgpectively. T he com plex has a kinem atic distance
0of 3.8 kpc (G alactic center distance ry = 10 kpc) Reifenstein et al. 1970).

A blueshifted out ow extending to the northwest is seen by H atchell, Fuller, & M illar (2001). Com po—
nents A and C were detected in the m id-nfrared, but com ponent B was not, suggesting that it is deeply
em bedded and therefore very young (C am pbell et al. 2000). Based on this and the spectral index of com —
ponentB (0:9 04, from Gaume, Fey, & Claussen 1994), H atchell et al. conclude that com ponent B is the
source of the out ow .

U nlke other sources, there is not a single line that can be drawn across the entirety of G 34 257+ 0.154
which separates regions of positive and negative m agnetic eld. However, such lines can be drawn for the
m asers associated w ith regions B and C separately. Region B contains m any Zeem an pairs w ith posiive
m agnetic eld near the continuum source and a single Zeam an pair w ith negative m agnetic eld to the
northeast of the source. A1l of the Zeem an pairs ahead of the bow shock In region C imply a negative
m agnetic eld exoept for a am all region near the H IT region to the south. There is good qualitative
agream ent between the m agnetic eld m easured here and sin ilar VLBA observations of the source In 1995
by Zheng, Reid, & M oran (2000). In the northem halfofthe source, the eld directions are identicalbetween
the two observations, and eld m agnitudes agree to better than 0.3 m G where they overlbp. In the center
and south, we nd larger eld m agnitudes than reported by Zheng et al. Lineofsight eld directions are
again in agreem ent, although Zheng et al. nd Zeem an pairs in plying m agnetic eldsof+05and 05mG
near the origin ofF igure 9 ofP aper I.At this sam e location, G asiprong, C ochen, & Hutawarakom (2002) nd
only one Zeam an pair in plying am agnetic eld of 5:0m G .In this region, we iInferm agnetic eldsof 036,

51, 5{,and 60mG from fourZeam an pairs. At 6035M Hz, Caswell& Vailke (1995) and Caswell (2001)

nd three Zeem an pairs Indicating a m agnetic eld of 4 m G . T heir observations do not have the necessary
angular resolution to determ ine which H II region the 6035 M H z are associated w ith, but their results are
largely consistent w ith m agnetic elds obtained from the com etary region C, especially in the north.
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G aslprong, Cohen, & Hutawarakom (2002) also observed linear polarization w ith the M ERLIN array.
It is di cult to com pare our resuls directly with theirs, since the 016 resolution a orded by M ERLIN
is Insu cient to separate distinct m aser com ponents w ith very di erent linear polarization position angles.
N evertheless, for the brighter spots it is possible to identify a m aser spot In our data that corresponds to a
sin ilar spot in the G asiprong study. P olarization position angles generally agree to 10 or 20 .

A S5. G35.577 0.029

T his source contains two UCH II regions. A 1l of the m aser activity appears to be associated w ith the
westem H II region. W e detect m aser spots only on the westem limb of the westem H II region w ith the
exoeption of one isolated spot to the east. D ue to registration uncertainties, it is not clear w hether this soot
is Jocated directly atop the H II region or on the eastern linb. W e detect three Zeam an pairs n the westem
clum p of em ission, w ith allthree In plying a m agnetic eld in the rangeof 4to 63 mG.

A 6. G40.622 0.137

There is a large ( 1%) cluster of OH m aser em ission centered approxin ately 195 away from the only
detected H II region. W e detect two Zeem an pairs n the sam e region, consistent wih a eld strength
of approxin ately 6mG.Caswellé Vaike (1995) nd one Zeem an pair in 6035 M Hz OH m aser em ission
Inplying amagnetic eld of+ 1:7m G, suggesting that there m ay be a reversal of the line-ofsight direction
of the m agnetic eld i this source. M ethanol and water m asers are also seen within less than 1% of the
reference position (Forster & Caswell1989; Beuther et al. 2002).

A . G43.796 0.127

T he X band continuum m aps show two sources { a bright source to the northwest, and a weak source
to the southeast. A llm aser aem ission lies atop the northwest source. A total of seven Zeem an pairs were
denti ed. F ive of these Indicate a positive m agnetic eld, and two indicate a negative m agnetic eld. Unlke
In other sources in which a reversal is seen, it is not possbl to draw a single straight line such that the
m agnetic eld on each side of the line has a uniform lneofsight direction. A Zeeam an m easurem ent of
6035M Hz (excited-state) OH em ission inpliessamagnetic eld of+36mG (Caswells Vailke 1995). Three
m easurem ents ofthe Zeem an e ect In H ,0 m asers, which trace a higher range of densities, In ply a m agnetic

edof 133to 461 mG (Sam aetal 2002).

W e have adopted an amm onia velocity of 452 km s! for G43.796 0.127. The NH; spectrum itself
(see Figure 41 of Paper I) is com plicated, and it is di cul to identify which Iine is them ain line and which
are hyper ne lhes. W e identify the lnhe at 452 km s ! asthe main line because its velocity m ost closely
m atchesthat ofthe CS J = 7! 6 velocity 0of44 .3 km s Plme,Ja e, & Evans 1992). Since the critical
density ofCSJ = 7! 6is2 10’ an 3, we felcon dent that it is tracing the sam e high-density m aterial
asthe NH3 em ission.
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A 8. W5l

W e nd atotalof46 Zeem an pairs near sources €l and €2, m aking W 51 the m ost proli cm assive SFR
In tem s of the num ber of Zeem an pairs In our survey. A s previously reported A rgon, Reid, & M enten
2002), source e2 contains two Zeam an pairs In plying the strongest m agnetic elds ever seen In interstellar
OH masers: 198mG and 21 mG .

Source €l show sa reversalofthe Iine-ofsight eld direction, which pointstow ard the Sun in the northem
half of the source and away from the Sun in the southem half. Source €2 is the clearest exam ple yet that
show s the extent to which m agnetic elds are ordered in m assive SFRs. A1l 22 Zeem an pairs indicate a
positive m agnetic eld. A though there is a huge variation in the strength of the m agnetic eld across the
source, m ultiple Zeem an pairs in each clister have consistent eld strengths to within about 1 mG .

W 51 is rem arkable am ong our source sam pl as having alm ost no detectable linear polarization. T hree
m aser soots near the origin in source el have linear polarization fractionsofl% to 2% . N o linear polarization
w as detected for any other spot in source €l orany spot at allin source €2. T he plausbility of circularization
due to high Faraday rotation along m aser am pli cation paths is discussed in x4 2.

A 9. ON 1

T he m aser spots appeared to be grouped Into three regions. The m asers In the northem group have
velocitiesnear 4 km s ! . Them asers in the centralgroup are located at about 13 14 km s ! . The southem
m aser spots fall prim arily along an extended collinear feature. T he velocities In this line range from 13 to
15km s! . OH masers are not seen at Intem ediate velocities. M ethanolm asers show a sin ilar velocity
structure (Szym czak, H rynek, & Kus 2000).

Zeem an splitting In ON 1 is everyw here consistent with a m agnetic eld pointing in the hem isphere
toward the Sun. W e do not nd any unam biguous Zeam an pairs in the northem group. At 6031 and 6035
MHz, Desnurs & Baudry (1998) nd four Zeeam an pairs inplying m agnetic elds from 36 to 63 mG.
T hesem aser spots appear to fall slightly north and west of the northem group ofm aser spots detected in the
ground-state transitions here and in A rgon, Reid, & M enten (2000), but their center velocities 2ll betw een
13.7 and 153 km s ! ascompared wih a velocity range of 32 to 62 km s ! in the northem ground-state
group. Tt is unclear whether this 10 km s ! di erence re ects a large velocity gradient in the northem part
ofthe source or w hether the 6031 and 6035 M H z em ission com es from a di erent area, re ecting registration
uncertainties betw een the various sets of cbservations. Two 13441 M H z Zeem an pairsat 14.1 and 03 km s
Indicate m agnetic eldsof 38 and 83 mG, respectively Fish, Reid, & M enten 2005).

Since registration uncertainties ofa few tenths ofan arcsecond m ay exist between the continuum im age
and our m aser spot m aps, one possble interpretation is that the northem and southem m aser groups are
located on the limb ofthe UCH II region, while the center group is pro gcted onto the H II region. W hilke
the precise locations of these groups relative to the H II region along the line of sight is unknow n, the center
group m ust be located in front of the H II region, since the H II region is optically thick at 18 an (Zheng et
al. 1985). T he authors also noted an aram nute-scale gradient of11 2km s ! pc? in NH; em ission with a
velocity of 12 km s! nearthe H II region (com parable to that of the southem group of OH m asers) and
an H76 recombiation velocity of 5:1  2:5 km s !, blueshifted with respect to the NH; em ission. They
conclided that the m otions in ON 1 were consistent w ith lnfall and rotation.

T he velocities of the three groups ofm aser spots we cbserve m ay be consistent w th infall and rotation
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on a an aller angular scale as well. If the north and south m aser groups are at lim bs of the rotation, the
in plied rotation speed would be 5 km s ! centered at 9 km s ! and roughly aligned w ith the direction of
rotation noted by Zheng et al. The center m aser group m ight then be nfallng at 5km s! aswell. At this
radius, 5km s?! corresponds to the freefall velocity for a 20 M star, so if net rotation is also sustained,
rapidly soiralling infallm ust be occurring. N evertheless, this could explain why the RCP m aser em ission in
the northem group is seen farther from the center of the H II region than the LCP em ission. Because the
m agnetic eld splits the RCP em ission to a Iower LSR velocity than the LCP em ission, the coherent path
length is larger farther away from the center ofthe H IT region.

A 10. K3 50

This H II region has a diam eter of over 0.1 pc, which is large for an ultracom pact H II region. M asers
are found only to the north and east of the H II region. The lneofsight m agnetic eld direction points
toward the Sun at allm aser groups. However, due to the lack ofm aser em ission to the south and west of
the H II region, we cannot conclusively rule out a m agnetic eld reversalacrossK 3 50. Using theE elsberg
100 m telescope, Baudry et al. (1997) nd two 6035 M Hz Zeam an pairs indicating eld strengths of 53
and 91 mG centered at 1868 and 1944 km s !, respectively. These are redshifted com pared to the
Zeem an pairs we identify, w hose center velocities range from  22:30to 19:79km s ! . Two com ponents at

20dto 202km s? and 250to 255km s! areseen in absorption in the? ;.,;J = 7=2 lines Fish,
Reid, & M enten 2005).

A ll. ON 2N

E leven Zeem an pairs have been identi ed n ON 2 N, all indicating a positive m agnetic eld. AIl of
the OH m aser em ission is located to the south and west ofthe UCH II region, In the sam e area as the H,0
m aser em ission Hofmer & Churchwell 1996).

T here are three groups ofm aser spots arranged roughly In a line w ith a position angle 35 east ofnorth
begihning at the H II region. T his line of spots exhibits a velocity gradient w ith the m ost redshifted em ission
toward the southwest. A cluster ofm aser soots w ith a large velocity dispersion is o set from this line and
elongated perpendicular to . A In ost all spots w ith any detectable linear polarization, as well as all spots
w ith a high linear polarization fraction, are o set from the line ofm asers.

A l2. W 758

W e have identi ed 13 Zeem an pairs around the UCH IT region in W 75 S. There is a reversal of the
line-ofsight m agnetic eld direction across this SFR . Seven Zeam an pairs to the east indicate a m agnetic
eld pointing toward the Sun, whilke six to the west indicate a m agnetic eld In the opposite direction.
Additionally, eld strengths wihin m aser clusters are rem arkably consistent. T he six Zeem an pairs In the
westem cluster mply eld strengthsof5:6 to 6:6m G, and the six Zeam an pairs to the southeast ofthe H II
region mply eld strengthsof 38to 53mG.

A oollinear arrangem ent of m aser soots exists near the origin In Figure 25 of Paper I. An enlargem ent
of this region is shown in Figure 20, along w ith a best- t line. There is a velociy gradient along this line
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w ith the velocity increasing to the north. If these m asers are Interpreted as tracing a circum stellar disk in
K eplerian rotation, the radiis of the disk is at least 400 AU, and the centralm assisat lrast 6 M . Seex4 5
for fiurther discussion of the possible interpretations of this structure.

A 13. W 75N

The region of OH masing n W 75 N coincides w ith three continuum sources, identi ed from north to
south asVLA 1,VLA 2,and VLA 3 by Torrelleset al. (1997). Based on an elongation of VLA 1 (at position
angle 43 ) and the spectral index of the source, the authors conclide that there is an ionized, biconical,
partially optically thick gt em anating from the source. In addition to this ow, there is a larger, 3-pc ow
ordented at position angle 62:5 that does not appear to be driven by the out ow in VLA 1 (Shepherd, Testi,
& Stark 2003).

W 75 N contains O H m aser spots distributed prim arily along two axes. A long the north-south axis the
m agnetic eld is ordented away from the Sun, while along the east-west axis the eld is ordented toward the
Sun. At the Intersection of these two axes there are two Zeem an pairs, each indicating a di erent sign of
the m agnetic eld. Tt appears that m ost m asers are associated wih VLA 1. However, the dynam ics of the
cluster at the Imb of VLA 2 Figure 28 ofPaper I) are unlke the rest of the m asers, suggesting that these
m asers are Indeed associated with VLA 2.

O therm aser speciesexist n W 75 N aswell. H,0 m asers are seen close to the H II regions, w ith spots
distinctly on the limbsofVLA 2 and VLA 3 aswellas along the position anglk ofthe £t in VLA 1 (Torrelles
et al. 1997). CH30 H m asers are seen prin arily as an extension to the north of the north-south axis of O H
m asers, and they are distrbuted in a line w ith position anglk 42 M inir, Conway, & Booth 2001). Thus,
the CH30H m asers appear to be associated wih VLA 1.

The region around VLA 2 contains a Jarge num ber of OH m aser spots at a wide range of velocities.
The di erence ;n velocity between the m ost blueshifted and m ost redshifted spot in this region is34 km s *
E Ider 1973; Hutawarakom, Cohen, & Brebner 2002). Our bandw idth only covered about 21 km s 1 of
this range. W e detect m aser em ission in both the highest and lowest usable velocity channel at which we
observed. A large velocity dispersion in H,0O m asers is also seen In this region (Torrelleset al. 2003). Based
on these lJarge velocity dispersions, the location of VLA 2, and the steeply rising spectrum of continuum
anm ission, Hutawarakom, Cohen, & Brebner (2002) conclude that VLA 2 is the source of the largescale
m olcular out ow . Slysh, Valtts, & M igenes (2001) Interpret the m aser soots in the north-south axis as
being a disk centered at VLA 1.

Since the observations detailed in Paper I, a 1665M Hzmaserin W 75 N has becom e the strongest ever
detected, reaching a ux of approxim ately 1 kJy @A lakoz et al. 2005). They nd a 750 Jy RCP feature at
18km s!,aswellastwo othernew faturesnear 0 and 1km s?!.Allthree features are predom inantly
linearly polarized and are therefore likely -com ponentsor -com ponentswherethem agnetic eld isordented
close to the plane of the sky. These are 0 set by about 0:5 km s ' compared to the bright features in
PaperI. It ispossble that these features are new orthat them asersnearVLA 2 are accelkrating. This latter
possbility cannot be ruled out because of the nature of them asersnear VLA 2. They are observed to span
a velocity range 34 km s ! wide and appear to be associated w ith an out ow (€ Ider 1973; H utaw arakom,
Cohen, & Brebner 2002). If the out ow is decelerating, it is possble that m asers entrained In the ow m ay
appear at slightly di erent velocities between epochs.
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A .1l4. Cep A

Cep A isa com plex m olecular cloud condensation. Hughes & W outerloot (1984) detected no few er than
14 H II regions in the com plex, and subsequent observations have uncovered even m ore radio continuum
sources (Hughes 1988; Curdelet al. 2002). HW 2, the brightest continuum source in Figure 30 of Paper I,
appears to contain at least four com pact sources Hughes, Cohen, & G arrington 1995) and is believed to be
the source of two them al ts Rodr guez et al. 1994; Hughes 2001). The 6 an radio ¥t is ordented at a
position angle of44 and is cbserved to have a profcted velocity 0of950 150km s ! Rodr guezet al.2001).
W ater m asers are seen associated w ith this gt (Torrelles et al. 1996), and their proper m otions suggest the
presence of at least three distinct sites of star form ation w ithin a profcted 200 AU radius (Torrelles et al.
2001). To the south in Figure 30 ofP aper I are three continuum sources: HW 3c, HW 3div, and HW 3diiin
the nom enclature of Hughes, Cohen, & G arrington (1995) and Torrelles et al. (1998). Source HW 3c show s
evidence ofm ultiple com ponents H ughes, Cohen, & G arrington 1995). W ater m asers are seen around HW
3diiand the nearby source HW 3di, which is not detectable In our X -band in age (Torrelleset al. 1998). W e
detect OH masersaround HW 2,HW 3c,and HW 3div, aswellasa clusterofm asersbetween HW 3div and
HW 3diiand a lonem aser not near any continuum source.

Bartkiew icz et al. (2005) identify seven Zeem an pairsat 1665M Hzandtwoat 1667 M Hzwith M ERLIN .
Four ofthese (Z,,both Z's, and Zg) agree w ith our ndings in tem s of central velocity and m agnetic eld
strength to w ithin the errors expected from velocity resolution. PairsZs and Zg also agree w ith the m agnetic

eld strength we nd in the respective m aser clusters, although severalm aser soots are blended together at
these Iocations in the M ERLIN beam . W e do not nd counterparts orpairs Z2; and Zs, and we do not have
the velocity coverage necessary to observe Z, .

A 15. NGC 7538

NGC 7538 is a com plex star-form Ing region. The continuum source in Figure 32 of Paper I, known
as IRS 1, contains a core of two com pact com ponents and a larger, spherical region to the south (Tumer
& M atthews 1984; Campbell 1984). Scovilke et al. (1986) argued for the existence of an ionized stellar
wind out ow based on the spectral index ofm illin eter continuum em ission and for a possible disk oriented
eastwest based on 13CO am ission. Gaum e et al. (1995) nd that the distrbution of continuum em ission is
clum py and suggest that photoionization from the central star is responsible for this em ission. There is a
bipolar, high<elocty CO ow around IRS 1 (ischer et al 1985), possbly collin ated by a denser ring of
materialseen n CS Kawabe et al. 1992). This out ow, as well as other out ow s and stellar w inds In the
RS 13 region, m ay be driving the expansion of a m olecular halfshell X u, Zheng, & Jiang 2003).

NGC 7538 is also rem arkabl in the variety of m aser species detected. Am ong these are rare m aser
species such asH,CO (Forsteret al.1980), " NH; M adden et al. 1986), and >NH; (M auersberger, W ilson,
& Henkel 1986). H,O masers (Genzel & Downes 1976; Kameya et al. 1990) and CH30H m asers from a
variety of transitions (eg., W ilson et al. 1984, 1985; Batrla et al. 1987) are seen In NGC 7538 aswell. OH
m aser em ission has been seen In the 1665, 1667, and 1720 M Hz 2 3-5;J = 3=2 lines (4g. Downes 1970;
D ickelet al. 1982; Hutaw arakom & C ohen 2003), the 6035M H z ? 3=2;J = 5=2 line (G uilloteau et al. 1984),
and the 4765 M Hz 2 1=27J = 1=2 lne (Palmer, Gardner, & W hiteoak 1984). Hutawarakom & Cohen

nd one Zeem an pair in each of the 1667 and 1720 M H z transitions in plying m agnetic elds of 1:7 and
20mG, respectively. W e nd no Zeem an pairsat 1667 M H z, but we do detect a Zeam an pairof+ 07 m G
at 1665 M H z, suggesting that there is a reversal of the line-ofsight direction ofthe m agnetic eld acrossthe



{48 {

source.

A 1l6. 5269

W e have found three Zeem an pairs In S269, consistent wih a magnetic eld of 40 to 45 mG.
O therw ise, S269 is one of the sin plest sources In our study. It exhibits few m aser spots. There is not
much linear polarization of m aser em ission in this source. The VLA survey was unable to detect any
continuum em ission, nor was amm onia em ission found. And the range of velocities of m aser em ission is a
mere39km s?.

Them agnetic eld appearsto be oriented tow ard the Sun everyw here across the region ofm aserem ission.
ALLRCP am ission, excluding weak features associated w ith the linearly-polarized com ponent of two strong
kftelliptically polarized m asers, occurs at lower velocity than the LCP em ission. Figure 21 shows the
soectrum ofthe 1665 M H z em ission. W hen the spectra are corrected for Zeem an splitting (\dem agnetized")
fora 4:0mG magnetic eld, the totalvelocity range spanned by the RCP and LCP features decreases from
39km s! tol5km st.

5269 also exhibits a high degree of variability. C legg (1993) notesa 1665M Hzm aserof 16 Jy LCP  ux
at179km s?! in19915,dm nishingto 1 Jy by 19921. Th 1991.6,Argon,Reid, & M enten (2000) nd that
thismaser hasa ux of7.5 Jy LCP. The closest feature we nd to m atching this isa 1665 M Hz m aser of
011 Jy LCP uxatl78km s!.W e detect this feature in the 17.76 and 17.93 km s ! velciy channels,
but the lack of detection In a third channelpreventsus from beihg able to accurately determ ne the velocity
and linew idth of this feature.

A J17. MonR2

TheM on R2m olecular cloud is one of the nearest high-m ass star-form ing regions, but it containsalm ost
no stars of spectral type earlier than B1 (Hughes & Baines 1985). An unusualproperty ofM on R2 is that
m aser em ission from the 4765 MHz ¢ ,,;J = 1=2;F = 1 ! 0) transition of OH is stronger than from
the ground-state ¢ ;_,;J = 3=2) set of transitions, suggesting that the physical conditions are denser and
hotter than nom ally seen for ground-state O H m asers, as noted by Sm is, Cohen, & Hutawarakom (1998).
They detect two masers at 10.65 km s! wih lhear polarization position angles of 13 and 14 . This is
In excellent agreem ent w ith the brightest m aser feature we detect, coincident w ith the brightest 4765 M Hz
m aser to w thin registration uncertainties, which has linear polarization w ith a position anglke of13 . The
velocity of this 1665 M Hz m aser feature is 1029 km s ! when corrected for the Zeem an splitting of the
2:6mG magnetic eld at the site. The 4765 MHz masers In M on R2 are highly variable, doubling in

strength in less than 19 days and reaching a peak ofnearly 80 Jy before \disappearing" (Sm its 2003). Sm its
nds that 1665 and 1667 M H z em ission is much less variable, varying relatively sm oothly w ith changes in
ux density not exceeding a factor oftwo over a tim escale ofm ore than fur years.

A 18. G351.775 0.538

G 351.775 0538 contains what was the strongest known interstellar OH m aser spot (400 Jy in LCP)
untilthe recent arein W 75N @ lakoz et al. 2005). Caswell& Haynes (1980) rst noted that the brightness
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of this m aser spot is highly variable, and it has been m onitored frequently since then (see M acLeod &
Gaylard 1996) . G round-state m asers have previously been seen at velocitiesas low as 278km s ' (@ rgon,
Reid, & M enten 2000) and ashigh as7km s® M acLeod & G aylard 1996). O urVLBA observations covered
only the top half of this range.

T here is a reversalof the lne-ofsight m agnetic eld direction acrossthe source, as hasbeen previously
noted at 1665 and 1667M Hz by Argon, Reid, & M enten (2002) and Fish et al. (2002). This reversalis seen
at 1720 M Hz aswell, where Caswell 2004) ndsm agnetic eldsof+3and 6mG.Caswells Vailke (1995)

nda 33mG eldat6035MHz.

Because G351.775 0538 is a low D eclination source, (u;v)-coverage is poor, egoecially along north—
south baselines. T he synthesized beam and spot sizes as listed In Tabl 20 of Paper I are thus very large.
Thism ay explain the separations of Zeam an com ponents for G 351.775 0.538 (see Tablk 21 of Paper I),
w hich are larger than for other sources.

B. M aser O verlap Polarization C alculation

In this appendix we consider the polarization properties expected of a -com ponent that stin ulates
weak am pli cation from a -mode ofa clump ofOH between the rstm aser and the observer, as describbed
n x44. It ishelpfiul to analyze the radiation In tem s of the Stokes param eters, which are de ned In tem s
of the electric elds in the radiation as follow s:

I = < xx>+< 4,
Q = < x,.> < gy
U = < x,>+< ,y>
v = i(<xy> < wv>) B1)

They can also be written In term s of the electric elds in the two senses of circular polarization:

1
I = E(Irr+I]l)
1
Q = E(Irl"' Tyr)
U= S@ Lo
2 rl 1r
1
v = E(Irr I]_'I.); (BZ)

where I,, =< , _ >, etc.

r

Consider a sin ple case of weak m aser am pli cation in the absence of Faraday rotation. W e w ill start
w ith radiation that is 100% linearly polarized in the x-direction, as could be produced by a -com ponent.
T he Stokes param eters of the radiation are

I=15;Q = Ip;U = 0;V = 05 B 3)

my=1mc=0;mr = 1: ®B4)



{ 50 {

Now suppose that this radiation is fed into a second, weak m aser spot shifted in velocity such that em ission
is stinulated n the RCP -mode. The am pli cation factor is such that the ux density in the RCP m ode
ismultiplied by a factor of 2. Then

L ! 2L, = 21,
I]l ! qu Io
j o
Iy ! 2T,
j o
I]r ! 2I0; (B 5)

jo
w here the factorsof 2 aredue tol‘ghe fact that ifthe ux densiy increasesby a factor of2, the electric eld
am plitude Increases by a factor of 2. Substituting these values into equation B2) results in the follow ing:

I = 1(2I + Iy) = 3I
2 0 0 2 0
1pP-— p- p-
Q = 5( 210+ 210)= 210
ipP- p-
§) = E( 210 210)= 0
v = l(2I I)—1I B 6)
2 0 0 2 0«

C onverting equation (B 6) to polarization fractions, we obtain

P———  p-
Q2+ U2 2 2

m = 0:943
" T
Vo1
me = —=—- 0333
pI 3
oz+uz+ve T———
my = ——— "% - m24m?2=1:000: ®7)

I

The net e ect is that the m aser is still 100% polarized, but the linear polarization fraction has dropped to
Jessthan unity and the circularpolarization fraction is reasonably large. Foram pli cation ofa single circular
m ode by a factor ofn, the linear polarization fraction is

Fn

1+n’ ®8)

mri =

T he circularand linearpolarization fractionsbecom eequalatn 6, orapproxin ately 1.8 e-fold am pli cation
lengths for an unsaturated m aser.

REFERENCES

A erbach, A ., Churchwell, E ., Acord, J.M ., Hofer, P.,, Kurtz,S.,, & DePree,C.G.1996, ApJdsS, 106, 423
A lkoz,A .V ., Slkysh,V.I,Popov,M .V, & Valtts, I.E. 2005, Ap.Lett. 31, 375

Alen,A . LiZ-Y.& Shu,F.H.2003, ApJd, 599, 363

Aron,A.L.,Reid,M .J., & Menten,K .M .2000, ApJs, 129, 159

Argon,A.L., Reid,M.J., & Menten, K.M . 2002, in TAU Symposium 206, Cosnic M ASERs: From P rotostars to
Blackhoks, ed.V .M igenesand M .J.Reid (San Francisco: ASP), 367



{51{

Baart, E.E., & Cohen,R.J.1985, MNRAS, 213, 641

Baldiyn, J.E . Harrds, L..S., & Ryl,M .1973, N ature, 241, 38

Bartkiew icz, A ., Szym czak,M ., Cohen, R .J., & Richards,A .M .S.2005,M NRA S, 361, 623
Batrla, W ., M atthews,H.E.,Menten,K.M ., & Walmsky,C.M .1987, Nature, 326, 49
Baudry,A ,Desnurs, J.F, W ilson, T.L. & Cohen,R.J.1997,A& A, 322, 255

Berulis, I.I., & Ershov,A .A .1983, Soviet A st. Lett., 9, 341

Beuther, H ., W alsh, A ., Schike, P ., Sridharan, T .K .,,M enten, K .M ., & W yrowski, F.2002, A& A, 390, 289
Black, J.H ., & Hartquist, T.W .1979,ApJ, 232, L179

Bloemhof,E.E., Red,M .J., & Moran, J.M .1992, ApdJ, 397, 500

Boyd,R.W ., & Wemer,M .W .1972,ApJd, 174, L137

Cam pbell, B. 1984, Apd, 282, L27

Campbel, M .F. Garland,C.A ., Deutsch,L.K .,Hora, J.L,Fazio,G.G ., Daya,A . & Homan,W .F.2000,Apd,
536, 816

Caswell, J.L.2001,M NRA S, 326, 805

Caswell, J.L.2004, M NRA S, 349, 99

Caswell, J.L., & Haynes,R.F.1980, AU Circ. 3509

Caswell, J.L ., & Vaie, R.A.1995, M NRAS, 273, 328

Cesaroni, R ., Churchwell, E ., Hofher, P., W aln sky,C .M ., & Kurtz, S.1994, A& A, 288, 903
Clgg, A .W .1993, Lecture N otes In P hysics, Berlin Springer Verlag, 412, 279

Cook, A .H .1966, Nature, 211, 503

Cragg,D .M ., Sobolkv,A .M ., & Godfrey, P.D .2002, M NRA S, 331, 521

Crutcher, R .M . 1999, ApJ, 520, 706

Curiel, S., et al. 2002, ApdJ, 564, L35

Davies, R.D. 1974, In TAU Symposium 60, Galactic Radio Astronomy, ed. F. J. Kerr and S. C. Sinonson IIT
D ordrechtR eidel), p. 275

DeBuizer, J.M .2003, MNRA S, 341, 277

Deguchi, S., & W atson,W .D .1986, ApJ, 300, L15

Desmurs, J.F. & Baudry,A .1998, A& A, 340, 521

D ickel, H.R. Rots,A.H ., Goss,W .M . & Forster, J.R.1982, MNRA S, 198, 265
D iter,N.H . Weaver,H., & W iliams,D .R.W .1966,S& T, 31, 132

Downes, D . 1970, A strophys. Lett., 5, 53

D raine, B .T . 1980, ApdJ, 241, 1021

Dyson,J.E. W illiams, R .J.R ., Hartquist, T .W .& Pavlakis,K .G .2002, Rev.M exicana A stron.A stro s.(3C), 12,
8

E litzur, M . 1996, ApdJ, 457, 415

E litzur, M ., & de Jong, T .1978,A& A, 67, 323

E Ider, J.1973, Research Report No. 116, Research Lab. ofE lectronics and O nsala Space O bs.
Feldt, M ., et al. 2003, ApdJd, 599, L91

Field,D ., & Gray,M .D .1994,A& A, 292,271

F ischer, J., Sanders,D .B ., Sinon,M ., & Solomon,P.M .1985, ApdJ, 293, 508



{52 ¢

Fish,Vv.L.,Redd, M .J,Argon,A.L. & Menten, K.M .2002, in TAU Symposium 206, Cosn ic M ASERs: From
P rotostars to B lackhols, ed.V .M igenesand M .J.Reid (San Francisco: A SP), 371

Fish,v.L.,Red,M .J,Argon,A.L. & Menten,K .M . 2003, Apd, 596, 328
Fish,V.L,Reld,M .J, & Menten,K .M . 2005, ApJ, 623, 269

Fish,vVv.L.,Reid,M .J,Argon,A.L. & Zheng, X .W .2005, ApJdsS, 160, 220 (Paper I)

Forster, J.R. & Caswell, J.L.1989,A& A, 213, 339

Forster, J.R ., Goss,W .M ,W ilson, T.L.,Downes,D . & Dickel, H.R.1980,A&A,119,84,L1
Garay,G .,Reld,M .J.,, & Moran, J.M . 1985, Apd, 289, 681

Garay, G ., Rodr guez, L.F ,Moran, J.M ., & Churchwell, E. 1993, ApJ, 418, 368

G arc a-Barreto, J.A ., Burke,B.F ., Reid,M .J,Moran, J.M ., Haschick, A .D ., & Schilizzi, R.T . 1988, ApdJd, 326,
954

G arc a-Segura, G ., & Franco, J.1996, ApdJ, 469, 171

G ardner, F.F. & M art n-P intado, J.1983, A& A, 121, 265

G asipprong, N ., Cohen, R .J., & Hutawarakom, B .2002, M NRA S, 336, 47

Gaume,R.A ,Fey,A.L. & Claussen, M .J. 1994, ApdJ, 432, 648

Gaume,R.A ., Goss,W .M ., Dickel, H.R ., W ilson, T.L. & Johnston, K .J. 1995, ApdJ, 438, 776
Genzel,R. & Downes, D .1976, N ature, 262, 564

G uliani, J.L.1979, ApJ, 233, 280

G oldreich, P. 1975, in Les Houches Session XXV I: Physique Atom ique et M olkeculaire et M atiere Interstellaire, ed.
R .Balian, P.Encrenaz, and J. Lequeux (N orth-H olland Publishing: Am sterdam ), 409

Goldreich,P. Keely,D .A ., & Kwan, J.Y .1973a, ApdJd, 179, 111

Goldreich,P. Keely,D .A ., & Kwan, J.Y .1973b, ApJ, 182, 55

Gray,M .D ., & Fild,D .1995,A& A, 298, 243

Gray,M .D ., Hutawarakom, B ., & Cohen, R .J.2003,M NRA S, 343, 1067

Guillbteau, S., Baudry,A ., W almsky,C.M ., W ilson, T.L. & W innberg, A .1984,A& A, 131, 45
Habing,H.J.,, Goss,W .M ., M atthews, H.E ., & W Innberg, A .1974,A&A, 35,1
Habing,H.J., & Israel, F.P.1979, ARA&A, 17, 345

Haschik,A .D ,Reid,M .J.,,Burke,B.F,Moran, J.M ., & M iller, G . 1981, ApdJ, 244, 76
H atchell, J., Fuller, G .A ., & M illar, T.J.2001,A&A,372, 281

Ho,P.T.P. & Haschick,A .D .1986, ApJ, 304, 501

Hofmer, P. & Churchwell, E.1996,A&A S, 120, 283

Hughes, V .A . 1988, ApJ, 333, 788

Hughes, V .A . 2001, ApJ, 563, 919

Hughes, V.A ., & Baines, J.G .N .1985, ApdJ, 289, 238

Hughes, V .A ., Cohen,R .J. & Garrington, S.1995, M NRA S, 272, 469

Hughes, V.A ., & W outerloot, J.G .A .1984, ApJ, 276, 204

Hutawarakom, B . & Cohen, R .J.2003,MNRA S, 345,175

H utaw arakom, B ., Cohen, R .J., & Brebner, G .C .2002, M NRA S, 330, 349

Kahn,F.D .1954, Bull A stron. Inst. N etherlands, 12, 187

Kameya, O ., M orita, K ~I., Kawabe, R ., & Ishiguro,M .1990, ApdJ, 355, 562



{ 53 {

Kawabe, R ., Suzuki, M ., H irano, N ., Akabane, K ., Barsony, M ., Najita, J.R . Kameya, O ., & Ishiguro, M . 1992,
PA SJ, 44, 435

Kawamura, J.H ., & M asson, C.R.1998, ApJ, 509, 270

Keto, E. 2002, ApJ, 568, 754

Keto,E.R.,Ho,P.T.P., & Haschik,A .D .1987,ApJ, 318, 712
Keto,E.R.,Ho,P.T.P. & Haschick,A .D .1988, ApJ, 324, 920

Li,Z-~Y ., & Shu,F.H.199, ApdJ, 472, 211

M acLeod, G .C ., & Gaylard,M .J.1996,M NRA S, 280, 868

MacLow,M ., van Buren,D .,,W ood,D .0 .S., & Churchwell, E. 1991, Apd, 369, 395
M adden, S.C ., Irvine, W .M ., M atthews, H.E ., Brown,R.D . & Godfrey, P.D .1986, ApdJd, 300, L79
M anchester, R .N .1972, Apd, 172, 43

M anchester, R .N ., Hobbs, G .B ., Teoh, A ., & Hobbs,M .2005,AJ, 129, 1993

M atsum oto, T ., & Tom isaka, K . 2004, Apd, 616, 266

M auersberger, R ., W ilson, T.L. & Henkel, C.1986,A& A, 160, L13

M elrose, D .B ., & Judge, A .C.2004, Phys.Rev.E, 70, 056408

M ezger, P.G ., & Hoglund, B .1967, ApdJ, 147, 490

M inijer,V .,Booth,R .S. Ellingsen, S.P. Conway, J.E ., & Pestalozzi, M .R .2001, In P roceedings of the 5th E uropean
VLBI Network Sym posium , eds. J. E. Conway, A .G . Polatidis, R. S. Booth, & Y .Pilstrom, Chalm ers
U niversity of Technology, G othenburg, Sweden, 178

M injer,V ., Conway, J.E. & Booth,R.S.2001,A&A, 369, 278

M oran, J.M .,Reid,M .J., Lada,C.J., Yen, J.L. Johnston,K .J., & Spencer, J.H .1978, ApJd, 224, L.67
M ouschovias, T .C . 1976, ApdJd, 207, 141

Norris, R .P ., et al. 1998, ApdJ, 508, 275

Norris,R .P ., W hitecak, J.B. Caswell, J.L. W Jeringa,M .H. & Gough,R.G.1993, Apd, 412, 222
Palmer, P. Gardner, F.F. & W hieoak, J.B.1984,M NRA S, 211, 41P

Pavlakis,K .G ., & Kyla s,N.D .1996, ApJ, 467, 309

Plme,R.,JaeD.T., & Evans,N.J. IT1992, ApJdS, 78, 505

Pottasch, S.R.1958 Rev.M od.Phys., 30, 1053

Rand,R.J., & Kukami, S.R.1989, ApJ, 343, 760

Reid, M . J. 2002, n IAU Symposium 206, Coanic M ASERs: From P rotostars to Blackholks, ed.V .M igenes and
M .J.Reid (San Francisco: A SP ), 506

Reid,M .J. Haschik,A .D ., Burke,B.F ., M oran, J.M ., Johnston, K .J., & Swenson, G .W ., Jr.1980, ApdJ, 239, 89
Red,M .J., & Ho,P.T .P.1985, ApJ, 288, L17

Reid,M .J., & Moran, J.M .1988, In G alactic and E xtragalactic R adio A stronom y, ed.G . Verschuur & K .I.K eller-
m ann (Berlin Springer), 255

Reid,M .J., & Menten,K .M .1993, LNP Vol 412: A strophysicalM asers, 412, 137

Red,M .J., Myers,P.C. & Bieging, J.H .1987, ApdJ, 312, 830

Reld,M .J., & Silverstein,E.M .1990, ApdJ, 361, 483

Reifenstein, E.C . W ilson, T.L. Burke,B.F ., M ezger,P.G ., & A tenho ,W .J.1970,A&A, 4,357



{54 {

Rodr guez, L.F ., Garay, G ., Curiel, S, Ram rez, S. Torrelles, J.M ., Gomez, Y ., & Velazquez, A .1994, Apd, 430,
L65

Rodr guez, L.F ., Torrelles, J.M ., Anglda, G ., & M art ,J.2001, Rev.M exicana A stron. A stro s., 37, 95
Sama,A .P. Troland, T .H ., Crutcher, R .M ., & Roberts, D .A .2002, Apd, 580, 937
Sams,B.J.II,Moran, J.M ., & Reid, M .J.1996, ApdJd, 459, 632

Scoville, N . Z ., Sargent, A . I, Sanders, D .B . Claussen, M .J.,,Masson, C.R.,, Lo, K.Y ., & Phillips, T.G . 1986,
Apd, 303, 416

Sew ilo, M ., Churchwell, E ., Kurtz, S.,,Goss,W .M ., & Hofer, P. 2004, Apd, 605, 285

Shepherd, D .S., Testi, L., & Stark,D .P.2003, ApJ, 584, 882

Shu, F.H .1992, The Physics of A strophysics v. 2: G as D ynam ics (U niversity Science: Sausalito, CA)
Slysh,V .I,etal 2001, M NRAS, 320, 217

Slysh, V. I, M igenes, V. Valtts, I.E ., Lyubchenko, S.Yu., Horuchi, S., A funin, V. I, Fom alont, E.B . & Inoue,
M . 2002, ApJ, 564, 317

Slysh,V .I,Valtts, I.E . & M igenes, V.2001, A stronom y R eports, 45, 942

Slysh,V .I, Voronkov,M .A ., & Valtts, I.E.2002, n TAU Sym posium 206, Cosn ic M ASERs: From P rotostars to
Blackhoks, ed.V .M igenesand M .J.Reid (San Francisco: ASP), 105

Sm is, D .P.2003, M NRA S, 339, 1

Sm its,D .P. Cohen,R .J. & Hutawarakom, B .1998, MNRA S, 296, L11
Stemberg, A ., & Dalgamo, A .1995, ApJs, 99, 565

Szym czak,M ., Hxrynek,G . & Kus,A .J.2000,A&A S, 143, 269

Testi, L., Hofer, P., Kurtz, S., & Rupen,M .2000,A&A,359,L5

Thompson,A.R.,Moran,J.M ., & Swenson, G .W ., Jr. 2001, Interferom etry and Synthesis In R adio A stronomy (2d
ed.;New York: W iky-Interscience)

Torrelles, J.M . et al. 2001, ApJ, 560, 853
Torrelles, J.M .et al. 2003, ApJ, 598, L115

Torrelles, J.M .,,Gomez, J.F . Garay, G ., Rodr guez, L.F ., Curikl, S.,,Cohen,R.J.,, & Ho,P.T.P.1998, ApdJ, 509,
262

Torrelles, J.M .,,Gomez, J.F ., Rodr guez, L.F. Curel, S,Ho,P.T.P, & Garay, G.1996, ApJ, 457, L107
Torrelles, J.M ,,Gomez, J.F ,Rodr quez, L..F . Ho,P.T.P, Curiel, S, & Vazquez, R.1997, Apd, 489, 744
Tumer,B.E. & M atthews, H .E .1984, ApdJ, 277, 164

Vandervoort, P.0O .1962, Apd, 135, 212

V ishniac, E.T . 1983, Apd, 274, 152

W aln skey, C .M ., Baudry, A ., Guilloteau, S., & W Innberg, A .1986,A& A, 167, 151

W ilson, T.L. Gaume,R.A . & Johnston, K .J.1993, ApdJ, 402, 230

W ilson, T.L.,Wamsky,C.M ,,Menten,K.M ., & Hem sen, W .1985,A& A, 147,119

W ilson, T.L., Wamsky,C.M . Snyder, L.E. & Jewell, P.R.1984,A&A,134,L7

W right,M .M ,Gray,M .D ., & Diamond, P.J.2004, M NRA S, 350, 1272

Xu,Y . Zheng, X .W ., & Jiang,D .R.2003, Chinese J. A stron. A strophys., 3, 133

Zheng, X AW .1997, Chinese A stron. A strophys., 21, 182

Zheng, X .,,Reid,M .J., & Moran, J.M .2000,A& A, 357, L37



{55 {

Zheng, X .W ,Ho,P.T.P.,Reid,M .J., & Schneps,M .H .1985, ApdJ, 293, 522

Zijlstra, A . A ., Pottasch, S.R ., Engels, D .,, Roelfsema, P.R ., Te Lintel Hekkert, P, & Umana, G.1990, MNRAS,
246, 217

T his preprint was prepared with the AAS IRTEX m acros v5.2.



{ 56 {

200 ‘

100 -

fav]

—100 - =

North Offset (mas)

Velocity (km sgl)

—200 - -

—300 ‘ o L | . | . | . | .
100 0 —100 —200 ~100 0 100 200
Bast Offset (mas) Semimajor Offset (mas)

Fig. 20 | Left: Enlargem ent of collinearm aser arrangem ent n W 75 S. Them aser spoots are tightly grouped
along a line, as shown. Right: P ot of radial velocity vi,sg versus distance alongm a praxis. T he line ofbest
t, representing a velocity gradient, is shown.
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Fig. 21.| Top: Observed spectra of 1665 M H z em ission from S269. RCP em ission is shown in bold, and
LCP eam ission is shown in nom alweight. The two weak RCP bum ps at the sam e velocities as the strong
LCP features at 160 and 16.8 km s ! are due to the elliptical polarization of the LCP features. Bottom :
T he sam e spectra when corrected fora 40 m G magnetic eld. Note that the velocity range ism ore than
haked com pared to the cbserved spectra.



