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ABSTRACT

W ereview m ethodsform easuring thesizes,linewidths,and lum inositiesofgiantm olecularclouds
(G M Cs) in m olecular-line data cubes with low resolution and sensitivity. W e �nd that m om ent
m ethodsarerobustand sensitive| m aking fulluseofboth position and intensity inform ation | and
we recom m end a standard m ethod to m easure the position angle,m ajor and m inor axis sizes,line
width,and lum inosity usingm om entm ethods.W ithoutcorrectionsforthee�ectsofbeam convolution
and sensitivitytoG M C properties,theresultingpropertiesm aybeseverelybiased.Thisisparticularly
trueforextragalacticobservations,whereresolution and sensitivity e�ectsoften biasm easured values
by 40% orm ore.W ecorrectfor�nitespatialand spectralresolutionswith a sim pledeconvolution and
we correctforsensitivity biasesby extrapolating propertiesofa G M C to those we would expectto
m easurewith perfectsensitivity (i.e.the0K isosurface).Theresultingm ethod recoverstheproperties
ofa G M C to within 10% overa large range ofresolutionsand sensitivities,provided the cloudsare
m arginally resolved with a peak signal-to-noise ratio greaterthan 10. W e note thatinterferom eters
system atically underestim ate cloud properties,particularly the ux from a cloud.Thedegreeofbias
depends on the sensitivity ofthe observations and the (u;v) coverage ofthe observations. In the
Appendix to thepaperwepresenta conservative,new decom position algorithm foridentifying G M Cs
in m olecular-line observations. Thisalgorithm treatsthe data in physicalratherthan observational
units(i.e.parsecsratherthan beam sorarcseconds),doesnotproducespuriouscloudsin thepresence
ofnoise,and is sensitive to a range ofm orphologies. As a result,the output ofthis decom position
should be directly com parableam ong disparatedata sets.
Subjectheadings:ISM :clouds| m ethods:data analysis| radio lines:ISM

1. IN TRO D U CTIO N

O verthe last 15 years,it has becom e possible to ob-
serve m olecular em ission in nearby galaxies with su�-
cientresolution and sensitivity to distinguish individual
giant m olecular clouds (G M Cs). The im m ediate goal
ofsuch studies is to determ ine whether (and how) the
G M Cs in other galaxies di�er from those seen in the
Solar neighborhood. The m ost com m on m ethod used
to address this question has been to use m olecular-line
tracers ofH 2,in particular 12CO (1 ! 0),to com pare
the m acroscopic properties (size,line width,and lum i-
nosity)ofG M Csin othergalaxiesto thoseofM ilky W ay
G M Cs. Unfortunately,a wide variety ofm ethods have
been used to reduce data from spectralline data cubes
into m acroscopic G M C properties. As a result, m any
of the di�erences between G M C populations found in
theliteraturecan beattributed,atleastpartially,to ob-
servationalartifactsorm ethodologicaldi�erences. Itis
therefore di�cultto assesswhatthe realdi�erencesbe-
tween G M C populationsarebased on the reported data
in the literature.
For G M Cs that are either m arginally resolved or

m arginally detected,observationalbiasescan be severe.
Figure1 showsthevariation ofthem easured spatialsize
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and line width with the resolution for a m odelcloud.
TypicalG alactic G M Cs have sizes ofa few 10s ofpar-
secs,com parable to the spatialresolution ofm any data
setsused to study extragalacticG M Cs(e.g. Vogeletal.
1987; W ilson & Scoville 1990; W ilson & Reid 1991;
Israeletal.1993;W ilson & Rudolph 1993;Fukuietal.
1999;Sheth etal.2000;Rosolowsky etal.2003). Fig-
ure 1 shows that when the size of the beam is com -
parable to the size ofthe object,the m easured size is
m uch higherthan the truesizeoftheobject.M illim eter
spectrom eters and correlators often have excellent fre-
quency resolution,so the spectralresolution biasisusu-
ally lessim portantforG M C studies,butitcan becom e
substantialwhen data are binned to increase signal-to-
noise. Figure 2 shows that the m easured spatialsize,
line width, and ux ofa realG M C in M 33 (EPRB1
from Rosolowsky etal.2003)are allstrong functionsof
the sensitivity ofthe data. W e discuss another m ajor
source ofbias,the m ethod by which em ission isdecom -
posed into G M Cs,in the Appendix.
To place these biasesin the the contextofrealm olec-

ular cloud studies, Figure 3 shows the peak ux and
angular size of typicalG M Cs (those of Solom on etal.
1987) as a function ofdistance. The sensitivities and
resolutionsofa representativesam pleofm olecularcloud
studies have been indicated as horizontallines in these
plots.Distancesto com m only observed objectshavealso
been labeled. Figure 3 dem onstrates that m ost studies
ofextragalactic G M Cs are conducted where the clouds
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Fig. 1.| The resolution bias for a m odelcloud. These two

panels show the variations in the m easured spatialsize (left) and

line width (right) as a function of the resolution of a data set.

Theseplotsshow m easurem entsofG aussian cloudsconvolved with

a G aussian beam and integrated across square velocity channels.

M arginally resolved data yieldsm easurem entsa�ected by a signi�-

cantresolution bias.Thespatialsizebiasisencountered frequently

in extragalactic G M C m easurem ents.

ofinterestareonly m arginally resolved and arefound at
low sensitivity.Even futureobservationsofG M Csin the
Virgo clusterusing theAtacam a LargeM illim eterArray
(ALM A) willbe a�ected by resolution and sensitivity
biases.
In this paper,we exam ine the e�ects ofbiases stem -

m ing from �nite spatialresolution,spectralresolution,
and sensitivity in m olecular-line observationsofG M Cs.
W erecom m end dataanalysism ethodstoproduceastan-
dardized setofobservedcloud propertiesthataccountfor
thesebiases.M ostofthem ethodsused in thispaperhave
been adopted piecem ealand ad hoc in previousstudies.
Here,we endeavor to justify our choice ofm ethodolo-
gies and to synthesize various author’s techniques for
approaching the problem sofm olecularcloud data anal-
ysis.In Section 2,wedescribea standardized m ethod to
m easure three basic properties ofan em ission distribu-
tion | size,linewidth,and ux | whileaccounting for
thesensitivity and resolution ofa data set.In Section 3,
we discusshow these m easurem entscan be transform ed
into physicalquantities | radius,line width,lum inos-
ity,and im plied m ass.Finally,weconsiderthe e�ectsof
using interferom eters to derive cloud properties in Sec-
tion 4.Theresultsin thesethreesectionsareapplicable
to allobservationsofm olecularclouds. In contrast,the
m ethods used for decom posing em ission into m olecular
clouds vary widely,and there is little basis forfavoring
one m ethod overanotherin allcases.Hence,wedefera
presentation ofourdecom position algorithm to the Ap-
pendix ofthe paper,leaving only a briefdiscussion of
the decom position problem in Section 5. W e conclude
the paperby exhibiting severalexam plesofthe applica-
tion ofourstandardized m ethodsto previously observed
data and m aking recom m endations for future observa-
tions(Section 6).
The m ethods described in this paper require a com -

puter program to apply. A docum ented software ver-
sion ofthe decom position and m easurem entalgorithm s
isavailablefrom the authorsasan IDL package.

2. M EA SU R IN G M O LECU LA R CLO U D PRO PERTIES

This section describes how to derive the spatialsize,
line width,and ux from a region ofem ission within a
spectralline m ap (a \data cube") while accounting for
the �nite sensitivity and resolution ofthe data set. W e
use m om entm ethods(e.g. Solom on etal.1987),which
m akefulluseofposition and intensity inform ation with-
outassum ing a functionalform forthe cloud. They are
therefore robust to pathologies in the data within the
cloud.
M om ents are, however, sensitive to the inclusion of

false em ission (noise)atthe edge ofa cloud. Including
noisehasthee�ectofarti�cially increasing thevaluesof
them om ent.Thereforethem ethodsoutlined hereshould
be em ployed in conjunction with carefulsignalidenti�-
cation so thatthe calculationsinclude as little noise as
possible.W eassum ethroughoutthissection thattheal-
gorithm isbeingapplied toadistribution ofrealem ission
thatwe labela \cloud" (we discusssignalidenti�cation
and decom position in the Appendix).

2.1. M om entM easurem entsofSize,Line W idth,and

Flux

Thissubsection describeshow to apply m om entm eth-
odsto derivethe size,line width,and ux from a distri-
bution ofem ission (a\cloud")within aposition-position-
velocity data cube.The data cube consistsofa num ber
ofpixelsthathavesizesof�x,�y,and �v in thetwo spa-
tialdim ensionsand thevelocity dim ension,respectively.
The ith pixelin the data cube has positions xi and yi,
velocity vi,and brightnesstem perature Ti. W e assum e
thatthe cloud iscontiguousand bordered by an isosur-
facein brightnesstem peratureofvalueTedge,so thatall
ofthe pixelsin the cloud have T > Tedge and the pixels
outside the cloud have T < Tedge orare separated from
the cloud by em ission with T < Tedge.
W ebegin by rotatingthespatialaxessothatthex and

y axesalign with them ajorand m inoraxisofthecloud,
respectively.W e determ ine the orientation ofthe m ajor
axis using principalcom ponent analysis. W e �nd the
eigenvectorsofthe intensity-weighted covariancem atrix
forthe cloud,

1
P

i
Ti

� P
i
Ti(xi� �x)2

P
i
Ti(xi� �x)(yi� �y)P

i
Ti(xi� �x)(yi� �y)

P
i
Ti(yi� �y)2

�

.

(1)
In the equationsabove the sum

P
i
runsoverallpixels

within the cloud and �x and �y arethe intensity weighted
m ean positions within the cloud (de�ned below). W e
de�ne the new x axis to lie along the eigenvector with
thelargesteigenvalue| them ajoraxisofthecloud.The
y axis lies perpendicular to the x axis along the m inor
axis ofthe cloud. In the discussion below,x refers to
position along the m ajor axis and y refers to position
along the m inoraxis. Rotating the axesin thism anner
yieldsinform ation aboutthe axisratio ofthe cloud and
allows a m ore carefuldeconvolution. This m ethod for
determ ining the position angle ofm olecular clouds has
also been adopted by K oda etal.(2005).
To m easure ofthe size ofthe cloud,we com pute the

geom etricm ean ofthesecond spatialm om entsalong the
m ajorand m inoraxis.Thisis�r,theroot-m ean-squared
(RM S)spatialsize:
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Fig. 2.| The sensitivity bias fora brightG M C in M 33 (EPR B1 from R osolowsky etal.2003). These four panels show the variations

in the m easured spatialsize,line width,and ux ofthe G M C fora range ofsensitivities (signal-to-noise ratios). W e sim ulate the e�ect of

changing sensitivity by varying the boundary isosurface,Tedge,and m easuring properties only from data within this isosurface. A llfour

properties are a strong function ofTedge,so the data display a substantialsensitivity bias. The gray,dashed linesshow the extrapolation

to the 0 K elvin isosurface using a weighted,least-squares �t to each property as a function ofTedge. The extrapolated value is shown as

an � .

�r(Tedge)=
q
�m aj(Tedge)�m in(Tedge) (2)

where �m aj(Tedge) and �m in(Tedge) are the RM S sizes
(second m om ents)oftheintensity distribution along the
two spatialdim ensions. W e adopt this particular func-
tional form since it has been used in previous obser-
vationalstudies (Solom on etal.1987) and explored in
depth by Bertoldi& M cK ee (1992) with respect to in-
clination,aspect ratio,and virialization. W e calculate
�m aj(Tedge)and �m in(Tedge)by:

�m aj(Tedge)=

v
u
u
t
P cloud

i
Ti[xi� �x(Tedge)]

2

P cloud

i
Ti

; where(3)

�x(Tedge)=

P cloud

i
Tixi

P cloud

i
Ti

and (4)

�m in(Tedge)=

v
u
u
t
P cloud

i
Ti[yi� �y(Tedge)]

2

P cloud

i
Ti

,where (5)

�y(Tedge)=

P cloud

i
Tiyi

P cloud

i
Ti

. (6)

In theequationsabovethesum
P cloud

i
runsoverallpix-

els within the cloud. W e have written each ofthe m o-
m entsasa function ofTedge becausechangingtheisosur-
face thatde�nes the boundary ofthe cloud (Tedge)will
changethesetofpixelsincluded in thesum and therefore
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Fig. 3.| Peak ux density (left) and angular size (right) ofm olecular clouds as a function ofdistance. D iagonallines indicate the

peak ux density and size ofclouds with 103;104;105 and 106 M � (bottom to top) from the relationships observed in the inner M ilky

W ay (Solom on etal.1987). For reference,the diam eters ofthese clouds are roughly 3,10,30,and 100 pc respectively. H orizontalblack

linesindicate the typical5� sensitivity (left)and e�ective resolution (right)ofvarioustelescopes used to observe the cloud. O bservational

param eters from the following studies: CfA 1.2 m : D am e etal.(2001),M assachusetts-Stony Brook (M SB) survey: Sanders et al.(1986),

FCR AO O uterG alaxy Survey:H eyer etal.(1998),N A N TEN studiesofthe M agellanic Clouds:Fukuiet al.(1999),BIM A studiesofM 33:

R osolowsky etal.(2003),A LM A :web-based sensitivity calculator.

thevaluesofthem om ents.Notethat�r isnottheRM S
distance (d =

p
x2 + y2) from the center ofthe cloud.

Ratheritisthe analogousto the RM S size ofthe cloud
along an arbitrarily chosen axis.Thus,�r = �x = �y for
aperfectly round cloud,whiletheRM S distancefrom the
centerforsuch a distribution islarger,�d =

p
2�x > �x.

Also note that�m aj=�m in isthe axisratio ofthe cloud
and willbe � 1 forround cloudsand � 1 forelongated
or�lam entary clouds.
W e calculate the velocity dispersion,�v(Tedge)in the

sam em annerasthe size:

�v(Tedge)=

v
u
u
t
P cloud

i
Ti[vi� �v(Tedge)]

2

P cloud

i
Ti

,where (7)

�v(Tedge)=

P cloud

i
Tivi

P cloud

i
Ti

. (8)

The sum s again run over all em ission in the cloud.
For a G aussian line pro�le, such as that found for
m ostclouds,thefull-width half-m axim um (FW HM )line
width,�V (T edge)willbe related to �v(Tedge)by

�V (T edge)=
p
8ln(2)�v(Tedge). (9)

Finally,we calculate the ux ofthe cloud,FC O (Tedge)
using the zeroth m om ent:

FC O (Tedge)=
X

i

Ti �v �x �y. (10)

If�x and �y arein unitsofarcseconds,�v in km s�1 ,and
Ti in K ,then the resulting ux willhave unitsofK km
s�1 arcsecond2.

2.2. Correcting for the Sensitivity Bias

The sensitivity ofa datasetinuencesthe cloud prop-
erties derived from that data,a fact that we have em -
phasized in theprevioussection by explicitly writing the
m om entsasfunctionsofTedge,thecloud boundary (usu-
ally setby the signal-to-noiseratio ofthe data). Figure
2 showsthevariation ofspatialsize,linewidth,and ux
as a function ofsensitivity for a bright cloud in M 33.
The data for this cloud shows a substantialsensitivity
bias; allofthe derived properties are strong functions
ofthe boundary isosurface (Tedge).In orderto com pare
datasetswith di�erentsensitivities,onem ustaccountfor
thisbias.In thissection wedescribea m ethod to do this
by extrapolating the m easured properties ofa cloud|
�m aj(Tedge),�m in(Tedge),�v(Tedge),and FC O (Tedge)|
to those we would expectto m easure fora cloud within
a boundary isosurface ofTedge = 0 K elvin (i.e.,perfect
sensitivity).
W eestim atethevaluesofthem om entsatTedge = 0 K

by extrapolating from highervaluesofTedge.Thistech-
niquewasoriginallysuggestedforinferringtotalcloudar-
easbyBlitz & Thaddeus(1980)and applied tom olecular
cloud properties by Scovilleetal.(1987). W e calculate
each ofthem om entsfora sam pleofboundary tem pera-
tures,Tedge,ranging from nearthe peak tem perature of
the cloud to the lowestboundariesallowed by the data.
Thus,we m easure the variations ofthe m om ents as a
function oftheboundary tem perature,Tedge,within the
cloud (thisishow weconstructed theplotshown in Fig-
ure2).Below,weassum ethatwehavem easured each of
the fourm om entsforvaluesofTedge ranging from Tm in

(them inim um allowed by thedata,thatisthesensitivity
lim it)to Tm ax (nearthepeak tem peratureofthecloud).
W e estim ate the value ofthe m om entsatTedge = 0 K
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Fig. 4.| The recovered ux as a function of sensitivity,

Tpeak=Tedge. The three lines show the fraction of the totalux

m easured for a G aussian cloud using no sensitivity correction

(dashed line), a linear extrapolation to perfect sensitivity (gray

line), and a quadratic extrapolation (black line). The quadratic

extrapolation does an excellent job ofrecovering the correct value

ofthe ux down to low sensitivities.The uncorrected sum and the

ux corrected by a linear extrapolation both show a substantial

sensitivity bias.

by perform ing a weighted, linear least-squares �t to
the m easured m om ents. As an exam ple, we consider
�m aj(Tedge).The data arem odeled as

�m aj(Tedge)= m Tedge + �m aj(0 K ) (11)

and the �t determ ines the extrapolated m om ent,
�m aj(0 K). For the �t, each pair of data
fTedge;�m aj(Tedge)g is assigned a weight proportional
to the num ber of data in the cloud with T > Tedge,
so that m easurem ents ofthe m om ent using m ore data
are weighted m ore heavily. Practically,thism eansthat
points to the left in Figure 2 have higher weights than
those to the right. W e use this linear extrapolation for
�m aj,�m in,and �v,butwe�nd thata quadraticextrap-
olation (including a T 2

edge term ) givesbetter results for
thezeroth m om ent,FC O (though wereverttoalinearex-
trapolation when theextrapolated ux islowerthan the
m easured ux).W e plotthe ux ofa G aussian cloud as
a function ofTedge in Figure4 foran uncorrected zeroth
m om entand the linearand quadratic extrapolationsto
illustrate the appropriatenessofthe quadratic �tto the
zeroth m om ent.Atvery low sensitivities(signal-to-noise
ratios near unity), the quadratic extrapolation is very
noisy,butforsignal-to-noiseratiosof2 orbetteritdoes
a dram atically better job ofrecovering the true ux of
thecloud (F=F0 = 1)than eitherthelinearextrapolation
orno extrapolation.
Figure 2 also shows these extrapolations for a bright

cloud in M 33. The resultofthis extrapolation isa set
of four m om ents | �m aj(0 K ), �m in(0 K ), �v(0 K ),
and FC O (0 K ) | that correspond to those we would
expect to m easure given in�nite sensitivity. The val-
ues of these m om ents should be directly com parable
even am ong datasets with di�erent sensitivities (values

ofTm in).
Note that di�use em ission surrounding a G M C m ay

confuse this m ethod. Ifone data set is m easured with
sensitivity su�cientto detectdi�useem ission surround-
ing a G M C, while another lacks the sensitivity to do
so then this approach m ay not be su�cient to correct
for the sensitivity bias. This problem m ay be partic-
ularly acute when com paring G alactic G M Cs observed
with very good sensitivity to extragalactic clouds with
worse signal-to-noise ratios. Interferom etric data \re-
solves out" em ission signi�cantly m ore extended than
thesynthesized beam (seex4),representing anotherbias
against detecting di�use em ission. Polk etal. (1988),
Blitz (1985),Rosolowsky etal.(2003),and Leroy etal.
(2005) �nd evidence for di�use em ission surrounding
G M Cs in the M ilky W ay and the LocalG roup G alax-
iesM 31,M 33,and IC 10,respectively.

2.3. Correcting for the Resolution Bias

Any astronom icaldata setrepresentsthe convolution
oftheintensityofthesourcewith thepro�leoftheinstru-
m ent used to observe it. Care m ust therefore be taken
in m easuring sizes and line widths when the extent of
the intensity distribution is com parable to the instru-
m entalpro�le. In a typicalspectralline data cube two
pro�lesare im portant: the spatialbeam and the width
ofa velocity channel.In thissection,wedescribesim ple
correctionsto accountforthee�ectsof�nitespatialand
spectralresolution.
W e \deconvolve" the spatialbeam from the m easured

cloud size by subtracting the RM S beam size, �beam ,
from the extrapolated spatialm om ents, �m aj(Tedge =
0 K ) and �m in(Tedge = 0 K ),in quadrature | an ap-
proach thatisexactforG aussians.Thedeconvolved sec-
ond m om entisgiven by:

�r;dc =
q
[�2m aj(0 K )� �2

beam
]1=2 [�2m in (0 K )� �2

beam
]1=2 ,

(12)
where�m aj (0 K )and �m in (0 K )areextrapolated to the
0 K elvin isosurfaceasdescribed in x2.2.Thisextrapola-
tion isnecessary to m ake thisdeconvolution valid:sub-
tractingthefull�beam from thespatialm om entm easured
foronly partofthe cloud willlead to an overcorrection
and thus to an underestim ate ofthe cloud size. M ea-
suring the spatialsize along the m inor axis is also nec-
essary to ensure thatthe cloud isindeed resolved in all
dim ensions. This is an advantage ofthe choice ofaxes
(m ajor/m inor)described above. W ith su�cient signal-
to-noise,thism ethod ofdeconvolution providesa robust
m easurem entofcloud size even for m arginally resolved
clouds.
Instrum entalresolution also a�ectsthe m easured line

width. Spectrom eters m easure the average intensity
acrossa channel,rather than sam pling the intensity at
the center (nom inalfrequency) ofthat channel. W hen
thewidth ofthespectrallineunderconsideration iscom -
parable to the bandwidth ofa single channel,the line
strength varies signi�cantly across an individualchan-
nel. In this case,the average value m ay di�er substan-
tially from the value at line center. The output ofthe
spectrom eter is thus a convolution ofthe true spectral
pro�le with the pro�le ofan individualchannel.W e ac-
countfor this potentialbiastowardshigherline widths
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by a sim pledeconvolution ofthechannelwidth from the
extrapolated second m om ent:

�v;dc =

r

�2v (0 K )�
�V 2

chan

2 �
(13)

where�v (0 K )isthesecond m om entofthecloud in the
vdim ension extrapolated to0K elvin asdescribed in x2.2
and �V chan isthewidth ofa velocity resolution elem ent.
Although thechannelpro�lesareusually squarein shape
and notG aussian,we sim plify the deconvolution by ap-
proxim ating the channelshape asa G aussian with inte-
grated area equalto thatofa squarechannelwith width
�V chan.Forsuch a G aussian,�chan = �V chan=

p
2 �.

2.4. Com parison with Other M ethods

W euseextrapolated m om entsto m easureG M C prop-
ertiesratherthan em ployingan established m ethod from
the literature. In this section,we justify our choice by
com paring severalm ethods ofm easuring G M C proper-
ties. W e focuson the perform ance ofthese m ethods at
m arginalresolution and low signal-to-noise,conditions
typicalofextragalacticG M C observations.
Determ ining the radiusofa cloud isparticularly di�-

cultbecause G M Csare often asym m etricalwith poorly
de�ned boundaries.Severalauthorshave devised m eth-
odsto return a singlecharacteristicsizeforcom plicated
em ission distributions. The intensity-weighted second
m om entsin thespatialdirectionshavebeen used in m any
studies (e.g. Solom on etal.1987),but are sensitive to
both noiseand convolution e�ects.Theothercom m only
used m ethod (e.g. W illiam setal. 1994; Heyeretal.
2001)istoinfertheradiusbased on theareaofthecloud:

R e =

r
A � Apt

�
:

Here A pt is the area of a point source that has
been convolved with a beam and m easured with the
sam e signal-to-noise as the em ission in the m ap. Fi-
nally,W ilson & Scoville (1990)and Tayloretal.(1999)
adopted the size ofthe cloud asthe m ean ofthe decon-
volved FW HM s ofthe em ission distribution along two
perpendiculardirections.
W e com pare these three m ethods to the extrapolated

m om entm ethod presented aboveacrossa rangeofreso-
lutionsand sensitivities.W em easurethesizeofaG alac-
tic G M C using each m ethod afterconvolving itto a de-
sired resolution and adding noiseto producea particular
signal-to-noiseratio.Forthedata,weusethe 12CO data
from the Rosette m olecularcloud (Blitz & Stark 1986),
which we clip at 2�R M S (the RM S noise in the origi-
naldata set)and integrate in the velocity dim ension to
produce a m ap ofintegrated intensity. For a range of
sensitivitiesand resolutions,we convolve this m ap with
a G aussian beam and add noise.W em easurethesizeof
the cloud in 100 realizations ofthe noise for each such
fresolution,sensitivityg pair using (a) the extrapolated
m om ent m ethod,(b) the m om ent ofthe data without
extrapolation,(c)the area m ethod and (d)the FW HM
m ethod. W hereverpossible we corrected forthe e�ects
ofbeam convolution and signal-to-noise for each ofthe
m ethods.Theresultsoftheanalysisareshown in Figure
5.

Figure 5 shows the recovered radius as a function of
resolution and sensitivity,with the\true" radiusde�ned
asthatm easured atvery high sensitivity and very good
resolution (i.e. in the originaldata,the top right cor-
nerofeach plot).Thehashed region ofparam eterspace
showstherangeofparam etersoverwhich each algorithm
recoversa radiuswithin 10% ofthe true value. The ex-
trapolated m om ent m ethod has the largest hashed re-
gion and so is rem arkably robust, recovering the true
radiusovera largerangeofsensitivitiesand resolutions.
O nly atlow sensitivity (Tm ax=�R M S < 5)and m arginal
resolution (�beam & �0),does the derived radiidepart
system atically from the true radius. Notably, the ex-
trapolated second m om entperform squitewellatsignal-
to-noise ratiosfrom 5 to 10 (in the integrated intensity
m ap),values typicalofextragalactic CO data sets. By
contrast,the uncorrected m om ent m ethod (panelb in
Figure 5) underestim atesthe size atlow signal-to-noise
since(by construction)theuncorrected m om entdoesnot
account for em ission below the noise level. Sim ilarly,
thearea m ethod (panelc)showssystem aticvariation at
both low signal-to-noise(whereem ission dropsbelow the
noiselevel)and low resolution (wheretheconvolved area
oftheem ission distribution growsdisproportionately be-
causeofthe�lam entarynatureofthecloud).Finally,the
FW HM m ethod (paneld)showslarge system atic varia-
tionssinceitdependsonly on thelocation oftheFW HM
contourand noton therem ainderoftheem ission distri-
bution.
Theregionofsystem aticunderestim ationatlow signal-

to-noise but reasonable resolution shows the e�ects of
m issing the di�use em ission m entioned in x2.2. The
Rosette includes m ore CO em ission at low intensities
than the extrapolated m om ent predicts from the high
intensity data. As a result,when that di�use em ission
is not included in the m easurem ent,the algorithm un-
derestim atesthe true radiusofthe G M C.Thise�ectis
seen panels(a)and (b) | the extrapolated and uncor-
rected second m om ents| and ism orepronounced in the
uncorrected second m om ent,panel(b).
W eperform asim ilarexperim enton recoveringtheline

width ofan em ission line in noisy data. W e m easure
the recovered line width of a G aussian line of known
width using threem ethods(a)theextrapolated m om ent
m ethod (b) an uncorrected second m om ent and (c) a
G aussian �t to the line. For a range ofsignal-to-noise
levels(Tm ax=�R M S)and channelwidths�V chan wem ea-
sure the recovered line width relative to the known line
width. The m ean values ofthe recovered line for 1000
realizations ofthe noise are plotted in Figure 6. The
extrapolated m om entdoesnotshow thesystem aticvari-
ation with signal-to-noise seen in the uncorrected m o-
m ent. The extrapolated m om ent is nearly as robust a
m easureastheG aussian �tfora perfectly G aussian line
and willprove superiorifthe line is notG aussian. Ro-
bustrecoveryofthelinewidth usinganym ethod requires
�V line=�V chan > 2.

2.5. Assessing Errors in GM C Properties

The form aluncertainty associated with each m om ent
m easurem entisquitesm all.Cloud identi�cation and ex-
trapolation represent larger sources ofuncertainty,but
their e�ects are di�cult to assess form ally. W e use
bootstrapping m ethods to estim ate the uncertainties in
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Fig. 5.| The recovered radius as a function ofsensitivity (Tm ax=�R M S ) and resolution (�0=�beam ). The four panels show the radius

recovered by (a) the extrapolated m om ent m ethod (this paper),(b) the uncorrected m om ent m ethod,(c) the area m ethod,and (d) the

FW H M m ethod.The hashed region indicatesthe where each algorithm obtainsa resultwithin 10% ofthe originalvalue.The extrapolated

m om ent accurately recovers the radius over a large zone ofparam eter space. O fparticular im portance for extragalactic m easurem ents,it

perform sbetter atlow signal-to-noise than the other three m ethods.

our m easurem ents ofcloud properties. The bootstrap-
pingm ethod determ ineserrorsbygeneratingseveraltrial
cloudsfrom theoriginalcloud data.A trialcloud isgen-
erated by consideringthecloud to bea collection ofdata
fxi;yi;vi;Tig for i = 1:::N ,the num ber ofpoints in
the cloud. The data are sam pled for N random values
ofi,allowing forito berepeated.Thepropertiesofthe
cloud are m easured for each trialcloud. W e estim ate
theuncertainty from thevarianceofthecloud properties
derived from theseresam pled and rem easured data sets.
The �naluncertainty in each property is the standard
deviation ofthe bootstrapped values scaled up by the
squarerootofthe oversam pling rate.The oversam pling
rate,which isusually equalto the num berofpixelsper
beam ,accounts for the fact that not allofthe data in
each cloud are independent. For m any interferom etric
data setsthisisan im portante�ect,sincethesedata can
have10 orm orepixelsperbeam .
W e com pare the uncertainties produced by the boot-

strapping to those derived from repeatedly adding noise
to and then reanalyzing a data set. W e use the bright
cloud in M 33 shown in Figure 2. W e conduct 100 re-
alizationsofthe data plus random noise. The resulting
uncertaintiesin �m aj,�m in,�v,and theux are3% ,2% ,
3% ,and 3% . Repeatedly bootstrapping the sam e data
set (adjusted to have the sam e �nalnoise level) yields
average uncertainties of 9% , 9% , 11% , and 5% . The
bootstrapping estim atesare higherforthisbrightcloud
becausethey reectboth theform aluncertainty and the
robustnessoftheresultto therem ovalofagiven pieceof
data.In thelow signal-to-noiseregim e,thevaluesforthe
twom ethodsconvergeasnoisedom inatestheuncertainty
derived from bootstrapping | for exam ple,perform ing
the sam e experim entin a dim m erM 33 cloud with 1=4
thelum inosity ofthebrightcloud and com parablenoise,
bootstrapping yieldserrorsof31% ,33% ,32% ,and 35%
in thefourm om entswhilerepeated realizationsproduces
scattersof15% ,27% ,30% ,and 40% .
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Fig. 6.| The m easured line width as a function ofsensitivity (Tm ax=�R M S )and spectralresolution (�V F W H M =�V chan ). The three

panels show the line width ofa G aussian with known properties m easured using (a) the extrapolated m om ent m ethod (this paper),(b)

an uncorrected second m om entand (c)a G aussian �tto the resulting spectrum . The hashed region indicates the zone ofparam eter space

where each algorithm m easures a line width within 10% ofthe actualvalue. The extrapolated m om ent provides a good m easurem ent of

the line width,rem aining com parable to a direct �teven in the lim itoflow signal-to-noise and spectralresolution. Because the G aussian

�tisprovides poorresults fornon-G aussian line pro�les,we preferthe extrapolated m om entm ethod.

The bootstrapping m ethod producesa robust,believ-
able estim ate ofthe uncertainty in the m easurem entof
thepropertiesofa particular,de�ned cloud.Itdoesnot
accountforuncertaintiesin theassignm entofem ission to
a cloud eitherasa resultofnoiseorchoiceofalgorithm .
Theseuncertaintiesarem oresystem aticthan random in
natureand m ay be bestassessed by analyzing the em is-
sion distribution using severalm ethods.The bootstrap-
ping estim atem ay betreated asan accurateestim ateof
theuncertaintiesin theresultsgiven thatoneadoptsthe
m ethodspresented in thispaper.

3. D ER IV IN G PH Y SICA L Q U A N TITIES FRO M M O M EN T

M EA SU R EM EN TS

In this section,we outline how to use the m easured
size, line width, and ux to calculate severalphysical
quantitiesofinterest: the e�ective sphericalradius,the
virialm ass,and the lum inous m ass. Throughout this
section we assum e thatcloudscan be described asself-
gravitating spheres with density pro�les � / r�1 and
negligible support from m agnetic �elds or con�nem ent
by externalpressure.
W e assum e below that the data consists ofobserva-

tionsofthe 12CO (1 ! 0)transition,in unitsofbright-
ness tem perature,but the m ethod is readily adaptable
to analogousdata sets.

3.1. The SphericalRadius

W e de�ne a factor� thatrelatesthe one-dim ensional
RM S size,�r,to the radiusofa sphericalcloud R:R =
��r. Itispossible to derive an estim ate for� based on
sphericalcloudofradiusR with adensitypro�le� / r�� .

In thism odel,

�
2
r =

RR
0
dr
R2�
0

d�
R�
0
d� x2�0r

�� r2 sin�
RR
0
dr
R2�
0

d�
R�
0
d� �0r

�� r2 sin�
(14)

�
2
r =

1

3

3� �

5� �
R
2 (15)

so that�=

s

3
5� �

3� �
(16)

Fora cloud with � = 1,� =
p
6,som ewhathigherthan

the em piricalcorrection of3:4=
p
� derived by Solom on

etal. (1987). The di�erence arises,in part,from using
12CO asa density tracer.Since 12CO em ission saturates
in dense regionsand vanishesfrom low density regions,
the apparent density pro�le in 12CO is shallower than
the true density pro�le. Hence,an appropriate value of
� likely fallsin the range between 3:4=

p
� and

p
6. For

tracerslike 13CO with highercriticaldensities,a di�er-
entvalue of� m ay be appropriate.Since com parison to
this \anchoring" data setm ay be m ore im portantthan
adopting a self-consistent | but grossly oversim pli�ed
| m odelfora cloud,we recom m end the Solom on etal.
(1987)de�nition ofthe cloud radius,R � 1:91�r.Note,
that adjusting the de�nition ofthe radius renders the
virialm assform ula wepresentbelow inexact.

3.2. The SpatialSize,Line W idth,Lum inosity,and

M ass

W econvertthecloud properties�r(0 K ),�v(0 K ),and
FC O (0 K ) to the physicalquantities R,�V ,and L C O .
Fora cloud ata distance ofd (in parsecs),the physical
radiuswillbe
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R[pc]=
R(0 K )[arcsec]

3600
�

�

180
� d[pc]; (17)

the FW HM line width willbe

�V =
p
8ln(2)�v(0 K ); (18)

and the lum inosity ofthe cloud,LC O ,willbe

LC O [K km s�1 pc2]= FC O (0 K )[K km s�1 arcsec2]

� (d[pc])2

�

�
�

180� 3600

�2
: (19)

A particular CO lum inosity, LC O , im plies a m ass of
m oleculargas,M Lum ,of

M Lum [M � ]=
X C O

2� 1020[cm �2 =(K km s�1 )]
� 4:4 LC O

� 4:4 X2 LC O (20)

where X C O isthe assum ed CO -to-H 2 conversion factor.
This calculation includes a factor of1.36 (by m ass) to
accountforthe presence ofhelium . Including helium is
im portantto facilitate com parison with the virialm ass,
which should reect allofthe gravitating m ass in the
cloud.W ehaveadopted a �ducialvalueoftheCO -to-H 2

conversion factorofX C O = 2� 1020 cm �2 (K km s�1 )�1

and expresschangesrelativeto thisvaluein term softhe
param eterX 2.

3.3. The VirialM ass

W e com pute the virialm asses under the assum ption
thateach cloud issphericaland virialized with a density
pro�le described by a truncated power law ofthe form
� / r�� with no m agnetic supportorpressure con�ne-
m ent.Aswith the sphericalradiuscorrection,the exact
density pro�leofthecloud willa�ectthecorrectform of
the virialtheorem m ass. For � = 1,the virialm ass is
given by the form ula (Solom on etal.1987):

M V T = 189 M � �V 2
R (21)

and m oregenerally by

M V T = 125 M �

5� 2�

3� �
�V 2

R ; (22)

where �V isthe FW HM velocity line width in km s�1 ,
R istheradiusin pc,and thecloud hasa density pro�le
of� / r�� .
Cloudsexhibitarangeofnon-sphericalgeom etriesand

m ay besupported by m agnetic�eldsorcon�ned by pres-
sure. Therefore,the studying the virialparam eterm ay
be m ore usefulthan the virialm ass itself. The virial
param eter is a constant oforder unity that character-
izesdeviationsfrom thevirialtheorem applied to a non-
m agnetic cloud with no externalpressure and constant
density. Following M cK ee & Zweibel(1992),we de�ne
the virialparam eteras

� =
5�2vR

M Lum G
=

5��2v�r
(4:4X 2LC O )G

. (23)

Larger-than-unityvirialparam eterscan resultfrom pres-
surecon�nem ent,while� < 1m ayresultfrom signi�cant
m agneticsupport.IncorrectvaluesoftheCO -to-H 2 con-
version factor m ay skew the result in either direction.
Finding � < 2 m eansthatthe cloudsaregravitationally
bound in the absenceofsigni�cantm agneticsupport.

4. M EA SU R IN G CLO U D PRO PERTIES FRO M

IN TER FERO M ETER O BSERVATIO N S

M illim eter-waveinterferom etersarerequired toresolve
even the m ost m assive m olecular clouds in galaxiesbe-
yond the M agellanic clouds (see Figure 3). Unfortu-
nately, interferom eters are not sensitive to spatialfre-
quencies outside the lim ited region of the (u;v) plane
thatthey sam ple.Practically,thism eansinterferom eters
do not m easure the totalux from the em ission distri-
bution;and structuresareresolved out,usually on large
angular scales that correspond to sm allseparations in
the (u;v)plane.Ideally,interferom eterobservationsare
com bined with single-dish observations that supply the
m issing inform ation. In practice such observations are
conducted infrequently and the unknown totalux and
short-spacing inform ation isestim ated using deconvolu-
tion algorithm s such as CLEAN or m axim um entropy
(seeThom pson etal.2001,and referencestherein).
Sheth etal.(2000)sim ulatetheresultsofusingonlyan

interferom etertoobserveG alacticG M Csasifthesewell-
studied cloudswerelocated in M 31.They�nd thatinter-
ferom etersexperiencesigni�cant(50% )ux lossfortheir
sim ulated observation,prim arily from extended em ission
around clouds. However, they �nd that the ux loss
does not change the size and line width ofthe cloud.
Helferetal.(2002) exam ine the recovery oflarge-scale
ux distributions from interferom eter m easurem ents in
m ore depth and explore the e�ectiveness ofdeconvolu-
tion algorithm s at low signal-to-noise. They �nd that
deconvolution algorithm srecoverux nonlinearly atlow
sensitivities,�nding m uch less ux at low sensitivities
than onewould expect.Sincem uch ofthedataon extra-
galacticG M Cshave low signal-to-noise,thism ay repre-
sentan im portantbias.
W e assess the e�ects of interferom etric biases on

the m ethods presented here by extending the m ethod
of Sheth etal. (2000). W e use 12CO observations
of three galactic G M Cs: the O rion m olecular com -
plex (W ilson etal.2005),the Rosette M olecular Cloud
(Blitz & Stark 1986), and an excerpt from the O uter
G alaxy Survey ofHeyeretal.(2001)which containsthe
m olecular clouds associated with the W 3/W 4/W 5 H II

regions2. W e sim ulate observing these three m olecular
com plexesin M 31 (D = 770 kpc)with the BIM A inter-
ferom eter.
W e Fouriertransform each planeofeach data setinto

the(u;v)dom ain and resam plethedata along the(u;v)
tracksthatwould be sam pled by BIM A observationsof
the data provided the G M Cs were in M 31. The (u;v)
coverage reects typicalobserving strategies for extra-
galactic clouds,such asinterleaving observationsofthe
sourcewith calibratorsand othersources.W e add ther-
m alnoiseand phasenoiseto the(u;v)data,including a
phase noise com ponentwith a m agnitude thatdepends

2 A m ap of the original O rion data and typical m aps at low

resolution and sensitivity appear in the A ppendix.
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on the length ofthe baseline. W e adjust the scale of
thetherm aland phasenoiseto producethedesired peak
signal-to-noise (we �nd our results depend only weakly
on whetherthenoiseistherm alorphase).W einvertthe
resulting (u;v) data using the M IRIAD software pack-
age (Saultetal.1995) producing m aps separated by 2
km s�1 ,and then we deconvolvethe dirty m apsusing a
CLEAN algorithm that term inates atthe 2�R M S level.
Foreach trialcloud,wethen calculatethecloud proper-
tiesusing the m ethodsofxx2 and 3.
For com parison, we com pute cloud properties using

the sam e procedure to sim ulate single-dish observations
with signal-to-noise and e�ective resolution identicalto
the m ock interferom eter data. W e generate the m ock
single-dish observationsby sam plingthetransform ed im -
agedataforan equalnum berof(u;v)pointsastheinter-
ferom eterdata,butthe pointsare norm ally distributed
in the (u;v)planeand onepointisforced to lieat(0;0)
thus sam pling the totalpower. The width ofthe (u;v)
point distribution is chosen to give a beam size sim ilar
to thatofthe m ock interferom eterdata. Random ther-
m aland phase noise isadded to these data in the sam e
fashion asfortheinterferom eterdata.Then thedataare
inverted using naturalweighting and deconvolved in the
exact sam e fashion as the interferom eter data (though
the deconvolution step has little e�ect). Again,we ex-
tractcloud propertiesusing the m ethodsofxx2 and 3.
W ith thesesim ulations,wecom parethecloud proper-

tiesderived from interferom eterdata to single-dish data
thatareequivalentin every otherfashion,thereby isolat-
ing the e�ectsofinterferom eterson the derived proper-
ties.Theadditionalbiasesim posed by lim ited resolution
and sensitivity arediscussed separately in x2.4.Herewe
focuson m ock BIM A observationsofthe three m olecu-
larcom plexesusing threeantenna con�gurations:the C
array (extended),the D (com pact) array,and a com bi-
nation ofC and D array (seeW right1996,fordetailson
thecon�gurations).Thesynthesized beam sizesforthese
con�gurationsare14:400,6:100 and 8:800 forthe D,C and
C+ D hybrid arrayobservationsrespectively,correspond-
ing in turn to 54,22 and 33 parsecsat770 kpc.W econ-
duct10 sam pleobservationsforeach cloud in each array
ata rangeofsensitivitiesranging from Tpeak=�R M S = 3
to > 100.
Figure 7 shows the properties recovered by m ock ob-

servationsoftheO rion m olecularcom plex foreach array
and arangeofsensitivities.Thevaluesofeach properties
are norm alized by the value recovered by m ock single-
dish observationsatthe sam esensitivity and resolution.
Thus,the only di�erence between the foursetsofprop-
erties(C,D,C+ D,and singledish)isthe(u;v)coverage
ofthe sim ulated observations. W e �nd thatthe derived
propertiesfrom m ock single-dish observationsfollow the
sam e behavior as the sim ulations in x2.4. Thus, it is
possibleto decouplethetwosetsofbiases{ thosearising
from m arginalresolution and sensitivity and those aris-
ing from using interferom eters { and exam ine only the
latter. W e plot the results for O rion because these ob-
servationsshow them ostdram aticvariation ofthethree
com plexesstudied,but the results are qualitatively the
sam e for allthree data sets. O rion is the m ost sensi-
tive ofthe three to spatial�ltering because it consists
ofthreeG M Csand thereforeshowsm orestructurethan
the othertwo targets.

Basedon theresultsofthem ockobservations,wem ake
the following com m entsregarding the useofinterferom -
eter data alone in m easuring cloud properties. M ostof
thesepointscan be seen visually in Figure7.

1.Cloud properties m easured from interferom etric
data are biased. The degree ofbiasis a�ected by
thesensitivity ofthearray aswellasthe(u;v)cov-
erageofthe observations.

2.A m inim um signal-to-noiseof10isrequired forsta-
ble recovery ofcloud properties. Below this level,
errorsin cloud properties,can approach 100% for
interferom eterdata.

3.Even for interm ediate signal-to-noise values
(Tpeak=�R M S = 10) there are signi�cant system -
atic e�ects on the cloud properties. The m ost
extrem e e�ects are on the lum inosity m easure-
m ent,which can be 40% lower than a single-dish
observation. This e�ect is m uch less pronounced
form easurem entsofthelinewidth and theradius,
which show . 10% variations. This result,that
the radius and line width are relatively robust to
the spatial�ltering ofthe interferom eter,con�rm s
the qualitative results of Sheth etal. (2000).
The values of derived properties are always
underestim ated relativeto single-dish observations.

4.Even at high sensitivities,the spatial�ltering of
interferom eters a�ects property recovery at the
10% level. For exam ple,C-array observations of
O rion system atically underestim ate the radius of
thecloud by 10% even forvery high signalto noise
ratiosand D-array observationsunderestim atethe
ux ofthe O rion by 5% even athigh sensitivity.

5.For interferom eter observations, the dynam ical
m assm easurem entsofG M Csarem orerobustthan
the lum inosity m easurem ents. This behavior will
bias interpretations ofthe virialparam eter in ex-
tragalactic observations. Estim ates ofthe CO -to-
H 2 conversion factorbased on theassum ption that
G M Csarebound orvirialized arelikely to overes-
tim ate X C O .

6.Fora given signal-to-noisevalue,observationswith
thewidestrangeof(u;v)coverageprovidethem ost
robustm easurem entofcloud properties. Thus,in
achievingagiven sensitivity,observersshould favor
arrayswith m oreantennaeorobservationsm adein
m ultiple con�gurations.

5. A N O TE O N D ECO M PO SITIO N

Thechoiceofhow to decom posean em ission distribu-
tion into individualclouds m ay be the m ost im portant
source ofbias in G M C property m easurem ents. M any
di�erent m ethods have been applied to identify G M Cs
in blended em ission,them ostprevalentbeing decom po-
sition byeyeand theapplication oftheG AUSSCLUM PS
(Stutzki& G �usten 1990)ortheCLUM PFIND algorithm
(W illiam setal.1994).W hen com paringG M Csbetween
twodatasets,carem ustbetaken to decom poseem ission
in a consistentway acrossboth data sets,preferably us-
ing the sam ealgorithm on both data sets.Furtherm ore,
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Fig. 7.| The e�ects ofinterferom eter observations on the m easurem ent ofcloud properties. Each panelshows the variation ofcloud

properties as a function ofsignal-to-noise for interferom eter observations. The value ofeach property (lum inosity,line width,radius) is

norm alized by the value that is m easured for single dish observations at the sam e resolution and sensitivity as that ofthe interferom eter.

The Figure shows the behavior ofcloud properties forsim ulated BIM A observations ofthe O rion m olecular com plex as ifthe clouds were

located in M 31. N o D -array curve is plotted for radius m easurem ents since O rion would be unresolved in M 31. The recovery ofcloud

properties isa function ofboth sensitivity and the (u;v) coverage ofthe interferom eter.

the physicalvalues ofany tuning param eters in the al-
gorithm sshould bem atched wherepossibleso thatboth
algorithm ssearch forpeaksin theem ission overthesam e
spatialscale(ratherthan angularorresolution-units)or
intensity range. This willavoid,for exam ple,com par-
ing \clum ps" in a G alactic m olecular cloud to G M Cs
in another galaxy. A m ore extrem e m ethod to ensure
accurate com parison is to convolve the higher (spatial)
resolution data setto the spatialresolution ofthe other
data (e.g. Sheth etal.2000). However,this approach
clearly sacri�ces accuracy ofthe derived param eters to
allow a m orecarefulcom parison between two data sets.
In theAppendixtothispaperwepresentarobust,con-

servative,new decom position algorithm .Thisalgorithm
isdesigned to avoid creating spuriouscloudsfrom noise
and torem ain sensitivetonon-G aussian structuresin the
data. Additionally,the param etersofthe algorithm are
�xed to physicalvaluesratherthan being determ ined by
the data. Thisalgorithm isdesigned explicitly with the
goalofdecom posing em ission into G M Cs (rather than
clum ps or other structures) with extragalactic data in
m ind.Them ethodsform easurem entofcloud properties
described above | including the sensitivity and resolu-
tion corrections| areindependentofthedecom position
algorithm and are im portantno m atterwhatdecom po-
sition algorithm is chosen. In order to avoid confusion
between these two separate problem s,we choose to de-
scribethe decom position algorithm in the Appendix.

6. D ISCU SSIO N A N D CO N CLU SIO N S

W e conclude the paperby applying these m ethodsto
m olecularline data setsthathave been previously pub-
lished. In future studies,the algorithm willbe used to
evaluate the di�erences between G M C populations be-
tween galaxies. Here,we sim ply presentan analysisde-
signed to dem onstrate the m ethod’sutility. W e present
them edian correctionsfound foralargesetofextragalac-
tic (LocalG roup)observationsand a testapplication of

ourm ethods to G alactic data. W e use allthe m ethods
discussed in theprevioussectionsand thedecom position
algorithm discussed in the Appendix.

6.1. The E�ectsofExtrapolation and Deconvolution

W eapplythem ethodsoutlined heretoan arrayofdata
from acrosstheLocalG roup and m easuretheproperties
of110 spatially resolved clouds to estim ate the typical
m agnitude ofthe sensitivity and resolution corrections
for extragalactic data. W e use BIM A data on M 33
and M 31 (Rosolowsky etal.2003;Rosolowsky 2005);
NANTEN observationsofthe LM C (Fukuietal.1999);
OVRO observationsofIC 10(W alter 2005);and aSEST
m ap of N83 in the SM C (Bolatto etal.2003). Table
1 showsthe num ber ofclouds m easured in each galaxy
along with the m edian sensitivity and resolution correc-
tions applied to the radius,line width, and ux. For
com parison,we also m easure the properties ofa num -
ber ofclouds in the outer G alaxy (Q uadrant2,see be-
low)from theDam eetal.(2001)CO surveyoftheM ilky
W ay. Table 1 includesallspatially resolved cloudswith
m asses(derived from the CO lum inosity)of5� 104 M �

orm ore(92ofthe110extragalacticcloudsareabovethis
m ass).
The num bers quoted in Table 1 are \correction fac-

tors,"

R corrected

R uncorrected

;
�v;corrected

�v;uncorrected
; and

LC O ;corrected

LC O ;uncorrected

.

(24)
Table1showsthatthroughouttheLocalG roup data the
correctionssuggested in thispaperhavem agnitudesofa
few tensofpercent. W e draw severalconclusionsbased
on these data:

1.Resolution e�ectson the size ofcloudstend to be
signi�cant| wewould overestim atecloud sizesby
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� 40% ifwe did not apply a deconvolution. In
the M ilky W ay data, this e�ect is m uch less se-
vere.The sizesofM ilky W ay cloudsarem easured
to within 5% beforethe resolution correction.Un-
resolved cloudsdo notcontribute to Table 1,so if
the e�ects ofthe resolution bias were com pletely
neglected this would be m uch larger (a naive ap-
proach would m easurethesecloudsto havethesize
ofthe spatialbeam ).

2.Resolution e�ects on the line width are negligible
throughoutthe LocalG roup data.

3.Sensitivity e�ects are also signi�cant. W ithout a
correction for the sensitivity bias, the size, line
width,and lum inosity ofclouds would allbe sig-
ni�cantly underestim ated. This sensitivity bias is
leastsevere| only about20 { 30% | fortheline
width,and m ostsigni�cant(and variable)for the
lum inosity. Sensitivity correctionsto the lum inos-
ity vary from 20% to m orethan 100% .

4.The resolution and sensitivity biases for the size
m easurem enttend to cancelout,so thatthe com -
pletely uncorrected radius m easurem ent is often
within 10 { 20% ofthe corrected value. This is
a happy coincidence ofresolution and sensitivity
within the LocalG roup,not evidence that sensi-
tivity and resolution correctionsareunim portant.

5.The m agnitude of corrections across the Local
G roup data are fairly uniform . This is because
G M Csneartheresolution lim ittend to outnum ber
higherm assG M Cs.Unresolved G M Csarenotin-
cluded in theanalysis,sothem edian cloud through
allthe data setsappearsm arginally resolved.

6.In orderto com pareextragalacticdata to G alactic
data(with very good sensitivity and resolution and
therefore sm allcorrections)itiscrucialto correct
forthe sensitivity and resolution biases.

6.2. AnalysisofSecond QuadrantCO Data

Them ethod described in thispaperhasbeen designed
with extragalacticdata in m ind.However,a crucialstep
in interpreting extragalactic m easurem ents is to m ake
a fair com parison with G alactic data. In this section
we report som e results of applying our decom position
and m easurem entalgorithm sto thesurvey ofthesecond
G alactic quadrantby Dam eetal.(2001). W e com pare
the resultsofthisanalysisto the resultsby Heyeretal.
(2001) and show that our analysisrecoversresults that
areconsistentwith theirs.
W edecom poseand analyze12CO (1! 0)from thesec-

ond quadrant(Survey 17in Table1ofDam e etal.2001).
The data set covers the G alactic plane from ‘ = 70�

to ‘ = 210� with a noise levelof 0:3 K .W e m easure
the distance to the m olecular em ission using the kine-
m atic distances by adopting a at rotation curve with
� LSR = 220 km s�1 and R � = 8:5 kpc. W e om it lo-
calem ission by discarding allelem entsofthe data cube
with a kinem atic distance lessthan 2 kpc aswellasall
elem entsin the data cube thatare connected by signi�-
cantem ission in position orvelocity spaceto such pixels.

W e apply the decom position algorithm described in the
Appendix and m easured sizes,linewidths,and lum inosi-
ties ofG M Cs using the m ethods ofx2.2 and x2.3. The
analysisrecovers431 cloudswith resolved angularsizes
and line widths located within 10 kpc ofthe Sun. W e
includethem edian sensitivity and resolution corrections
form assive(> 5� 104 M � )cloudsin Table1 above.
Do the results from our algorithm agree with previ-

ousstudiesofG alactic G M Cs? The data setcoversthe
region studied by Heyeretal.(2001)using the 4500 res-
olution ofthe FCRAO 14m . Thatdata sethasa lower
sensitivity than the Dam e etal.(2001) data,so we ap-
ply a rudim entary sensitivity correction (assum ing that
the G M Cs are G aussian and using their peak tem pera-
ture and boundary isosurface)to theirresultsand scale
to X C O = 2� 1020 cm �2 (K km s�1 )�1 beforecom paring
G M C properties.W efocuson a com parison ofthevirial
param eter between the two studies | a fulltreatm ent
ofthe G alactic \Larson’sLaws" is beyond the scope of
thispaper. W e draw severalconclusionsfrom the com -
parison:

1.Figure 8 showsthatthe virialparam etersderived
in our analysis largely agree with those found by
Heyeretal.(2001). Below m asses of � 3 � 104

M � ,both surveys �nd the sam e virialparam eter
in a given m assbin.

2.Above � 3 � 104 M � , our analysis of the
Dam e etal.(2001) data set m ay yield a slightly
higher virial param eter, on average. This m ay
be evidence for the di�use em ission m entioned in
x2.2 | the higher sensitivity Dam e etal.(2001)
data m ay include di�use em ission surrounding the
G M Cs while the Heyeretal. (2001) data m ay
m iss this e�ect. It m ay also reect inadequacies
in the sim ple sensitivity correction we apply to
the Heyeretal. (2001) data. Resolution e�ects
m ay also play a role | the Heyeretal. (2001)
data sethas� 5 tim es better resolution than the
Dam e etal.(2001)dataand sothelowerresolution
data m ay tend to lum p unbound clouds together.
The num berofcloudsin the high m assbinsisrel-
atively low,so the discrepancy m ay notbe partic-
ularly signi�cant.

3.W e apply our algorithm to a sm allportion ofthe
O G S data and �nd our corrections for resolution
and sensitivity bias increase the m ean virialpa-
ram eterto be consistentwith the resultsfrom the
Dam e etal.(2001) data. This suggests that the
di�erences in the virial param eters for the high
m ass clouds in Figure 8 m ay sim ply be m ethod-
ological.

4.Both catalogs ofouter G alaxy clouds �nd an in-
verse relationship between lum inousm assand the
virialparam eter,approxim ately� / M

�0:2
Lum | are-

lationship thatwasalsoobserved by Solom on etal.
(1987)forinnerG alaxy m olecularclouds.

Thus we �nd agreem ent with the results ofprevious
studies ofG alactic m olecular clouds. O ur m ethods ap-
plied to G alactic data �nd the sam e behavior observed
in earlierwork and we�nd agreem entam ongthem ethod
applied to severaldata sets.
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TA BLE 1
T ypical C orrections for Local G roup D ata

G alaxy N C louds Sensitivity Correction R esolution Correction
z }| { z }| {

R corrected

R u n corrected

�v;corrected

�v;u n corrected

L C O ;corrected

L C O ;u n corrected

R corrected

R u n corrected

�v;corrected

�v;u n corrected

LM C 46 1:4 1:2 1:7 0:8 1:0

M 31 28 1:5 1:3 1:6 0:7 1:0

IC 10 17 1:7 1:3 2:3 0:7 1:0

M 33 15 1:4 1:2 1:5 0:7 1:0

SM C 4 1:1 1:2 1:2 0:7 1:0

M W a 107 1:1 1:1 1:4 1:0 1:0

aQ uadrant 2 clouds with M > 5� 104 M � .

Fig. 8.| V irialParam eter asa Function ofLum inousM assfor

Clouds in the Perseus A rm .G ray dots indicate the 431 clouds for

which the virialand lum inous m ass can both be determ ined. The

solid black line is the average of the data in bins of 0.25 dex in

m ass.Forcom parison,the average virialparam eterisplotted asa

function ofm ass for the clouds in the O G S catalog (dashed line).

The two data sets show sim ilar virialparam eters at all m asses,

recovering nearly the sam e virialparam eter fora given m ass.

6.3. Conclusions

W e have presented a m ethod for m easuring m acro-
scopic G M C properties | spatialsize,line width,and
lum inosity | from a region ofem ission in a spectralline
data cube. This m ethod corrects for biases from lim -
ited sensitivity and resolution and produces reliable re-
sultsthataredirectly com parableam ong a wide variety
ofdata sets. W e correct for lim ited sensitivity via an
extrapolation to a theoretical0 K elvin isosurface. W e
apply a sim ple quadratic deconvolution to the extrap-
olated values to account for resolution biases. W e �nd
thatbootstrappingm ethodsyield believableestim atesof
the uncertaintiesin the derived param eters.W e present
a setofsuggestionsfortransform ing thederived proper-
tiesinto physicalquantitiesofinterest.In theAppendix
to thispaperwepresenta new m ethod fordecom posing
em ission into individualG M Cs. This m ethod is con-
servativeand robust,designed to producerobustresults
from low resolution/sensitivity data. In this section we
have applied allofthese m ethods to an array ofextra-
galactic(LocalG roup)and G alactic data.W e �nd that
thealgorithm reproducesestablished resultsforG alactic

G M Csand thatthe sensitivity and resolution biasesare
potentially signi�cant | often � 40% | for even the
m ostrecentLocalG roup G M C m easurem ents.
Based on thisinvestigation oftheobservationalbiases

in m easuring m olecular cloud properties,we note sev-
eralim portantpointsthatshould beconsidered in plan-
ning observationsofG M Csand interpreting the results.
First,resolutionandsensitivitybiasescan becorrectedto
< 10% errorprovidedthecloud hasam odestpeaksignal-
to-noise (Tpeak=�R M S & 10)and is m arginally resolved
R cld > 0:8�FW H M ,where�FW H M isthefullwidth athalf
m axim um extentofthebeam .G iven currentand future
telescope capabilities,even the propertiesofextragalac-
tic G M Cs can be accurately m easured. From Figure 3,
wecan seethatsingledish surveyscan accurately study
clouds m ore m assive than 104 M � in the M agellanic
clouds and careful interferom eter observations can re-
covercloud propertiesforcloudswith m assM & 105 M �

in M 31 and M 33. However,interferom eterobservations
system aticallyunderestim atem olecularcloud properties.
Allelse being equal,interferom eters can underestim ate
uxesby 40% and cloud radiiby 10% relative to single-
dish observations.Line widthsarelargely una�ected by
interferom eterobservations. The m agnitude ofthe sys-
tem aticbiasdependson thearray con�guration and the
sensitivityoftheobservations.In general,widercoverage
ofthe(u;v)planeproducesbetterproperty recovery.To
m inim ize bias,observersshould favorobservationsfrom
severalarray con�gurations or from arrays with m any
elem ents. Ifpossible,the interferom eterdata should be
supplem ented with single-dish observations.Finally,the
decom position algorithm used to separate em ission into
physically relevant structures willsystem atically a�ect
m olecular cloud properties. To date,there is no algo-
rithm that should be favored in allcircum stances,but
anycom parativestudyofG M C propertiesshould becon-
sistentin the choice ofalgorithm . Forexam ple,the re-
sultsofa CLUM PFIND algorithm applied to an extra-
galactic data setare notdirectly com parable to a cata-
log produced by a sim ple contouring m ethod applied to
M ilky W ay data. Provided the sam e algorithm is used
acrossm ultiple data sets,referencing algorithm param e-
terstoa com m on physicalscalewillm inim izesystem atic
di�erences.
W e willm ake a softwareversion ofthe decom position

and m easurem ent algorithm available as an IDL pack-
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age.Further,sincem ethodology can a�ecttheresultsof
G M C studiesso strongly,weencourageauthorsworking
in the �eld to m ake theirdata available to the com m u-
nityafterpublication in ordertofacilitatefuturerigorous
com parisons.

W e are extrem ely grateful to Tom Dam e and the
M illim eter-W ave G roup at the Center for Astrophysics
for providing both the O rion data and the Q uadrant 2
data used in the paper. W e also thank the NANTEN
G roup at Nagoya, especially Yasuo Fukui and Akiko
K awam ura,providing us with the LM C CO data. W e
are gratefulto Fabian W alter forproviding us with the

OVRO IC 10 data. Alberto Bolatto,Jason W right,Jon
Swift, and Leo Blitz all o�ered helpful com m ents on
drafts of the paper. W e thank Ronak Shah for help-
ing uscom pare ourIDL version ofG AUSSCLUM PS to
the originalim plem entation ofthe algorithm . The in-
form ed com m ents ofan anonym ous referee greatly im -
proved the paper,particularly in encouraging us to ex-
plore the e�ects ofinterferom eters. ER is gratefulfor
support through the NationalScience Foundation As-
tronom y & Astrophysics PostdoctoralFellows Program
(AST-0502605).ThisworkispartiallysupportedbyNSF
grant0228963totheRadioAstronom yLaboratoryatUC
Berkeley.

R EFER EN CES

Bertoldi,F.,& M cK ee,C.F.1992,A pJ,395,140

Blitz,L.1985,A pJ,296,481

Blitz,L.& Stark,A .A .1986,A pJ,300,L89

Blitz,L.,& Thaddeus,P.1980,A pJ,241,676

Bolatto,A .D .,Leroy,A .,Israel,F.P.,& Jackson,J.M .2003,A pJ,

595,167

Brunt,C.M .,K erton,C.R .,& Pom erleau,C.2003,A pJS,144,47

D am e, T.M .,Elm egreen, B. G ., Cohen, R . S.,& Thaddeus, P.

1986,A pJ,305,892

D am e,T.M .,H artm ann,D .,& Thaddeus,P.2001,A pJ,547,792

Fukui,Y .,etal.1999,PA SJ,51,745

H elfer,T.T.,Vogel,S.N .,Lugten,J.B.,& Teuben,P.J.2002,

PA SP,114,350

H eyer,M .H .,Brunt,C.,Snell,R .L.,H owe,J.E.,Schloerb,F.P.,

& Carpenter,J.M .1998,A pJS,115,241

H eyer,M .H .,Carpenter,J.M .,& Snell,R .L.2001,A pJ,551,852

Israel,F.P.,etal.1993,A & A ,276,25

K oda,J.,Sawada,T.,H asegawa,T.,& Scoville,N .2005,A pJ,in

press.

K ram er,C.,Stutzki,J.,R ohrig,R .,& Corneliussen,U .1998,A & A ,

329,249

Leroy,A .,Bolatto,A .,W alter,F.,& Blitz,L. 2005,in preparation

Lin,G .,A diga,U .,O lson,K .,G uzowski,J.,Barnes,C.,& R oysam ,

B.2003,Cytom etry A ,56,23

M cK ee,C.F.& Zweibel,E.G .1992,A pJ,399,551

Polk,K .S.,K napp,G .R .,Stark,A .A .,& W ilson,R .W .1988,

A pJ,332,432

R osolowsky,E.,Engargiola,G .,Plam beck, R .,& Blitz,L.2003,

A pJ,599,258

R osolowsky,E.,A pJ,subm itted.

Sanders,D .B.,Scoville,N .Z.,& Solom on,P.M .1985,A pJ,289,

373

Sanders,D .B.,Clem ens,D .P.,Scoville,N .Z.,& Solom on,P.M .

1986,A pJS,60,1

Sault,R .J.,Teuben,P.J.,& W right,M .C.H .1995,in A SP Conf.

Ser.77:A stronom icalD ata A nalysis Software and System s IV ,

433{+

Sheth, K ., Vogel, S. N ., W ilson, C. D ., & D am e, T. M . 2000,

Proceedings 232.W E-H eraeus Sem inar,37

Solom on,P.M .,R ivolo,A .R .,Barrett,J.,& Yahil,A .1987,A pJ,

319,730

Stutzki,J.& G �usten,R .1990,A pJ,356,513

Scoville, N . Z., Yun, M . S., Sanders, D . B., Clem ens, D . P., &

W aller,W .H .1987,A pJS,63,821

Taylor,C.L.,H �uttem eister,S.,K lein,U .,& G reve,A .1999,A & A ,

349,424

Thom pson, A . R ., M oran, J. M ., & Swenson, G . W . 2001,

Interferom etry and synthesis in radio astronom y by A .R ichard

Thom pson,Jam es M .M oran,and G eorge W .Swenson,Jr.2nd

ed. N ew York :W iley,c2001.xxiii,692 p.:ill.;25 cm ."A W iley-

Intersciencepublication." Includesbibliographicalreferencesand

indexes.ISBN :0471254924,

Vogel,S.N .,Boulanger,F.,& Ball,R .1987,A pJ,321,L145

W alter,F.2005,in preparation

W illiam s,J.P.,de G eus,E.J.,& Blitz,L.1994,A pJ,428,693

W ilson,B.A .,D am e,T.M .,M asheder,M .R .W .,& Thaddeus,

P.2005,A & A ,430,523

W ilson,C.D .& Scoville,N .1990,A pJ,363,435

W ilson,C.D .,& R eid,I.N .1991,A pJ,366,L11

W ilson,C.D .,& R udolph,A .L.1993,A pJ,406,477

W right,M .C.H .1998,BIM A M em orandum Series,69

APPEND IX

A PPEN D IX :A N EW D EC O M PO SIT IO N A LG O R IT H M

The choice ofwhat em ission to identify as a G M C m ay be the single largest source ofuncertainty in m easuring
and com paring G M C properties. A num ber ofm ethods have been em ployed over the years,from sim ple contour-
ing m ethods (e.g. Sandersetal.1985;Dam e etal.1986;Solom on etal.1987;Heyeretal.2001) to �tting three-
dim ensionalG aussians(G AUSSCLUM PS,Stutzki& G �usten 1990;K ram eretal.1998),to m odi�ed watershed algo-
rithm s(CLUM PFIND and itskin,W illiam setal.1994;Bruntetal.2003).
In thissection wepresenta new decom position algorithm thatisdesigned to identify cloudsatlow sensitivitieswhile

avoiding the introduction ofa false cloudsdue to noise. Thisalgorithm consistsoftwo parts: identifying regionsof
signi�cantem ission in the data setand then assigning thisem ission to individual\clouds."

SignalIdenti�cation

W e�rstidentify regionsofcontiguous,signi�cantem ission in ourposition-position-velocity data cube.W eestim ate
the noise in the data set by m easuring the RM S intensity,�R M S,from a signal-free region ofthe data cube. W e
then constructa high-signi�cance m ask.Thism ask includesonly adjacentchannelsthatboth have intensitiesabove
4�R M S.W eexpand thatm ask to includeallem ission abovea lowerthreshold | typically two channelsabove2�R M S

signi�cance| thatisconnected to theoriginalhigh signi�cancem ask through pixelswith � 2�R M S signi�cance.The
resulting m ask containsm ostofthesigni�cantem ission in thedata cube.Lowering thethreshold below two channels
at � 1:5�R M S runs the risk ofbiasing the m om ent m easurem ents towards high values by including false em ission
(noisewith positivevalues)in the cloud.
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Cloud Identi�cation

In this section,we describe the algorithm used to decom pose a region ofem ission into individualsubsectionsrep-
resenting the physically distinctentitiesin the data (\clouds"). Through the description ofthe algorithm ,there are
severalparam eters that can be varied to produce changes in the resulting decom position. In general,we set these
param eters using physicalprior knowledge ofthe G M Cs we are seeking to catalog. W e discuss the choice ofthese
param etersin the following section.

1.Discard Sm allor Low ContrastRegions: Ifa region istoo sm allforusto m easure m eaningfulpropertiesfrom
it,we discard the region. W e require thateach region hasan area largerthan two beam sizes,so thatwe can
m easureitssize;and a velocity width ofm orethan a singlechannel,so thatwecan m easureitslinewidth.Ifthe
intensity contrastbetween the peak and the edgeofthe region islessthan a factoroftwo,welack the dynam ic
range needed to correctthe sensitivity biasand we therefore discard the region.Ifa region isnotdiscarded we
proceed to the nextstep.

2.Rescale the Data to Reduce the E�ects ofSubstructure: M olecularcloudscontain signi�cantsubstructure that
confusesthedecom position ofthesesources.Thesubstructureisoften signi�cantly brighterthan bulk ofthegas
in the cloud. W e rescale the data to reduce the contrastbetween this substructure and the cloud asa whole.
The data arerescaled using the following transform :

T
0=

�
T ;T < Tclip;

Tclip[1+ arctan(T=Tclip � 1)] ;T � Tclip:

Thistransform reducesthe contrastpixelswith T & 2Tclip whilepreserving the relativebrightnessdistribution.
The value ofTclip isleftas a free param eter. The transform ed data are used in the decom position algorithm .
Such brightness transform s are frequently used in the decom position algorithm s used in other �elds such as
m edicalim aging (e.g. Lin etal.2003).

3.Identify IndependentLocalM axim a:W eidentify potentiallocalm axim a,by identifying theelem entsin thedata
cube thatare largerthan alltheir neighbors. W e considerneighborsto be alldata thatlie within a box with
side length D m ax in position and �V m ax in velocity centered on the localm axim um .These areour\candidate
m axim a." Theparam etersD m ax and �V m ax arefreeparam eters.Ifwe�nd m orethan onecandidatem axim um
in a region ofem ission,weproceed to thenextstepsto furtherverify each m axim um ’sindependence.Ifwe�nd
a single candidate m axim um then we labelthe region asa cloud and m easureitspropertiesasdescribed in the
m ain paper.

4.Find Shared Isosurfaces and Reject Sm allClouds or those with Sm ooth M ergers: For each pair ofcandidate
m axim a we calculate the value ofthe highest intensity isosurface to contain both m axim a. W e refer to this
highest shared isosurface as the m erge level. Using this set ofhighest shared isosurfaces,we calculate three
propertiesofinterest:

(a) Thearea uniquely associated with each m axim um (i.e.the area abovethem ergelevelforthatm axim um ).

(b) The antenna tem perature intervalbetween the m erge leveland each m axim um ,referred to asthe contrast
interval.

(c) The fractionalam ountby which each ofthe (unextrapolated)m om entvalues changesacrosseach shared
isosurface (i.e. � �m aj

�m aj
for each m axim um across each shared isosurface). W e consider the two clouds to

m ergesm oothly acrossthe isosurfaceonly if:

i.None ofthe second m om entsincreaseby m orethan 100% forboth m axim a.
ii.No two ofthe second m om entsincreaseby m orethan 50% forboth m axim a.
iii.The ux increasesby less200% forboth m axim a.

W e use these three propertiesto pare m axim a from the region. W e rejectm axim a associated with sm allareas
(less than two beam sizes,as for the region above)and contrastintervals less than �T m ax,a free param eter.
Choosing �T m ax � 2� signi�cantly reducesthe e�ectsofnoise on decom position (e.g. Bruntetal.2003)since
noise isassociated with low contrastintervals.Finally,when a pairofm axim a m erge sm oothly acrossa shared
isosurface,wekeep thehigherintensity m axim um and discard thelowerone.Thisisa conservativechoicein the
decom position algorithm :unlessm erging the two kernelssigni�cantly altersthe propertiesofone ofthe clouds
associated with the separate kernels,we assum e the kernelsare notphysically distinct. The e�ectofrem oving
kernels that m erge sm oothly from our data set is to reduce the algorithm ’s sensitivity to substructure within
clouds.W eiteratethisstep untilwehavea setofm axim a associated with therequired areasand separated from
each otherby signi�cantjum psin theirproperties.

5.De�ne Clouds Using Shared Isosurfaces: The surviving m axim a each correspond to a \cloud." That cloud
consistsoftheem ission within thelowestintensity isosurfaceuniquely associated with thecloud.Em ission that
liesbelow thisisosurfaceispartofa \watershed" shared am ong cloudsand wedo notassign itto any cloud.By
notconsidering contested em ission,i.e.em ission thatcould be associated with distinctlocalm axim a,we avoid
the problem ofhow to properly assign thisem ission to localm axim a.
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TA BLE A 2
Parameter C hoices for D ecomposition

A lgorithm

Param eter D ata-Based G M C PhysicalPriors

Tclip 1 2.5 K

D m ax 1 beam width 15 pc

�V m ax 1 channel 2 km s� 1

�T m ax 2�R M S 1 K

6.M easure Cloud Properties: Finally,we apply the m ethods described in x2 and 3 to derive spatialsizes,line
widths,and lum inositiesforeach cloud.Thetransform ed data (Step 2)areinversetransform ed into theoriginal
brightnessunitsforthisanalysis.

Using PhysicalPriors to Establish Algorithm Param eters

Severalofthealgorithm ’sparam etersareleftto thechoiceoftheuser.W ithoutany priorknowledgeofthephysical
objects in the data,we establish default values for these param eters that willproduce a reasonable decom position
based solely on the characteristicsofthe data. These defaultsare chosen to provide sensitivity to realsubstructure
within the data without contam ination by noise and can be regarded as the m inim um appropriate values for these
param etersin m ostcases.Thefreeparam etersin thealgorithm arethebrightnesstransform threshold (Tclip,Step 2)
position and velocity window size used in searching forlocalm axim a (D m ax and �V m ax,Step 3),and the m inim um
contrasttem perature(�T m ax,Step 4b).W ithoutpriorknowledgeofsubstructurein thedata,nobrightnesstransform
should be applied (Tclip = 1 ). The m inim um values for the param eters in the search for initiallocalm axim a are
set by the resolution ofthe data: D m ax = �beam and �V m ax = �V chan or else separations between localm axim a
cannotbe resolved. Finally,we use �T m ax = 2�R M S to preventthe noise in the data setfrom being recognized by
the algorithm aslegitim ate structureand becom ing the basisforthe decom position.
In the m ain section ofthe paper,we developed m ethods that m easured physicalproperties ofm olecular em ission

withoutobservationalbias.Ideally,thedecom position algorithm used in theanalysiswould alsobefreeofobservational
bias. A good algorithm would,for exam ple,decom pose the sam e em ission into sim ilar structures regardless ofthe
resolution and sensitivityoftheobservations.Toprogresstowardsthisgoal,wesettheparam etersofthedecom position
algorithm to have sim ilar values in physicalunits (pc,km s�1 ,K ) rather than data units (beam widths,channels,
�R M S).
In the m olecularISM ,which hasstructure on a range ofscales,the choice ofthe physicalvaluesforthe algorithm

param etersm ustbem otivated by priorknowledgeoftheobjectsthatwewish to identify.Thechoiceofparam etersfor
identifying G M Cswould bedi�erentfrom thechoiceofparam etersforidentifying clum psand cores.Asa population,
G M Cs have size scales of10s ofparsecs,line widths ofseveralkm s�1 ,and brightness tem peratures ofT . 10 K
(e.g. Solom on etal.1987). In contrast,the clum py substructure within clouds has a size scale of1 pc,line widths
oforder 1 km s�1 and can have brightness tem peratures of30 K or higher (e.g. W illiam setal.1994). W e select
the param etersofthe algorithm to �nd m olecularcloudsratherthan the clum pswithin them . In particular,we set
the m inim um separation between localm axim a asD m ax = 15 pc and the velocity separation to be �V m ax = 2 km
s�1 . W e also �x a contrastintervalin antenna tem perature of�T m ax = 1 K rather than the data-driven value of
2�R M S.Finally,we m ustaccountforthe presence ofbrightm oleculargassubstructure within m olecularclouds.For
exam ple,O rion A has a few distinct regions separated by > 15 pc with antenna tem peratures in excess of15 K
(W ilson etal.2005). These are associated with hotm oleculargasaround young starslike the Trapezium cluster. In
general,the typicalkinetic tem perature ofgasin G M Csis� 10 K so brightnesstem peraturesin excessof10 K are
usually associated with structure within m olecularcloudsnotchangesfrom cloud to cloud. Hence,to catalog clouds
and notsubstructure,wem ustreducetheinuenceofthehigh Tb data with theparam eterTclip.W euseTclip = 2:5 K
to m aintain the fullsensitivity for the gas separating G M Cs (which typically has TA . 5 K in the Solom on etal.
(1987)data)while reducing the inuence ofbrightergasassociated with a singleG M C.Using Tclip = 2:5 K haslittle
inuence on extragalactic data where beam deconvolution typically averagesoutthe presence ofbrightsubstructure
within the clouds.
W esum m arizeourchoicesofparam etersin TableA2when theparam etersarem otivated bythedata(Data-Based)or

by physicalassum ptionsaboutthestructuresbeing extracted (G M C PhysicalPriors).Theresolution orthesensitivity
ofadata setm ay besu�ciently poorthatthephysicalparam etersareunattainablein thedata set(e.g.� beam > 15pc,
2�rm s > 1 K ).In thiscase,thedecom position m ustberegarded with caution asitm ay notbedirectly com parableto
otherdata sets.The adopted valuesare appropriatefordecom posing data setsof12CO em ission.The valuesofTclip
and �T m ax would be di�erentforothertracers.

Com parison with Existing Algorithm s

To dem onstrate that the proposed algorithm is actually an im provem ent on existing m ethods, we analyze trial
data setswith known propertiesusing thisalgorithm and com paretheresultsto thosefrom theG AUSSCLUM PS and
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Fig. A 9.| The m ean num ber ofclouds with Tpeak=�R M S > 5 recovered by three di�erent decom position algorithm s on trialdata.

(left)The three algorithm sapplied to a blend oftwo G aussian clouds.The resultsofusing algorithm from the presentstudy are m inim ally

a�ected by the presence ofnoise.(right)Thethree algorithm sapplied to a circulartop-hatcloud showing the e�ectsofnon-G aussian shape

on the results ofthe algorithm s.The current algorithm isthe bestforgrouping together large structures with non-G aussian shapes.

CLUM PFIND algorithm stothetrialdata.W eusetheCLFIND algorithm im plem ented in M IRIAD (Saultetal.1995)
and ourown IDL im plem entation ofthe K ram eretal.(1998)G AUSSCLUM PS algorithm ,which we have com pared
to the standard algorithm operating on a realdata setwith satisfactory results.
W e�rstexam inehow adeptthethreealgorithm sareatdecom posing a pairofblended clouds.W econstructa series

ofdata cubeswith two unresolved m odelcloudsseparated in position by a variable distance.The m odelcloudseach
have a peak signal-to-noise ratio of10 with a G aussian line pro�le. Foreach value ofthe separation,we decom pose
100 data cubes with di�erent realizations ofthe noise using the three algorithm s,using data based choices for the
algorithm param eters. Figure A9 (left)showsthe m ean num berofcloudsrecovered by each algorithm asa function
ofthe separation (we count clouds with peak signal-to-noise larger than 5 as \recovered"). As the trialclouds are
m oved farther apart,the typicalnum ber ofclouds detected by each algorithm increases by 1. However,only the
algorithm presented hereconsistently recoversa singlecloud atlow separations.G AUSSCLUM PS and CLUM PFIND
produce false cloudsfrom the noise. The jum p in the num berofcloudsdetected by the G AUSSCLUM PS algorithm
occurswherethe separation equalsthe resolution,whereasboth the currentalgorithm and CLUM PFIND areableto
distinguish thecloudsonly iftheirseparation isover1.5 tim estheresolution.G AUSSCLUM PS appearsto beableto
distinguish tightblendsofcloudsbutisthe m ostsusceptibleto noise.
As a second test ofthe algorithm s,we com pared the num ber ofclouds that the algorithm s recoverfrom a single

cloud with a circular top-hat brightness pro�le (TA = const.forr < R 0; 0 otherwise) and peak signal-to-noise of
10. The size ofthe cloud isvaried with respectto the resolution ofthe data setand 100 data setsforeach value of
R 0 are decom posed by each algorithm . The non-G aussian brightnesspro�le confounds allofthe algorithm sbut to
varying degrees. CLUM PFIND detectsan increasing num berofspuriouscloudsasthe cloud grows,suggesting that
the num beroffalse cloudsgrowswith the volum e studied. Despite the non-G aussian pro�le,G AUSSCLUM PS does
surprisingly wellwith largesources.Thecurrentalgorithm ,however,doesthe bestjob ofdetecting a singlesourcein
the presence ofnoise. Foranalyzing data with a relatively low signal-to-noise,we �nd the decom position algorithm
presented in thisAppendix should be favored foridentifying clouds.

Applying the Algorithm to the Orion-M onoceros Region

TheO rion M olecularCloud isam ong thebeststudied ofallG M Cs,so itisan good placeto com parethe resultsof
ourm ethodsto thoseofpreviouswork.Forthiscom parison,weusethedata and resultsoftherecent,uniform survey
oftheentireO rion-M onocerosregion by W ilson etal.(2005).W eanalyzetheir�naldatasetusing them ethodsin this
paper(with physicalpriorsforthedecom position algorithm param eters)and sum m arizetheresultsin FigureA10,an
integrated intensity m ap oftheregion.Thedecom position resultsin 81 m olecularclouds,m ostofwhich areassociated
with the G alacticplaneatthe top ofthe Figure.
The resultsofthe algorithm sdecom position ofthe region aregood:m ajorm olecularcloudsareidenti�ed assingle

entitiesin the decom position. The algorithm succeedswhere othercloud identi�cation schem eswould face di�culty.
Nearly allof the em ission in the data is connected above a single isosurface so that sim ple contouring m ethods
would identify the entire O rion-M onocerosregion as a single m olecular cloud,though m ore com plicated algorithm s
(Scovilleetal.1987)m ay succeed.CLUM PFIND and G AUSSCLUM PS would isolateindividualpeaksand decom pose
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Fig. A 10.| M asked,integrated-intensity m ap ofthe O rion-M onoceros region with a logarithm ic stretch. The ellipses plotted over the

data indicate the positions,sizesand orientations ofm olecularcloudsidenti�ed by ourdecom position algorithm .In general,the algorithm

does a good job ofidentifying known m olecularclouds as single entities. N otable m olecularfeatures are labeled.

TA BLE A 3
Properties of M ajor M olecular C louds in O rion-M onoceros

N am e D istance a M hum an
a M algorithm R e �v �

(pc) (104M � ) (104M � ) (pc) (km s� 1)

O rion A 480 12. 11:� 0:06 18:6� 0:2 2:9� 0:1 1:6� 0:1

O rion B 500 9.1 5:6� 0:08 12:1� 0:3 1:5� 0:1 0:6� 0:1

O rion East 120 0.013 0:013� 0:001 1:2� 0:1 � � � � � �

M on R 2 800 12. 11:� 0:5 25:9� 1:2 1:6� 0:1 0:7� 0:1

Crossbones 470 1.9 0:57� 0:02 11:0� 0:6 0:8� 0:1 1:5� 0:3

N orthern Filam ent 390 1.9 1:2� 0:07 8:6� 0:7 1:7� 0:1 2:6� 0:5

aA dapted from Table 2 ofW ilson et al.(2005).

clouds into their substructure | as was intended by their design (CLUM PFIND identi�es 617 clum ps in the sam e
data).
The propertiesofthe cloudsagree wellwith the valuespublished fora hum an decom position ofthe em ission.The

results ofthe analysis are given in Table A3. For com parison,we adopt the distances ofW ilson etal.(2005). W e
com pare the resultsofthe algorithm to their results,after scaling their m assup by 10% to accountfora di�erence
in the adopted CO -to-H 2 conversion factors. In severalcases the m asses agree quite well(to within 5% ,O rion A,
M on R2,Scissors),whileotherfeaturesshow � 30% di�erences.Thesesystem aticdiscrepanciesarisefrom di�erences
in how em ission is assigned into structures. For exam ple,the algorithm only identi�es the centralregion ofO rion
B as a m olecular cloud;it does not include em ission near the location ofO rion East that is nom inally part ofthe
O rion B cloud becausethe assignm entofthisem ission iscontested with neighboring clouds.Sim ilarly,the algorithm
characterizes the Northern Filam ent region as �ve distinct clouds rather than the single large cloud that a hum an
decom position produced. Despite these di�erences,the results ofthe algorithm are reassuring { in m ost cases,the
well-known m olecularcloudsareidenti�ed assinglecloudsand thereisgood agreem entbetween theirderived physical
propertiesand the resultsofpreviousstudies.



Bias-freeG M C Properties 19

Fig. A 11.| TheO rion-M onocerosR egion convolved to thetypicalsignal-to-noise(S=N )and spatialresolution (beam size)ofextragalactic

observations.The integrated intensity m ap ofthe cloud isdrawn asa contourplotwith the positionsand sizesofcloudsthatthe algorithm

identi�es drawn as gray ellipses. Contours on the integrated intensity m ap are drawn at -0.1 (dashed),0 (bold),0.1,0.2,... 1.0 tim es the

peak value in the m ap. The sizesofthe cloudsare notdeconvolved from the beam ,so coarserspatialresolution resultsin objects thatare

apparently larger.Except in the m arginally resolved,low S=N case,the algorithm successfully identi�es O rion A and B.M on R 2 and the

N orthern Filam entappear in m aps with higherresolution and signal-to-noise.

Decom posing Orion-like Clouds in OtherGalaxies

Asa �naltestofthedecom position and analysisalgorithm ,weapply thealgorithm to sim ulated observationsofthe
O rion-M onocerosregion with beam sizes and signal-to-noise values typicalofextragalactic G M C observations. W e
sim ulate observationsby convolving the data setto the desired resolution and adding a convolved data cube ofnoise
which isscaled up to givethedesired peak signal-to-noiseratio in thedata.W eperform thisfora peak signal-to-noise
(S=N ) values of10 and 30 com bined with beam sizes of10,20 and 50 pc. The results ofthe decom positions are
displayed in FigureA11.
Atcoarseresolution and low sensitivity,the faintercloudsareundetectable.However,the algorithm identi�eseach

ofO rion A,O rion B,M on R2 and the Northern Filam ent in at least one ofthe trialdata sets. At high resolution
(10 pc)and peak signal-to-noise(S=N = 30),the algorithm successfully identi�esthe cloudswith propertiesthatare
consistent,within the uncertainties determ ined by the algorithm ,with the m asses ofthe clouds in Table A3. The
system atic e�ectsofpoorresolution m anifestthem selvesforbeam sizes& 20 pc where the decom position ofblended
em ission resultsin � 20% variationsin the propertiesofthe cloudsrelativeto thosefound in theoriginaldata setfor
both high and low S=N . Fora beam size of20 pc,the cloudsare notresolved since thisisovertwice the size ofthe
cloudsalong theirm inoraxes. Finally,at50 pc resolution,M on R2 is notfound by the algorithm and high S=N is
required to distinguish O rion A and O rion B.Thereisa variation of100% (0.3 dex)in thederived physicalparam eters
fortheclouds;thisvariation isreected in theestim atesoftheuncertainties.Asexpected based on the20pcresolution
data,thecloudsarenotspatially resolved fora beam sizeof50 pc.An accuratedecom position ofem ission into typical
G alacticG M Csrequiresa beam size� 20 pc though only a m odestsensitivity isrequired:S=N & 10.


