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ABSTRACT

Context. The majority of stars form in clusters. Therefore a compnshe view of star formation requires understanding thgaihi
conditions for cluster formation.

Aims. The goal of our study is to shed light on the physical propertf infrared dark clouds (IRDCs) and the role they play in
the formation of stellar clusters. This article, the firstaeries dedicated to the study of IRDCs, describes tecksideveloped to
establish a complete catalogue of Spitzer IRDCs in the Gralax

Methods. We have analysed Spitzer GLIMPSE and MIPSGAL data to idgatifomplete sample of IRDCs in the region of Galactic
longitude and latitude T0< || < 65° and|b| < 1°. From the &m observations we have constructed opacity maps and usedya ne
developed extraction algorithm to identify structures\aba column density of B, 2 1x 10°2 cm-2. The 24:m data are then used to
characterize the star formation activity of each extractedd.

Results. A total of 11303 clouds have been extracted. A comparisoh thi¢ existing MSX based catalogue of IRDCs shows that
80% of these Spitzer dark clouds were previously unknowre dlgorithm also extracts 20000 to 50000 fragments within these
clouds, depending on detection threshold used. A first lottkeaMIPSGAL data indicates that between 20% and 68% of thtI3€s
show 24:m point-like association.This new database provides awitapt resource for future studies aiming to understandhitiel
conditions of star formation in the Galaxy.
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1. Introduction portant tools for this purpose. Indeed, the large infrared s

. . veys these satellites carried out identified infrared damlics
The majority of stars form in groups from few tens to few hu'}Ures seen in absorption from 7 to 26 against the back-
dreds of objects (e.g. Lada & Lada 2003). So, understand@g)uﬁd emission| (Perault et al. 1996; Hennebelle et al. 2001
cluster formation is key to understanding the formationtafs Eqan et all 1998 Simon et/dl 2006aj Millimeter molecular
Clusters form from the gas located in the densest parts &enol|; oo (e g. Ca;e\} ot al. 1998'.Tevssier 'et al 2002 Pillailet
ular clouds, Within. structures called clumps (Blitz 199B)ese 12006) aind dust continuum !obs'ervations (e.-a. Tévssier etal.
clumps fragment into an asser.”b'}’ of protostell,ar cores |Wh'%OOIZ; Rathborne et al. 2006) have clearly demonstrated that
collapse to produce stars, forming ‘protoclusters’. Bymiétn, = ,osq infrared dark clouds are dense, cold structuresj-poss
protoclus_ters are active star forming regions, ‘.N'th Je‘!SWﬁ bly being the progenitors of protoclusters (Simon et al.&)0
and heating sources (e:g. Bally etlal. 2006) which rapiciytst Rathborne et al! (2006) even suggested that the dust cantinu
to shape their surroundings. From the study of these piBecl..,osr ohserved in these IRDCs are the direct progenitbrs o
ters, it is therefore diiicult to back track to the initial conditions - <<ive stars. However, the wide range of mass and sizesaf the
of their formation. On the other hand, clumps which are on ﬂTﬁDCs clearly suggests that they cannot all be evolvinggithe

verge of forming protostars, but which have not formed arty ye, 1o evolutionary path and they must lead to the formatian of
are structures unpolluted by star formation activity andstill large range of dferent stellar contents

reflect the initial conditions of the formation of protoders.
Looking for, and studying such ‘pre-protoclusters’ is dali€or
our understanding of star formation processes.

Only a tiny percentage of the material in any molecul
cloud forms stars. These star-forming regions are tracedby

ious signposts of star formation activity such as the pmaeserfe'g' Peretto et al. 2006; Teixeira et al. 2006). The resofits

of strong infrared sources, outflows, jets, methanol ancemwa he?e stgd;es set |rtngortant con?trtqlnts fotﬂ rr]]odelst_of Zté‘rtfo
masers and compact Hll regions. The problem with identif){ma lon, but may not be representative ot the formation aksta

ing pre-protoclusters is that by definition these signpasgsnot hroughout the Galaxy. The only way to define such a represen-

yet present. Other means are thus necessary to find such tgfjve view is through studies of large unbiased samplesef t

jects. The two infrared satellites ISO and MSX have been irﬂ[ecursprs of stellar clus-ters. ]
In this paper we identify and characterise the IRDCs detecte

Send offprint requests to: using the Spitzer GLIMPSE and MIPSGAL archive data. The

So far, the study of the earliest stages of the forma-
tion of protoclusters have mostly focussed on the closest ob
jects such ag-Oph(e.g. Motte et al. 1998; André et al. 2007),

erseus | (Hatchell etlal. 20056; Enoch etlal. 2006), NGC2264
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Fig. 1. These images show the GLIMPSE SpitzenBemission of 3 random IRDCs from our sample. These illustitad diversity
in shape and size of IRDCs.

high angular resolution of the Spitzer data provides a tbetai provide a unique opportunity to shed light on the role of IRDC
probe of the structure of these sources while the high sensitduring the earliest stages of star formation. Despite alsmal
ity of IRAC and MIPS allows us to detect previously unseeooverage of the Galactic plane by Spitzer, an initial corisar
deeply embedded protostgrtoclusters. Section 2 of this pa-of the MSX IRDC catalogues with the Spitzer observationsind
per presents the Spitzer archive data used for this studtioBe cated that the Spitzer data contained IRDCs undetected by MS
3 will discuss the construction of#én opacity maps for IRDCs, in the same region of the Galaxy. Therefore an unbiasedisearc
while Section 4 will focus on the conversion fronar@ opac- of the Spitzer GLIMPSE data has been undertaken to identify
ity to H, column density. The extraction of structures withinRDCs.

these maps will be discussed in Section 5. A comparison with Many IRDCs can been seen in silhouette up to at leagh24
the MSX catalogue of IRDCs is in Section 6 while Section groviding a wide wavelength range over which they can be-stud
summarizes our initial study. The nature of these dark doufgd in absorption. However several factofeat the choice of
and their star formation actively are d!scussed in moreildeta the optimal wavelength at which to identify and study thereve
subsequent papers (Peretto & Fuller, in preparation). all cloud properties. These include the strength and umiityr
of the background emission and the number of foreground and
; . Cani background stars and in principle, the wavelength deperedein

2. A Iar.ge survey of infrared dark clouds: Spitzer the dust extinction law, although recent work suggestsftoat

archive data 4.5 to §m, the three last bands observed by SpitB4C, the
IRDCs are seen in silhouette against the infrared backg*‘o tinction is a relatively flat function of Wavelengfh (Lwgral.

emission (see Figld1l) and as a sample are likely to ¢ ;LIndebetouw et al. 2005; Roman-Zafiga et al. 200k
tain protoclusters and pre-protoclusters. Even when lacgée angular resolution of the observations is highest at thetssio
(sub)millimetre surveys of the Galactic plane become avaWavelengths, butin these bands a very high density of stale-i
able and these objects can be detected through their dust efigicted and high degree of structure in the relatively wealk-ba
sion, IRDCs and studies of the absorption towards thes@ssurground emission makes analysis of the images at these wave-
will remain important. Not only can the IRDCs be studied dengths complex. Overall, inspection of the Spitzer datash
high angular resolution at infrared wavelengths, but untike that the strength and relative smoothness of the background
(sub)millimetre emission, their column density can be meag emission together with the relatively low density of starake
from the absorption independent of the dust temperature. the IRAC 8um ban_d the most suitable for this initial StUdy ofa
The first large survey of IRDCs was undertaken blarge sample of objects.
Simon et al. [(2006a) using the mid-infrared data of the MSX The GLIMPSE and MIPSGAL data have been reduced and
satellite. In total, Simon et al. detected more than 100@D3IR, calibrated automatically to produce the so called posieBas
with sizes larger than (392 and flux density more than 2 M@ Calibrated Data (post BCD). The typical flux uncertainty for
(> 2 times the rms noise of the MSX images) below the migoint-like sources is- 2% at &m I5) while
infrared radiation field. Within these IRDCs they extraateae the position uncertainty is less than O(BRAC manual V8.0:
than 12000 IRDC “cores!. Simon etlal. (2006b) performed a fohttpy//ssc.spitzer.caltech.elocumenttsSOM)). However, be-
low up of a sub-sample of few hundreds sources for which theguse we are not looking at point-like sources but extended
were able to determine distances. They found that these fRDd@bjects, a calibration factor has to be applied on the PBCD
are very similar to CO molecular clumps (€.g. Blitz 1093).  8um images|(Reach etlal. 2005). This calibration factor, CF, is
In the GLIMPSE and MIPSGAL surveys the Spitzer satellita function of the aperture radius,Ror the source under in-
has resurveyed a large fraction of the Galactic plane aarieft vestigation|(http/ssc.spitzer.caltech.efl@ac/calib/extcal). The
wavelengths (10< |l] < 65°,0 < |b| < 1°). These data have bothrelation between CF and,Rn arcseconds, atun is CF =
better angular resolution (2 vs 20" at &m ) and sensitivity 1.37xexp(-R%33)+0.74. Because the typical size of the structure
(0.3 MJysr vs 1.2 MJysr at &m ) than the MSX data, as well we analyse is about one arcminute, in the analysis whicavial!
as wider wavelength coverage.The IRAC (3.6, 4.5, 5.8n§ we applied a calibration factor of 0.8 to the PBCn8images.
GLIMPSE and MIPS (24, 70, 160m) MIPSGAL observations A different calibration factor would not change the opacities of
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Fig. 2. Schematic view a typical IRDC flux density profile. TheFig. 3. Calculated opacity profiles of the IRDC plotted in Eig.2
variable meanings used in the rest of the text are illusddrate corresponding to 3 flierent assumptions on the foreground in-
this figure. In this figurelse has been set to a particular valuetensity. The solid line showgye = 17 (i-€ liore = 0.25% I min), the
e.g., 38 MJysr, but in practice, it can be anywhere betwégn dotted linelre = 0.7 X I min and the dashed linkyre = 0.9 X I min
and|min. .

the IRDCs we calculated, but would implyftérent related in- Of course it is also possible that at least some the IRDCs are
tensities (Tablgl1). saturated and their intensity profiles become flattenedudt s
cases, it becomes impossible to recover the central steuofu
T the clouds through the extinction maps. Moreover, sucteftatt

3. Opacity distribution of IRDCs ing could lead to an incorrect interpretation of the final @pa

3.1. Principle profiles of IRDCs.

Infrared dark clouds are structures seen in absorptiomagthie o
background emission. The strength of the absorption istijre 3.2. Constraining lfore
related to the opacity along the line of sight. Following tiota-
tion of[Bacmann et all (2000), the relation between the dpac
7, and the intensity at wavelength.gtemerging from the cloud
1,1, is given by

Comparison of the infrared extinction and millimeter emis-
Sion can be used to constrain the infrared foreground emis-
sion towards an IRDC by requiring that both techniques give
the same column density towards the source. For this purpose
(1) Wwe have used the 38 IRDC 1.2mm dust continuum images
Rathborne et all (2006) obtained with the IRAM 30m telescope
where lpg g,m is the intensity of the background emission at 11’angular resolution. The 1.2mm emission can be translated

8um, andlyore_g.m is the foreground emission. In the followinginto an §:m opacity,rem, using the equation
for simplicity we drop the 8m label on the variable names, ex-

cept on the opacity. If we know the foreground and background ~ SpeakX R« 3
intensities we can invert EQ](1) and infer the spatial thation "™~ B (T Y% Qz0m ®)
of the opacity within an infrared dark cloud, '

lgum = lbg-gum X €XPETeum) + lore-gum

- where $eaxis the 1.2mm dust continuum emission peak of the
Tgum = — |n(__f°fe) (2) sourceR is the specific dust opacity ratio betweenn8 and
Ibg 1.2mm,B1,(Ty) is the Planck function at 1.2mm for the dust
liore and Iyg are related to each other By = Ig + liore temperaturely, and Qzom, is the solid angle at 1.2mm of the

wherelyr is the observed mid-infrared radiation field and calBAM 30m telescope beam. The value g is not well con-

, . ; : trained: diferent models of dusts provideidirent values oR,.
be estimated directly from the:& images (see Fi@l 2). A lower > . " . ;
limit on lrre is given by the intensity of the zodiacal ligh, Given the chemical composition of the emittingsorbing dust

. 1ore : P he value ofR, can be as large as 2000 for interstellar dust in
in the direction of the cloud, while an upper limit is given b)}. - .
the minimum intensity within the cloudsn. However, with the diffuse clouds (e.g. Draine 2003), decreasing to 750 for dense

L A . ; clouds (e.d. Ossenkopf & Henning 1994; Johnstonelet al.)2003
ﬁxur]lgtr'zngi(\jggc?gbya itis impossible to find the exact vatie Given the dense and cold nature of IRDCs, we adopted the value
ore .

The determination offiye is crucial to infer the spatial opac- Rc =750, and a dust temperature of 15 K, which gives
ity distribution of a given IRDC. To illustrate this pointexcom- ;- — 0.02x Speak 4)
puted the opacity of the cloud profile shown in Hi§j. 2 for three
different values ofsye (Fig.[3). On this figure we see that, withwith Speaxin mJybeam. After smoothing the Spitzeui® im-
increasingsore, the opacity increases significantly everywhere iages of the 38 IRDCs observedlby Rathborne let al. (2006) to the
the cloud, and even more sharply at the peak. These opacity vaame resolution as the the IRAM 30m 1.2mm images, we have
ations are even more drastic for shallower clouds. It issfoge constructed their @n opacity maps assumingye = I, (i.e.
important to constrair,e When calculating the opacity distri- the lower limit on the foreground emission). A direct compar
bution of an IRDC. son between these opacity maps and the ones calculatedfeom t



4 N. Peretto and G. A. Fuller: The initial conditions of séelprotocluster formation

T e e 100 ————————————————
— R, = 750 1 I
S gl T=15K x J [
:; |fore:|zl 4 80 __ ]
'g i ¢ ] /g |fore:O‘54X|M|R
oy ¥ ] 60 - A .
; g 0=0.08 2
S 6r <Tem/Taps> = 2.9 S & A
02 o= 1.1 _ ;ig4o r AL A 4
.E s <Tem/70bs> =72 A r A
© c =238 _ i NS
2 20 - oo ]
5 4t e
[} //
5 A L7 ]
_.1: // O 1 1

7 1 0 50 100 150
A ] e (Mdy/s0)
» P . . .
E ’ Fig. 5. Plot of the &m foreground intensity calculated for 57 po-
“E’ . sitions (see text) of the Rathborne et al. (2006) sampleric-fu
£ i tion of the &m mid-infrared radiation field estimated around
N e -7 ) them. The best linear fit is shown as a red solid line.
| S T A I SR S S
1 1.5 2 . .
Bum opacity from extinction (7ge) of Imir. We did such a calculation for every starless core and

_ _ ) ) plotted the results in Fifll 5ylr being measured at the position
Fig.4. Plot of the &m opacity estimated from theuéh Spitzer of the core on the large scale emission map (Sec. 3.3). Agtron

maps {apd and from the 1.2mm dust continuum emissiogd.  correlation is seen betweegd vs luir. The best linear fit to this
The starless sources are marked with open triangles whiteth correlation is given by

associated with 24m point-like emission are marked with red

open star symbolsaps has been calculated assuminge = Iz |6 = 0.54 % lyr (5)
The solid line marks the relationshigns = Tem, While the two
dashed lines indicatagps = 0.5 X Tem aNdTaps = 2 X Tem with a standard deviation of 0.08, minimum and maximum val-

ues of 0.4 and 0.75, respectively. This relationship alloa/$o
compute an average foreground emission just by estimaitimg t

1.2mm dust continuum images becomes then possible. Howeig-infrared radiation for any IRDCs. Figure 6 shows, versus
the observations of then absorption and 1.2mm emission ard@abs calculated using EqLI5), but only for the starless cores thi
not equally sensitive to all of the dust along the line of sightime. Here< 7em/7aps>= 1.1 with a dispersion of only 0.5.
Regions of low column density are more easily detected in ab- The relation in Eq.[(5) gives us the maximum opacity (and
sorption than in emission. For this reason, we selectedaesyr €quivalent column density) we can probe before reaching sat
corresponding peaks in both type of images, ending up with &#tion. Indeed, the rms noise level of then8 images ¢noise ~
“cores” (emission peaks and absorption minima) which ha@3 MJy/sr) defines the minimum flux we can detect above the
been used for the comparison. Amongst these cores 11 sHew@ground emission. Below this value, the dust in the clisud
24um point-like emission. Figurid 4 shows the resulting compdpasically absorbing all the background emission and weaann
ison for these 57 cores, the “starless” ones (those witheag-a recover the true peak column density. This saturation ¢paci
ciated 24m emission) are marked with open triangles whil@sas IS given byrsat = — IN(onoise/ Ing), With lhg = 0.46 X Iyir.
the “protostellar” ones are marked with red stars. Also show he saturation opacity is calculated for every IRDC and ive
are the three linestaps = 7em (solid lin€), aps = 2 X Tem, and  in Table[1. We also note that we halge ~ lng as also ob-
Tabs = 0.5 X Tem (dashed lines). In the figure there is a cleagerved by Johnstone et al. (2003) and this suggests thatahost
separation between the starless sources and those olgeots 4he foreground emission originates from the same placees th
ciated with a 24m point-like source. For the sources associatdtckground emission and is local to the IRDC, and therefwe t
with 24um point-like emission, the values of,, are on aver- foreground emission is independent of distance to the IRDC.
age higher than for the starless sources. Adygraps ratio is on
average~ 2.9 for the starless sources with a dispersion of 1.
while it is ~ 7.2 for the sources with stars with a dispersion o
3.8. This reflects that the latter group of sources have géion To construct opacity maps of IRDCs all over the Galactic plan
1.2mm emission (a factor of 2.5 ), which translates to higherwe mosaiced the GLIMPSEu#& and MIPSGAL 24m images
opacities for the same assumed dust temperature. Thidycleat blocks of T in longitude by 2 in latitude using the Montage
shows these sources are in fact either warmer with averagie dioftware |(httg/montage.ipac.caltech.edluTo allow the iden-
temperature greater than 15 K, or else haedint dust proper- tification of IRDCs which cross the edges of these blocks and
ties. On the other hand for the starless objects, the aveatige to allow the extraction of regions large enough for our asialy
< Tem/Tabs >= 2.9 is closer, but still rather far from, unity. Thisaround clouds near the edges of these blocks, each convsecuti
suggests that the value ke is underestimated and the assummslock overlaps adjacent blocks by 0.5n principle this means
tion lgore = | is incorrect. our extraction could miss IRDCs larger than abo®f On size.
Assuming that for starless cores the trpeBopacity is given However the largest cloud identified by Simon et al. (2006a) i
by em, we can invert Eq[{2) to estimate the valuegflin terms 27 long.

' 3. Construction of the opacity maps
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i Having calculatedyr we are able to compute botfg4 and
£ 4 (R =750 @/t '/,'r T A lngimages (Section 3.2). Then using Hd. (2) we can construct the
= L s~ em/ Tabs i 8um opacity image, but before doing so, we smoothed e 8
2 T =15K , oum opacity iImage, but ber g so, C
g | d / c =05 . images with a 4 Gaussian in order to suppress high frequency
S I liore=0.54Xlyr /,A 1 noise.
% L A / _ A series of artifacts, and spurious clouds may arise from our
‘2 ) A . method. The first one comes from potentially interpreting ev
€ A 1 ery decrease in theud emission on spatial scale smaller than
o 5L A AL i ~ 5 as belng a potential cloud. Th|_§§-ct is espeually impor-
5 SN A JPrags tant at high Iatltl_Jdes where the m|d-|r_1frared_ rad|a_t|onc_{flesl
2 A )/ 20 A e . low. In these regions a small decrease in the intensity wilib
£ . ad LA & N Ste ] terpreted as a stronger increase in the opacity than for itasim
c L X i i intensity dropina hlg_h m|d-|nfrar_ed r_adlatlon field enviroent.
@ K A - i Identifying such spurious clouds isficult, and only follow-ups
E / I 1 in other tracers in emission will give a definitive answer ba t
© S ] nature of these sources. However, we have attempted to min-
g 0 A T imise such objects by selecting a relatively high opacitiede
N 1 2 3 4 tion threshold.

8um opacity from extinction (Tgys) Another artifact can arise in regions with strong intensity

: . .. gradients in the initial Bm block where the smoothing may arti-
Fig.6. Same as Fid.]4 but only for starless sources and withggy ., o roduce features identified as clouds, although rizalds
8um opacity calculated withirore = 0.54 X Imin. The solid line 5,5 avictin these environmerits (Deharveng &t al. 2009)eTo
marks the relationshipaps = 7em, While the two dashed lines identify possible spurious objects in regions of largengin-
indicateraps = 0.5 X 7em @Nd7abs = 2 X Tem. tensity variations, our catalogue (Tabl Iists 5lyr, the nor-
malised maximum variation dfyyr within the IRDC and de-
fined asslur = (IfR = IMR)/IviR- Our experience suggests

. MIR MIR* ) -
The sensitivity of the Spitzer images is such that signiffat clouds withslwir > 0.5 have to be treated with caution.
cant numbers of stars and galaxies appear in them, evemat 8 hese clouds represent 14% of the total number of IRDCs in-
These need to be removed in order to produce clean mid-@tra

luded in our sample. Overall, after a visual inspectionvefre
images and opacity maps of the clouds. This has been d

ﬁ C and the removal of obviously spurious IRDCs, we believe
in two steps. First identifying the central position of stan that more than 90% of the catalogued objects are true IRDCs.

the field using the IDL FIND task from the Astronomy library. ~ The tools to automatically construct the maps were mainly
Second, the values in the pixels containing the star wetaceg  constructed using IDL packages.

with values calculated from an average gradient plane fit¢o t

values of the pixels surrounding the star we want to remove.

While this allowed the recovery of some part of the structu
of a cloud, it can also produce artifacts.

Once the gm stars were removed, we calculated the midrhe images resulting from the analysis described aboveg®ov
infrared radiation fieldmir by smoothing each:8n block by a the spatial @m opacity distribution towards IRDCs. However
normalised Gaussian of FWHA08T. This size is a compro- a more useful quantity is the Hcolumn density distribution
mise between several parameters: the typical size of an |RDS these clouds. To converjuf opacities to K column den-
the typical spatial scale of theuB emission of the Galactic sities requires a knowledge of the properties of the absgrbi
plane and the computation time. Visual inspection of Spitre  dust. Depending on the line of sight and on the structures ob-
ages suggests that most of the clouds are filamentary with a sérved e.g. diuse material or dense material, the dust chemi-
nor axis which is not larger than a few arcminutes. The smooital composition and thus, the dust properties, afiesint. In
ing we have used is well matched to such clouds and our methighse clouds like IRDCs, it is believed that dust grains are
will recover their exact structure. For clouds which aregéar larger than in the diuse interstellar medium due to coagula-
than the smoothing length, but which are centrally condéns¢ion and presence of icy mantles on the grains. This is sup-
we will detect them but somewhat underestimate their opaciported by 1SO |[(Lutz et al._1996), and more recently Spitzer
On the other hand shallow large clouds will be missed (Seé&io (Indebetouw et al. 2005%; Roman-Zuiiga etlal. 2007), olzse
and 6). Using a larger smoothing length would allow us todsetttions which have shown that towards dense clouds, the dixtinc
detect these large clouds, but at the cost of additionalgssing cannot be fitted by a single power-law from the near-IR up ¢o th
time and more significantly, the introduction of spuriouifiar mid-IR (Draine & Le& 1984). The recent work has shown that in
cial clouds, especially where the background emission Ekwe dense clouds the extinction decreases from the near idftare
In any case, distinguishing between a feature due to a smosttbum and then reaches a plateau up to the silicate absorption
lack of background emission or the presence of a large and lband around @m. This behavior can be reproduced with dust
column density cloud requires observations of tracersditimsh models havingR, =~ 5 (Weingartner & Draire 2001), implying
to the inferred mid-infrared extinction. We preferred tmeolve larger dust grains (compared to the commonly used VJue3
the images with a Gaussian rather than using a median filterfam diffuse interstellar medium).
order to better recover potential clouds adjacent to stiumg
emitting structures.

¥ From 8 um opacities to column densities

2 The full catalogue, including images of all the clouds
are available online at: http://www.irdarkclouds.org or
1 this size corresponds to (pixel sizef http://www.manchester.ac.uk/j odrellbank/sdd
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Fig.7. 8um opacity maps for the 3 IRDCs showed in Hif. 1. The contours@mu 0.4 to 0.8 in steps of 0.2 for the figures on the
right and left, while for the middle figure the contours gonfr0.4 to to 1.9 in steps of 0.3.

For the IRDCs we therefore adopt a value &f,m/A, = 8um peak opacityra, the &m opacity averaged over the cloud,
0.045 (Indebetouw et al. 2005; Roman-Zuhiga et al. 2008). T, the saturation opacity as described in Section 3.2, the num-
convert to the molecular hydrogen column dendiky, we adopt ber of fragments within the IRDC (Sdc. 5.2), whether ther is

1 24um star in the fieldRDC or not (Sed.5]3), andsi the 24m
Ay = 107" X N, (6) stellar density around the IRDC in number of stars per aratein

from [Bohlin et al. (1978), although the more recent work byavared.

Draine (20083), based on the observations_of Rachford et al.

(2002), suggests a 50% larger column density per magnittidesoz. |RDC fragments

extinction. To account for this, and other uncertaintibs, ¢ol-

umn densities in this (and subsequent papers), have bean cabubstructures are seen in almost every IRDC map[(Fig. 73eSin

lated from the @m optical depth adopting the relation column density peaks likely pinpoint the sites of the forioraof
_ the next generation of stars, identifying these peaks isi@rin
Nh, = 7g,m x 3[+1] x 107cm (7)  identifying the initial conditions of star formation in IRTx. We

call these substructures identified within the IRDi€&gments.

We prefer this name, rather than for example, cores, as tiey h
been called in other papers (e.g. Rathbornelet all2006)eTime
Once the opacity maps have been constructed, we need toae has often been used to identify a substructure whichgor
tract the information on the structures lying within therar his  one star or a small group of stars and we do not at this stage
purpose, we have developed a new code, largely inspiredeby wish to imply any physical interpretation of these struetuin
CLUMPFIND source extraction code of Williams et al. (1994)IRDCs. Especially since we do not know the distance of thk bul
The operation of the code is described in Appefdix A. The maif the IRDCs, we cannot infer any physical parameters such as
differences compared to CLUMPFIND are how a source is déte sizes and masses of the fragmgRISCs.

fined and its properties determined. This new method does not To extract the IRDC fragments, we apply the same extraction
assume that every pixel belongs to a source, but we define tioele used to identify the IRDCs (Appendik A). We applied dif-
boundaries of an object by the local minimum between closdstent values ofpin order to get a comprehensive picture of
neighbours. Then to estimate the size of the source we eddcuthe fragmentation in these IRDCs. In total we identified ZDO0
the first and second order moments of the absorption distriia 50000 fragments depending @ge, (from 0.1 to 0.35). For
tion, and then we diagonalise the second order moment matach of these fragments we have measured their positiaes, si
(AppendixXA). peak and average opacity, and thein@dstar association. As an
indication of the degree of fragmentation Table 1 includes t
number of fragments extracted in each IRDC wigfa, = 0.35.

5.1. IRDCs The nature of these fragments is discussed in detail in teeet

In our maps, the IRDCs have been defined as connected stftiller (2009, in preparation).
tures lying above an opacityg,m, of 0.35 with a peak above
0.7 and a diameter greater thafi. rherefore, using Eq[(?)
these detection thresholds correspond ts 102 cm? an

2x 1072 cmi?, respectively. With these parameters, we have idelm order to check for star formation activity associatedwitie
tified 11303 IRDCs (see Fifgl 7). Talile 1 lists the first 30 IRDC$RDCs and fragments, we analysed the:2AMIPSGAL data,
giving their name, coordinatesyh in MJy/sr, lyr in MJy/sr, looking for point-like sources. For this purpose we usedihe
Slwir (see Sec. 3.3MX the major axis size in arcsecondsy FIND task of the IDL Astronomy Library. As an initial indica-
the minor axis size in arcsecondsthe position angle in degreestion of the the star formation activity of these IRDCs, we &av

( see Appendikx_A for an exact definition of these parameter#entified all the 2¢m stars lying within a box (described as
Req the equivalent radius which corresponds to the radius ofFéeld in Table[1 col. 16) of twice the calculated extent along the
disc having the same area as the IRDC in arcsecanggthe coordinate axes of each IRDC. Doing so, we find that 32% of the

5. Identification of sources

5.3. 24um point-like sources association
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IRDCs do not have any 24n point-like sources in such a bx <& b7
On the other hand, 20% of the IRDCs have a®4source lying T_’
within their boundaries (Tablé 1 col. 17). Therefore, theepat-  ©
age of active star forming IRDCs is likely to be between 20 an§ - .
68%. A more detailed analysis of the stellar content of IRDCS 4 |- -
will be presented in a following paper. 5
Concerning the fragments, between 1% and 6% have stags
lying within their boundaries, depending on the paramaisesl
to extract the fragments (Peretto & Fuller 2009, in prepanat
We have also calculated the 24 stellar surface density
around each IRDC extracted (Table 2 col. 18). This number prog
vides an idea of the crowding in the area around the IRDC.

(o]
1

corre
1

T
1

o

5.4. Uncertainties on the opacity estimates

The main source of uncertainty in the opacity maps arisems fr
the estimate of the foreground intensity,. As explained in
Section 3, we used the relatidg,e = 0.54 x Iyr to calculate
this quantity for every cloud. However, as can be seen irGra.
dispersion of~ 0.1 exists on this relation with a maximum vari-+
ation of £0.25. To assess the impact of such variations on the
calculated peak opacities of the clouds we have computed fgr 4
every cloud the ratiok, of the peak opacity inferred assuming

o
o

aturated ccfouds
o
fos)

ltore = Ct X Imir Where 025 < C; < 0.75 to the peak opacity .g 0.2

calculated with the fiducialire (Eq.[3;Cs = 0.54). Figure[8 9

shows the median value of this ratio as a functiorCef For =

each value ofCs we also calculated the dispersionKnacross 0

the entire sample of clouds. These dispersions were @1, 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
except for the cas€; = 0.75 where the dispersion K reached lore @S a fraction of lyg (Cy)

0.3. The range itk shown on Fig_B provides an estimate of the

peak opacity uncertainty related to the chpiegiation ofle.  Fig.8. (top): Correction factor to apply to peak opacities in or-
In most cases this uncertainty is less than a factor of 2, &t ader to correct for dferent foreground intensities than the one
be as large as 10 for extreme cases. On the same figure we @leaised in this studybottom): Fraction of saturated clouds as
plot the fraction of saturated clouds in function of the agdp a function of the assumption made on the foreground intensit
ltore- Naturally, the highet;qe, the higher the number of satu-

rated clouds, reaching 80% in the most extreme case, bug b
less than 10% fokire < 0.6lmir. In the case ofSs = 0.54,
the percentage of saturated cloud is 3%. This is consistigh
a visual inspection of the8n intensity profiles of a sample of
clouds which indicates that less than 10% of the objects show

I!attening in their inner regions, a signature of possiblersa g Comparison with the MSX IRDC catalogue

ion.

Another source of uncertainty is the variation of the foreSimon etal. |(2006a) undertook a systematic survey of IRDCs
ground intensity relative to the background emission. Siwe Using MSX data. Their survey covers a larger area of the @alac
have shown that on average the background emission is egudllgne than ours due to the smaller coverage of GLIMPSE sur-
the foreground emission (Séc.13.2), we assumed that tha-va¥ey. In total,[ Simon et al. (2006a) have extracted 6721 doud
tions of both quantities in front and behind a cloud have tiees  between 10 < |I| < 65 and-1° < b < 1°. For the same cov-
origin, and so, the same variations. However, this assemptierage we extracted 11303 Spitzer dark clouds, which is figugh
could be wrong. For instance one could be constant over the B4ice as many. However, the detection limits, peak and beund
tent of the cloud, more likely the foreground, with the othae  ary, in the two surveys are ftierent, the simple comparison of
containing all the variations observed in the mid-infraradia- the numbers of clouds provides only an incomplete compariso
tion field. The impact of suchfects on the opacity estimate isand so a more complete comparison has been performed.
similar to the one described above. Clouds with small vianiat As illustrated by FigLB, it appears that a minority of IRDCs

in their mid-infrared radiation fields are thus better comisied are common to both MSX and Spitzer catalogues. Actually onl
than the ones with highlyr. 20% of the Spitzer dark clouds appear in the MSX catalogue

have opacities which are likely to be underestimated, howpitzer dark cloud). Based on this comparison we define 3 cate
ever this &ect is minor compared with those mentioned abovgories of cloudsSpitzer only, which are clouds appearing only
Overall, considering all the factors which contribute te timcer- in our catalogueMSX only, which are clouds appearing only
tainty in opacity, we estimate the values derived from thiezep In Simon et al. catalogue; artmbth, which are clouds appearing
in both catalogues. Figuke110 shows an example of an IRDC in
% In Table[d columns 16 and 1y stands foryes and indicates the €ach of these categories.

presence of a star within the field (dadthe cloud), whilen indicates Of the Spitzer only clouds, 51% do not meet the size crite-
there are no such stars ria, Rgq > 20”7, imposed by Simon et al. (2006a) to identify the

ei . .

d?a\ta are uncertain by a factor of no more than two. This result
s consistent with the observations of a subset of cloudben t
1.2mm continuum emission from the dust (Fi. 6).
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Galactic latitude (degree) Fig. A.1. lllustration of our extraction method. This figure shows
Fig.11. Comparison of the latitude distribution of Spitzer ande opacity profile of a typical IRDC. The bottom dashed line
MSX dark clouds shows the opacity threshold beneath which structures are ig

nored. The dotted lines show theffdrent slices through the

o . cloud, every slice being separateddy, The upper dashed line
MSX IRDCs, explaining why they are notin the MSX catalogughows the opacity corresponding to the local minimuig,, be-
The remaining~ 30% of Spitzer only IRDCs are the result from tween the two local peaks shown on that plot. In such a cloud,
the diference in the method used to estimate the backgroug@lr method would extract one IRDC (colored area) and two-frag
Using a median filter of 30diameter, Simon et al. (2006a) un-ments (colored area dashed-dotted lines) within it.
derestimated the background almost everywhere in the inner
0 < |b] < 0.25 of the Galactic plane. As a consequence, the
inferred background reaches a similar value as the IRD®@,itsenaps for each of them, and characterizing their physicgigro
and therefore, an IRDC is not detected. This artifact carebe s ties. We also identify the substructures lying within theleeids,
when ploting the source fraction as a function of the Gatdati  extracting up to~ 50000 of these. Tabld 2 presents a summary
itude (Fig[11). We see a significantldrence between the dis-of the average and range of properties of both the clouds and
tributions of MSX and Spitzer IRDCs. The MSX IRDCs have #hese substructures (fragments). The full table of the gnags
rather flat distribution in a centraP Xegion whereas the Spitzerof the clouds and fragments plus images and opacity maps are
IRDC distribution has a clear central peak decreasing $harp available from an online datab8sén subsequent papers we will
both sides of it. We believe than thisfidirence arises from the exploit the tremendous quantity of information concerning
difference in the background construction. initial conditions for the formation of stars in the Galaxgne

On the other hand th®1SX only clouds have very low con- tained within this set of IRDC column density maps.
trast (opacity peaks) and are particularly large. The dieteof
such clouds in the MSX data has been possible due to the la ?V"'fﬁge'tﬁéi J:risng\'ﬁfgtgg: S?C?rpﬁgfc\i/v g‘rlfﬁi‘rf]t ?getlz :Tpége%”ednt?wc
baCkgroun.d smoothing length, and the lQW contrast thresh i?]r; Ss'ome of the IRDCs. We a)llso thank Jim Jackson, Ryobertonnand
used by Simon et al. (2006a). In order to investigate tHiscé ;i Rathborne for providing us with the IRAM 30m dust contim im-
and see whether our method could recover these clouds wlggs published in Rathborne et &l (2006) This research mselef Montage,
using a larger Gaussian, we smoothed the block shown inl F%@jed by the National Aeronautics and Space Adminisin&i&arth Science
8

; inkechnology @fice, Computation Technologies Project, under Cooperative
to 20, and performed the extraction of IRDCs on the resultin reement Number NCC5-626 between NASA and the Califormistitlite

Op"?‘C“y ma_p. Doing so, we find tWi_Ce as many clouds (4_00 Technology. Montage is maintained by the NASMC Infrared Science
which are in both catalogues, but in parallel 35% of Spitz@kchive.

clouds which were initially detected using a smaller Gaarssi
are lost. The remaininylSX only clouds are just too shallow to _ _
be identified given the opacity threshold we used, 0.7. Iri-add\ppendix A: Method for extracting sources

tion, looking at their @m emission it is not clear whether manygve develobed a new code to extract sources from our opacit

of these clouds are real, or just a decrease in the backgafun h pf. f lgorithm i IV based P h Y

the Galactic plane. maps. The first part of our algorithm is mainly based on the
ame principle as the one developed by Williams et al. (1994)

Overall, we can say that 80% of our catalogue compris§ ; X
y d ; r CLUMPFIND. We set two main parameters which are the
IRDCs which were previously unknown and constitutes thetm owest contour level under which wepdo not consider any struc
complete catalogue available of such objects with columm d ure, Tives and a step in unit of the mapyep Then we look

R 2 —2

sity peaks above & 10°% c™. at every local peak between two consecutive levels, up to the
maximum of our image. The number of local peaks gives us the

7. Summary number of fragments we will extract from the image, unless th

] ] . ] ] final estimated size is lower than the final angular resahutio

This paper, the first of a series dedicated to the study odiiatt that the amplitude between the peak of the fragment and its ex

dark clouds, describes the techniques developed to estadli ternal boundary is less thage, Then we have to determine the

complete catalogue of Spitzer dark clouds. We analysedithe f

data set of the/@m GLIMPSE Galactic plane to look for IRDCS. 4 The database is available at hfteww.irdarkclouds.org or

We extracted 11303 of these clouds, obtaining column dendiittpy//www.manchester.ac.fjkdrellbanksdc
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Fig.9. In grey scale is the Spitzepé emission of one of the blocks we constructed ardur®0°. The black circles indicate the
position and size of the Spitzer IRDCs identified in this gtwehile the red square symbols code the position and siZeeofASX
IRDCs. We see on this image that the Spitzer IRDCs are morerum where the background is stronger, while, quite ssinuly,

this is not the case for the MSX IRDCs. The MSX clouds deteatédln] > 0.5°, are on average the larger clouds inithe Simon et al.
(2006a) sample. For most of them, we do not detect any SgRIBCs at these positions in our standard processing (usbig a
Gaussian) but some are detected when using a larger smgdtimiction (see text).
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Fig. 10. Comparison of three IRDCs seen with Spitzer@t8llustrating the 3 categories of IRDC based on their MSX Spdzer
detection. Note that the cloud detected only in the MSX cajia¢ (left panel) exhibits much lower extinction than thieesttwo
objects.

pixels we associate to each local peak. For this, for eveak pewe estimate first the center of gravity of the core&d, Yca),
we go down, level by level, and check if the local peak we aresing
looking at is the only one in this contour. If yes, we look at th

following contour and do the same job. If there is more tham on N N
local peak within the contour we look for the local minimum ZVi XX ZVi X Yi
between these two peakse,, and the pixels lying abovee, Xeo = i=1 Yeo = i=1 (A.1)
and associated with the considered peak define the exteim of N N
fragment. Z Vi Z Vi
i=1 i=1

whereV, is the value of théth pixel, x; andy; its coordinates,
and N is the number of pixels. Then, we calculate the matrix of

_ moment of inertia, I:
In order to measure the size of the clouds and fragments, we

did not want to assume any particular shape for the sourge. ?g [ x Ixy]

once we have identify all the pixels associated with a giveaikp (A-2)

Iyx l’/’/
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Finally, we diagonalize | in order to obtain its two eigenval

ues and eigenvectors. From this we can easily calculatedtbie p
tion anglea of the major axis (given by the vector associated by
the smallest eigenvalue). To estimate the sizes of the ceees
calculate the following values:

([x cos@) - yi Sin(@)] — [Xcs cOsg) - Yes Sin@)])? (A.6)

M=

2 _
Oy =

1
sy

([x Sin(@) + yi cos@)] — [Xcs Sin(@) + Ye cos@)])? (A7)

-

I
iy

2 _
O'Y—
|

The sizes are then estimated b} = 2x /o-f(/N andAY =

2% ,/(T%/N

The three valueg\X, AY anda, are given for every IRDC in
Table[1.
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Table 1. SDC properties for the first 30 out of 11303 in the catalogine flill catalogue is available online. The columns give animg number (1), the name of the source based
in its Galactic coordinates (2), the right ascension andimkon (in J2000) of the cloud peak (3,4), the minimupm8emission towards the clouth{,) (5), the background
8um emission (wir) (6), the maximumyr variation within the IRDC {lur, Sec. 3.3) (7), the size of the cloud along its major and méxes in arcseconds (8,9), the position
angle of the major axis of the cloud in degrees East of Not, the equivalent radius; Sec[5.11) of the cloud (11), the peak and average opticahd#he cloud at 8m
(12,13), the optical depth aj:fh at which the absorption would be saturated (14), the numifeagments in the cloud identified withyep = 0.35 (15; Sec. 5.2), whether there

are 24um stars in the field (16) and in the cloud (17; 5.3); andl#émsity of stars around the cloud (18). i
@D
Number Name Coordinates Trnin IS Olmir AX AY a Req Tpeak  Tav Tsat  frag star T star g
RA(J2000) Dec(J2000) (MJsr) (MJysr) ) ) ©) ) Field IRDC (arcmin?) g
1 SDC9.22-0.169 18:05:30.40 -20:53:16.0 37.9 55.7 0.07 42.9 29.8 76 .3 321.16 050 4.45 2 y y 0.92 2
2 SDC9.25-0.144 18:05:39.69 -20:52:25.6 40.8 56.9 0.04 26.9 205 -663.92 0.95 0.48 447 1 y n 0.95 0
3 SDC9.2560.133 18:05:42.92 -20:52:27.8 41.7 56.7 0.01 13.5 10.8 -423.11 0.85 0.48 4.47 1 n n 1.33 >
4 SDC9.30%0.126 18:05:50.01 -20:50:16.8 43.0 56.7 0.00 17.9 7.2 -89 .6 120.75 0.45 4.47 1 n n 1.34 .
5 SDC9.3280.031 18:06:14.76 -20:51:39.7 46.2 60.8 0.02 11.4 10.0 87 .6 110.74 0.47 453 1 y n 1.14 c
6 SDC9.4030.26 18:05:33.02 -20:41:00.7 33.7 445 0.02 11.2 7.3 -87 2100.75 0.44 4.22 1 \ n 0.93 §
7 SDC9.4320.163 18:05:58.31 -20:42:21.8 38.7 51.4 0.03 13.3 8.4 -50 .8 110.76 0.44 4.37 1 n n 1.02 3
8 SDC9.46%0.138 18:06:07.50 -20:41:32.8 40.0 53.0 0.03 17.8 6.9 22 0120.77 0.42 4.40 1 n n 1.08 a2
9 SDC9.6240.187 18:06:16.80 -20:31:35.6 37.7 53.5 1.58 321.6 203.85 -188.7 4.30 0.61 4.41 6 y y 0.78 =)
10 SDC9.629-0.061  18:07:13.25 -20:38:38.7 38.0 51.7 0.033.0 2 16.1 30 18.0 0.85 0.45 4.37 1 y n 0.94 5-
11 SDC9.6350.296 18:05:53.87 -20:27:49.8 24.1 39.7 0.08 29.6 15.1 -601.52 196 058 4.11 1 y n 0.76 o
12 SDC9.6890.000 18:07:06.92 -20:33:41.5 39.6 52.9 0.01 24.6 11.8 57 9 150.79 0.46 4.40 1 n n 1.01 S
13 SDC9.692-0.55 18:09:10.79 -20:49:34.6 27.2 35.3 0.02 .6 18 6.8 -69 12.7 069 041 3.99 1 n n 0.94 %
14 SDC9.737-0.239 18:08:06.57 -20:38:08.1 37.9 52.1 0.050.4 3 12.4 4 20.3 0.91 0.48 4.38 1 n n 0.97 S
15 SDC9.762-0.567 18:09:23.29 -20:46:20.9 26.6 37.3 0.012.11 75 -48 10.7 098 0.51 4.05 1 y y 0.79 g
16 SDC9.787-0.156  18:07:54.17 -20:33:06.8 40.1 61.2 0.068.7 5 26.3 -26 37.1 1.38 057 454 2 y n 1.13 o
17 SDC9.796-0.028 18:07:26.89 -20:28:53.3 43.5 59.8 0.046.6 3 17.7 -1 25,7 092 050 452 1 n n 1.25 2
18 SDC9.798-0.707 18:09:59.42 -20:48:32.9 29.1 40.5 0.363.7 6 45.8 2 47.5 090 047 4.13 1 y n 0.72 T
19 SDC9.819-0.141  18:07:54.93 -20:31:00.7 44.8 62.2 0.029.0 3 125 37 20.1 0.95 0.44 456 1 y n 1.25 8
20 SDC9.825-0.03 18:07:30.72 -20:27:26.0 41.0 58.3 0.08 .9 78 19.9 78 32.7 1.02 0.47 4.49 2 y n 1.16 g
21 SDC9.8440.752 18:04:38.31 -20:03:31.4 23.1 30.8 0.05 24.1 136 -526.81 0.76 043 3.86 1 y n 0.56 7}
22 SDC9.845-0.138 18:07:57.47 -20:29:34.3 37.0 63.5 0.057.9 6 35.1 0 37.5 2.28 0.51 458 2 y n 1.16 e
23 SDC9.852-0.034 18:07:35.07 -20:26:07.8 30.5 59.3 0.1719.4 556 -73 765 495 0.87 451 12 y y 1.19 §:
24 SDC9.859-0.746  18:10:15.75 -20:46:27.5 33.1 61.3 1.994.52 150.3 -7 162.8 3.08 0.79 454 4 y y 0.63 g
25 SDC9.864-0.102 18:07:51.78 -20:27:30.2 49.1 64.5 0.025.23 17.3 84 23.4 074 0.44 459 1 y n 1.18 =
26 SDC9.872-0.767 18:10:22.02 -20:46:23.9 42.5 69.3 1.5180.51 1136 -66 126.3 2.29 0.79 4.67 2 y y 0.55 S
27 SDC9.878-0.11 18:07:55.37 -20:26:58.8 35.5 65.7 0.07 .2 59 40.9 26 493 498 0.83 4.61 4 y y 1.18
28 SDC9.889-0.747 18:10:19.58 -20:44:56.8 61.7 99.2 0.206.5 2 23.2 -16 24.8 2.01 0.92 5.02 1 y n 0.59
29 SDC9.895-0.749 18:10:20.74 -20:44:41.4 73.5 105.0 0.042.6 6.4 18 9.9 1.07 054 5.08 1 n n 0.57
30 SDC9.904-0.699 18:10:10.70 -20:42:43.9 58.7 78.9 0.389.5 3 19.2 43 26.9 0.73 0.47 4.80 1 y n 0.49

T
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Table 2. Average properties of IRDCs and fragments (extracted with = 0.35).

Structures  Number of R Aspect ratio Tav Tpeak Star association
Objects Average Range  Average Range Average Range Average angeR
(arcsec) (arcsec) %
IRDCs 11303 31 4-374 2.2 1.0-11.6 0.15 0.01-2.35 1.15 0.786- 8 20-68

Fragments 19838 19 1-205 2.0 1.0-11.6 0.75 0.01-7.88 1.63 70 -(8B.36 6
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