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Abstract

To investigate the effects of stellar feedback on the gravitational state of giant molecular clouds

(GMCs), we study 12CO and 13CO ALMA maps of nine GMCs distributed throughout the Large

Magellanic Cloud (LMC), the nearest star-forming galaxy to our own. We perform noise and resolution

matching on the sample, working at a common resolution of 3.5 arcseconds (0.85 pc at the LMC distance

of 50 kpc), and use the SCIMES clustering algorithm to identify discrete substructure, or “clumps.” We

supplement these data with three tracers of recent star formation: 8µm surface brightness, continuum-

subtracted Hα flux, and interstellar radiation field energy density inferred from dust emission. The
12CO clumps identified cover a range of 3.6 dex in luminosity-based mass and 2.4 dex in average 8µm

surface brightness, representative of the wide range of conditions of the interstellar medium in the

LMC. Our observations suggest evidence for increased turbulence in these clouds. While the turbulent

linewidths are correlated with clump surface density, in agreement with previous observations, we find

even better correlation with the three star formation activity tracers considered, suggesting stellar

energy injection plays a significant role in the dynamical state of the clumps. The excess linewidths we

measure do not appear to result from opacity broadening. 12CO clumps are found to be typically less

gravitationally bound than 13CO clumps, with some evidence of the kinetic-to-gravitational potential

energy ratio increasing with star-formation tracers. Further multi-line analysis may better constrain

the assumptions made in these calculations.

Keywords: Interstellar medium — Magellanic Clouds — giant molecular clouds — radio lines

1. INTRODUCTION

Giant molecular clouds (GMCs), which range from

tens to hundreds of parsecs and between 104 and 107

M⊙ (Fukui & Kawamura 2010; Heyer & Dame 2015),

are the sites of star formation. Star formation is ineffi-

cient in changing molecular gas mass into stellar mass.

The star formation efficiency per free fall time has been

measured in the Milky Way and other galaxies to be

typically of order 1% (Lee et al. 2016; Ochsendorf et al.

2017; Utomo et al. 2018), indicating the inefficiency of

star formation in typical interstellar environments, com-

pared to an idealized state of unimpeded collapse. After

stars form, they can alter their natal environments sig-

nificantly enough to affect star formation rates (SFR)

in the cloud. The process by which star formation en-

hances or suppresses local star formation is called stellar

“feedback,” and includes heating and ionization from

radiation (Gritschneder et al. 2009), stellar winds and

outflows (Haid et al. 2018; Bally 2016), and supernovae

(Walch et al. 2015; Koo et al. 2020). Results from sim-

ulations of galaxies demonstrate that stellar feedback is

necessary for reproducing observed star formation effi-

ciencies (Hopkins et al. 2011) and is a key component

in setting the interstellar medium (ISM) conditions, like

increasing the temperature and decreasing the density

of gas, that allow supernovae to drive outflows (Wise

et al. 2012; Emerick et al. 2018). Simulations that re-

solve GMCs show feedback processes driving small-scale
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turbulence (Gritschneder et al. 2009) and eventually dis-

persing the gas (Grudić et al. 2022). Observational

studies have found connections between such feedback

processes—including stellar winds (Pabst et al. 2019;

Tiwari et al. 2021), ionizing luminosity (Murray 2011),

and protostellar outflows (Kavak et al. 2022)—and the

surrounding molecular and atomic gas (see also Barnes

et al. 2021 for a comparison of feedback sources).

Feedback has also been invoked as a possible source

of energy to maintain the turbulence in GMCs. GMCs,

both galactic and extragalactic, have been found to ex-

hibit a size-linewidth relation (R − σv relation), σv ∝
R1/2 (Larson 1981; Solomon et al. 1987, hereafter S87;

Bolatto et al. 2008). This relationship holds over several

orders of magnitude in size, and is consistent for a large

variety of clouds found in different environments. How-

ever, there is significant scatter in the R − σv relation

and debate as to whether a single power-law index holds

for all size scales (Hennebelle & Falgarone 2012).

Measurement of the size-linewidth relation can suf-

fer from observational biases. When inferred from

low-density tracers, the slope can be measured to be

flatter due to line-of-sight confusion of small clumps

causing artificially higher observed velocity dispersions

(Ballesteros-Paredes & Mac Low 2002). The size-

linewidth relation can be quite scattered when observed

with 13CO (Simon et al. 2001), and some studies us-

ing 12CO find no linear correlation (Schneider & Brooks

2004). The size of structures studied in both Simon et al.

(2001) and Schneider & Brooks (2004) span one order of

magnitude, while the S87 relation was established using

observations spanning two orders of magnitude in size.

As noted by Ballesteros-Paredes & Mac Low (2002), a

larger dynamic range in observations is necessary to ac-

curately recover the slope.

The R−σv relation has been explained as the manifes-

tation of supersonic, or Burgers, turbulence (McKee &

Ostriker 2007). Turbulence at the cloud scale is driven

by large-scale flows arising from the galactic gravita-

tional potential (Klessen & Hennebelle 2010). However,

as suggested by Mestel & Spitzer (1956), due to loss of

energy from gas compression and radiation, turbulence

cannot support a cloud from collapse for longer than a

few dynamical times. Therefore, if the R − σv relation

is due to turbulence, a mechanism for energy injection

on the scales relevant to the relation is required. The

feedback sources discussed above could be responsible

mechanisms.

Through a 13CO survey of molecular clouds along the

Galactic Plane, Heyer et al. (2009) studied the clouds

used in S87 at higher resolution and found that the nor-

malization of the fiducial size-linewidth relation

ν0 ≡ σv

R1/2
(1)

was related to the cloud surface density as ν0 ∝ Σ1/2.

This scaling is consistent with the condition for virial

equilibrium of spherical, uniform density clouds,

ν0 = (πGΣ/5)
1/2

, (2)

and Larson’s scaling relations predict clouds to be in

virial equilibrium. However, the data presented in

Heyer et al. (2009) are offset from the virial equilib-

rium condition, suggesting clouds have kinetic energies

in excess of simple virial equilbrium. Other models in

which the observed linewidths are gravity-driven have

been proposed and can explain some of the offset from

virial equilibrium. These include the hierarchical col-

lapse, with clouds predicted to be in energy equiparti-

tion (Ballesteros-Paredes et al. 2011), as well as clouds

confined by external pressure (Field et al. 2011). The

origins of these intercloud pressures are unclear, but

there could be contributions exerted by stellar feedback

sources. Despite considerations from such models, there

remain data with ν0 in excess of model predictions.

As the closest star-forming galaxy to the Milky Way

(50 kpc; Pietrzyński et al. 2019), the Large Magellanic

Cloud (LMC) allows for the most detailed studies of ex-

tragalactic molecular clouds. The LMC has a total mass

of 6 × 109M⊙ (Westerlund 1990), and with metallicity

half of the solar neighborhood value, the LMC may also

serve as a proxy for star formation at higher redshift

(Westerlund 1997; Fukui & Kawamura 2010). Recent

studies in the LMC have observed a R − σv relation to

hold for substructure within GMCs, but have found that

the normalization of the relation (i.e., the linewidth at

a given size) varies with local and cloud-scale measures

of the radiation field (Wong et al. 2017, 2019). These

results suggest that the R − σv relation is related to

turbulence driven in part by local stellar feedback.

In order to study the contribution of stellar feedback

to the R−σv relation in GMCs, we assemble a matched,

high-resolution sample of nine clouds in the LMC, cover-

ing a large range of CO brightness, extending the sample

studied in Wong et al. (2019) and using newly-published

observations of 30 Doradus covering a larger field of view

than previously mapped (Wong et al. 2022). We employ

8µm, Hα, and interstellar radiation field energy density

to understand drivers of excess linewidths in the molec-

ular gas. This paper is organized as follows. In Section

2, we describe the archival ALMA observations of CO

and ancillary observations of star-formation tracers. In

Section 3, we describe our results fitting star-formation
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Figure 1. LMC SAGE 8µm map from Meixner et al. (2006)
with locations of the nine clouds in the sample (red points).
The sample consists of regions spanning a considerable range
of CO- and MIR-brightness across the LMC. We compute
a noise level in eight signal-free regions in order to estimate
uncertainties in measurements of 8µm. These regions contain
∼ 5.3× 107 pixels at the original IRAC channel 4 resolution,
around 9.6% of the map.

tracers to the residuals of the R − σv relations of the

sample. We discuss these results in Section 4. We make

concluding remarks in Section 5.

2. METHODS

2.1. Resolution-Matching Archival 12CO and 13CO

Observations

We base this study on published Atacama Large Mil-

limeter/submillimeter Array (ALMA) 12CO and 13CO

observations. Each molecular cloud analyzed in our

sample has been observed in both 12CO and 13CO in

either the J = 1 – 0 (ALMA Band 3) or J = 2 –

1 (ALMA Band 6) transition. Observations of A439,

GMC1, GMC104, N59C in (1 – 0) and PCC in (2 –

1) were obtained from Wong et al. (2019), N159E and

N159W in (2 – 1) from Fukui et al. (2015) and Saigo

et al. (2017), N55 in (1 – 0) from Naslim et al. (2018),

and 30 Doradus in (2 – 1) from Wong et al. (2022). We

match all the observations to a common channel reso-

lution of 200 m s−1 and spatial resolution of 3.′′5. At

the adopted LMC distance of 50 kpc, this corresponds

to 0.85 pc. We match all of the spectral cubes of a

given line to a common noise level. We first estimate

the noise by taking the standard deviation from the me-

dian absolute deviation (astropy.stats.mad std) in 20

edge channels of each cloud (σcloud). We then choose
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Figure 2. Three-color image of N59C in 12CO moment
0 (blue, 5 K km s−1 in solid white contours), IRAC 8µm
(red, convolved to 3.′′5), and MCELS continuum-subtracted
Hα (green). The dashed white line marks the ALMA field of
view. The northern CO-bright region of the cloud is also Hα-
and 8µm-bright, but Hα, which is not corrected for extinc-
tion here, does not trace the southern 12CO emission. While
the CO and 8µm do not follow one-to-one spatial correspon-
dence, they do match at coarser scales over the extent of the
cloud. The 8µm emission is also bright in regions where CO
is not detected at high significance with these observations.
The blue, red, and green channels are clipped at the 93rd,
98th, and 99th percentile of the data.

the common noise by finding the maximum value of the

nine clouds for each line (σtarget). We convolve a cube

of Gaussian noise (σGN) with the beam and normalize

it to have an RMS of
√
σ2
target − σ2

GN. This scaled cube

is then added to the image cubes. The peak brightness

and noise levels of the cubes are presented in Table 1

and the locations of the clouds are presented in Figure

1 with the 8µm map of the LMC.

The spectral response of the instrument affects the

inferred width of emission with line profile comparable

to the channel width. We remove this response by per-

forming deconvolution-in-quadrature of the linewidth,

following Rosolowsky & Leroy (2006):

σv,deconvolved =
√

σ2
v,measured − σ2

v,response (3)

We use the spectral response prescribed by Leroy et al.

(2016) to account for correlations in adjacent channels,

σv,response =
(
∆νchannel/

√
2π

) (
1.0 + 1.18k + 10.4k2

)
(4)
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where k is related to the correlation coefficient between

noise in successive channels in the cube with signal

masked,

k = 0.47r − 0.23r2 − 0.16r3 + 0.43r4 . (5)

All of the clouds yield r < 0.65, within the range in

which r can be used to determine the parameter of the

window function specified by Leroy et al. (2016). The

channel-to-channel correlation coefficient is calculated

using the SpectralCubeTools1 package (Sun et al. 2018,

2020). We mask the signal using dilated masks pro-

duced using the maskmoment2 package. We use the de-

fault masking parameters except snr hi minch = 2 and

minbeam = 2, requiring that the 4σ contour mask span

2 channels at all pixels, and that all masked regions have

a minimum area of 2 beams. The 5 K km s−1 contour

level of the 12CO moment 0 is shown in Figure 2, and

the 12CO moment 0 maps of all the clouds in the sample

are shown in Figure 3.

2.2. Segmenting CO Emission

astrodendro3 is a Python package which segments

position-position-velocity (PPV) data into hierarchical

structures called “leaves,” “branches,” and “trunks.”

These structures are nested, so leaves are fully contained

in branches, and branches in trunks. For each cloud, we

estimate the noise using the median absolute deviation

(σMAD) of the pixels not included in the moment mask.

Independent structures are only identified for pixels with

brightness temperature above 3σMAD (min value) and

with a size of at least two beams (min npix). We re-

quire that two local emission peaks must have a differ-

ence of at least 2.5σMAD to be considered independent

leaves (min delta). Position and flux of structures are

calculated, and linewidth and size along structure ma-

jor and minor axes (σv, σmaj, σmin) are measured from

the second moment along each axis. Following S87, the

structure radius is calculated as R = 1.91
√
σmajσmin.

Rosolowsky et al. (2008) introduce a “bijection” ap-

proach for dendrogram decomposition which we follow:

All of the emission bound by a dendrogram structure

(e.g., structure A) is considered to be from that struc-

ture, rather than subtracting the emission contributed

by a parent structure (e.g., structure B such that A ∈ B)

1 https://github.com/astrojysun/SpectralCubeTools
2 https://github.com/tonywong94/maskmoment
3 https://dendrograms.readthedocs.io

as in the “clipping” approach also described. Once the

dendrogram has been computed for a PPV data cube,

we create a catalog of dendrogram structure properties

and errors.

Rosolowsky & Leroy (2006) use a bootstrapping

method to compute error. In this approach, the den-

drogram structure masks are preserved, and the prop-

erties of the mask are recalculated after a random shuf-

fling of pixels in the mask. This is repeated for many

realizations in each structure, and the property error

is calculated as the standard deviation of the realiza-

tions. We use bootstrapping with 100 iterations. In our

sample, there are between 3.5 and 25 pixels per beam

width. To account for correlated pixels, Rosolowsky &

Leroy (2006) scale the uncertainty by the square root

of this oversampling rate. We assume that noise in two

adjacent channels is correlated, so we instead scale the

uncertainty by the square root of twice the number of

pixels in the beam. This is a conservative estimate, and

in some of the clouds studied, this leads to overesti-

mated uncertainties since the native correlator resolu-

tions of the observations used range from 40 m s−1 to

184 m s−1. To study the robustness of this method to

number of realizations, we compute property errors us-

ing a number of bootstrapping iterations ranging from

50 to 400. We find that errors are robust after ∼ 100

realizations of a structure. We perform another method

of error estimations by adding noise to the PPV cube.

This method is similar in using the standard deviation

of many new realizations of the data, but for each real-

ization, convolved noise with RMS equal to the existing

noise is added to the entire cube rather than shuffling

the pixels in individual structures. In either case, we

assume the new realization of the data does not change

the dendrogram segmentation of the cube (i.e., we ap-

ply fixed dendrogram masks when computing proper-

ties). For ∼100 realizations, the noise-addition method

returns error measures consistent with bootstrapping,

so we proceeded to use the bootstrapping method to

derive dendrogram property uncertainties. We approxi-

mate the iso-emission surfaces as 2D gaussians, and then

recalculate properties in the structure by taking the el-

lipse formed by the clump major and minor axis and

deconvolving by the beam. We impose a minimum frac-

tional uncertainty of 5% on the measured properties of

the dendrogram structures.

With this catalog of dendrogram structures, we use

the Spectral Clustering for Molecular Emission Segmen-

tation (SCIMES )4 algorithm to gather structures into

4 https://scimes.readthedocs.io

https://github.com/astrojysun/SpectralCubeTools
https://github.com/tonywong94/maskmoment
https://dendrograms.readthedocs.io
https://scimes.readthedocs.io
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Table 2. Total mass and area covered by 12CO and 13CO
SCIMES clumps in each cloud.

Region 12CO 13CO

Mass Area Mass Area

[104 M⊙] [arcmin2] [104 M⊙] [arcmin2]

30Dor 26.298 6.098 12.974 2.478

A439 4.941 2.179 1.196 0.639

GMC1 2.750 2.006 1.265 0.899

GMC104 4.375 1.937 1.332 0.784

N59C 7.724 3.843 1.931 0.525

N159E 0.497 0.582 0.209 0.325

N159W 0.921 0.631 0.376 0.554

N55 3.387 1.345 0.082 0.045

PCC 1.607 1.899 0.330 0.471

“clumps,” associations based on PPV volume (Colombo

et al. 2015). Since many of the leaves of the den-

drogram are comparable to the beam size, this set of

clumps provides us with a coarser decomposition of the

data that can allow us to investigate environmental ef-

fects on the sub-cloud and cloud scale while retaining

a fairly high number of independent structures (117

clumps among all of the GMCs in our sample in CO, 50

in 13CO). While many of the leaves in the dendrogram

are enclosed within common parent structures which are

identified as individual clusters by SCIMES, sometimes

leaves are identified as independent structures. SCIMES

can be made to consider these independent leaves as

clusters by using the save isol leaves keyword in the

SpectralCloudstering class. The isolated leaves con-

stitute a population of small radius, but still significantly

detected emission, so we include them in our sample.

Because deconvolution can introduce errors on size, we

introduce a method to remove high-uncertainty clumps

from the sample. astrodendro provides an ellipsoid ap-

proximation to the dendrogram structure boundaries.

We impose a cut that removes clumps with minor axis

less than
√
2 times the beam width. Our final selection

of clumps, plotted as contours over the 12CO moment

0 in Figure 3, covers an order of magnitude in decon-

volved linewidths, and more than an order of magnitude

in deconvolved radii (Figure 4). The effect of linewidth

deconvolution on clumps is small, with the largest de-

crease in 12CO linewidth being by 4% (9% for 13CO),

and a median decrease of 0.3% (0.4% for 13CO). We list

the total mass and area in clumps for each cloud in Table

2.

2.3. IR and Optical Star Formation Indicators

We use several sets of data to estimate the star for-

mation activity within our target molecular clouds:

1. 8µm band observations from the SAGE IRAC

Spitzer survey (Meixner et al. 2006; SAGE Team

2020), with 1.′′2 pixels. We match the point source

subtracted 8µm mosaic to 3.′′5 using the kernels

provided in Aniano et al. (2011).

2. Continuum-subtracted Hα data with 5′′ resolution

from the Magellanic Clouds Emission-Line Survey

(MCELS; Smith & MCELS Team 1998; Gordon

2018). Hα traces massive, and hence the earliest

(∼ 10 Myr) stages of, star formation (Kennicutt

& Evans 2012). Lopez et al. (2014) outline the

correction for extinction of Hα using the Haschke

et al. (2011) reddening maps of the LMC. The typ-

ical resolution of the reddening map is 4.′5. Lopez

et al. (2014) find extinction corrections between 10

and 20%. These coarse reddening maps may not

be representative of the extinction in GMCs, so we

do not employ this method in our study and note

that the SFR may be underestimated by ignoring

extinction effects.

3. We use the modified blackbody model in Utomo

et al. (2019), derived from Herschel Space Obser-

vatory observations, for dust temperature (Td).

The map has 13 pc resolution, and, following Chi-

ang et al. (2018), uses a fixed value of emissivity

(β = 1.8) to break the degeneracy between Td and

β in the model. We also examine the Gordon et al.

(2014) modified blackbody model, using the same

data but with β fit independently for each pixel.

Both Gordon et al. (2014) and Utomo et al. (2019)
characterize uncertainties on model fits by creat-

ing new model realizations after adding noise (20

realizations for the former, 100 for the latter). We

find a nearly linear relationship between Td from

the two models in our sample, so we proceed us-

ing the Td from Utomo et al. (2019). Following

Draine & Li (2007), the energy density of the ra-

diation field heating the dust, assuming the dust

grains are in thermal equilibrium with the radia-

tion field heating them (as in Utomo et al. 2019),

is

uν = 8.65× 10−13

(
Td

18K

)4+β

erg cm−3 (6)

We adopt uν as our third tracer in preference to Td

as it is more comparable to the other two tracers.
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10 pc

N159W
J=2-1

N159E
J=2-1

30Dor
J=2-1
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J=1-0

N55
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J=1-0

GMC104
J=1-0

GMC1
J=1-0
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Figure 3. Projected SCIMES 12CO (blue contours) and 13CO (orange contours) clumps on the 12CO moment 0 maps with
square root stretch from 0 to 175 K km s−1. Dashed lines mark the ALMA field of view of CO, with the beam and 10 pc scale
at the bottom of each map. While the clumps cover a large range of scales of structure in the clouds, they do not contain all of
the CO emission. Some clumps overlap in cases where there is emission with different velocities along the line of sight.
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Hereafter, we use the term “star-formation tracers” to

refer to the ensemble of 8µm, Hα, and uν data.

In Figure 2, we show the Hα, 8µm, and CO emission

across N59C. While the Hα and CO emission broadly

do not trace each other, the CO-bright regions are often

coincident with bright 8µm emission. The Spitzer 8µm

band is centered on a prominent PAH feature. Recent

work (e.g., Whitcomb et al. 2023; Leroy et al. 2023)

has shown a strong correlation between CO and mid-

infrared bands on sub-kpc and galactic scales. Bendo

et al. (2008) and Cortzen et al. (2019) have found the

8µm and 6.2µm PAH bands to trace cold dust rather

than warm dust. These results indicate that 8µm could

be preferentially tracing molecular gas column densi-

ties over star formation and the intensity of the radi-

ation fields heating the dust and gas. Since the dust

model from which uν is derived does not use 8µm data,

the three star-formation tracers we use are independent.

Therefore, despite the coarseness of the pixels at which

the model is sampled compared to the CO data, we use

uν to sidestep uncertainties about the origin of the 8µm

emission. Since Hα directly traces ionizing stellar ra-

diation (Kennicutt & Evans 2012) while 8µm and uν

trace the ionizing and non-ionizing radiation field heat-

ing grains (Li & Draine 2002; Calzetti et al. 2007), the

use of all three tracers can probe slightly different types

of feedback. We compare results obtained with Hα to

those with 8µm and uν to identify the relative strengths

of different sources of feedback, if they are important in

the energy budget of clumps.

2.4. 12CO- and 13CO-Based Clump Properties

Using optically-thick 12CO, we can approximate a

mass in structures by assuming a constant ratio between

molecular hydrogen column density and 12CO bright-

ness, called the XCO factor

Mlum = 4.3XCO
LCO

K km s−1pc2
M⊙ (7)

with X(J = 1 – 0) = 2.4 (Hughes et al. 2010),

X(J = 2 – 1) = 3 (adopting a constant line ratio R21 =

0.8 as in Wong et al. 2019) for different transitions of

CO. We have tested an alternative model in which R21

is not constant to see if the amount of molecular gas in-

ferred by CO emission varies locally. We used the statis-

tical relationship derived from a survey of local galaxies

at kpc scales between CO line ratio and 8µm presented

in Leroy et al. (2023),

R21 ≈ min
(
0.62I0.268µm, 1

)
(8)

for I8µm in MJy sr−1. Using this prescription, R21 for

30Dor, N159E, and N159W is 1, while R21 ≈ 0.582 for

PCC. These line ratios are consistent with prior mea-

surements, with R21 = 0.6 ± 0.1 in PCC (Wong et al.

2017) and 0.84± 0.30 in 30 Doradus and 1.22± 0.11 in

N159 (Sorai et al. 2001). We find that as expected, us-

ing this prescription, the slope of the log ⟨8µm⟩ vs. log
⟨Σ⟩ relation (further discussed in Section 4.3) is steeper

than in the case of uniform R21, but the difference is not

larger than the uncertainties associated with either fit.

Because this prescription of R21 does not significantly

impact our results, we proceed with the analysis using

the uniform value of R21. While a cloud-by-cloud treat-

ment of the low-J line ratio in the LMC does not yield

results different from adopting a uniform value for the

clouds in this sample, future studies using a larger sam-

ple of regions observed with different CO lines should

evaluate the treatment of the line intensity ratio before

interpreting results derived from CO brightness.

We follow the local thermodynamic equilibrium (LTE)

analysis conducted in Wong et al. (2017) and Wong et al.

(2019). It is assumed that both the 12CO and 13CO lines

for a given transition have the same excitation temper-

ature, and that the excitation temperature Tex can be

obtained from 12CO brightness. To compute mass from

LTE calculations, we assume a constant 13CO to H2

column density (from Wong et al. 2019 and references

therein):
N(H2)

N(13CO)
= 3× 106 (9)

In general, this ratio is not necessarily constant, but can

vary with isotopic abundance of 13C. Despite these as-

sumptions, since 13CO is more optically thin, the LTE

method should give more reliable measures of column

density than that obtained from 12CO brightness and as-

suming a constant XCO. We further discuss the caveats

of interpreting LTE column densities in Section 4.3.

By assuming a structure is spherical and in virial equi-

librium, a virial mass can be calculated

Mvir =
5σ2

vR

G
(10)

from the virial theorem. The virial parameter

α =
Mvir

Mlum
(11)

is the ratio of virial and luminous masses and indicates

the boundedness of clumps. For 13CO clumps, we can

repeat these calculations, but replacing the luminous

mass estimate with the LTE mass calculation. We also

calculate the luminous surface density, Σlum (LTE sur-

face density ΣLTE for 13CO), and the virial surface den-

sity, Σvir, for each clump. In order to use consistent

measures of clump sizes, these surface densities are the
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respective mass divided by the “deconvolved” area, πR2
d,

using the deconvolved clump radius, rather than the ex-

act clump area.

From the 13CO optical depths (τ) produced during

our LTE analysis, we calculate the average optical depth

⟨τ13⟩ for each clump. We find a few 12CO clumps with

weak or undetected 13CO emission to have negative

⟨τ13⟩. Negative values of τ are not physical, but re-

sult from the linear treatment of the relationship be-

tween brightness temperature and τ , as described in

Wong et al. (2019). For these cases, we have inves-

tigated weighting τ13 by the CO signal-to-noise ratio

(S/N), but this does not result in positive ⟨τ13⟩ for all

of them. We decided to proceed by calculating ⟨τ13⟩
with equal weighting to all data rather than weighting

by S/N.

2.5. Star-Formation Tracer-Based Clump Properties

and Uncertainties

The IR/optical data are 2D maps, while the den-

drogram structures are three-dimensional (position-

position-velocity). To measure star-formation tracers

in structures, we project the maximum extent of the

dendrogram structure boundaries at any velocity chan-

nel onto the sky, and then calculate the average of each

star-formation tracer map in this mask.

In order to estimate uncertainty in our clump-

averaged measures of star formation indicators, we first

estimate noise in the LMC mosaics from several signal-

free regions of the maps. The regions used for noise-level

estimates consist of 9.6% of the native resolution pixels

in the SAGE 8µm map, and ∼10% of the pixels in the

MCELS Hα map. For 8µm, we convolve these cut-out

regions to 3.′′5. We then compute the standard devi-

ation from the robust MAD estimator. MAD is used

to mitigate contamination from the bright point source-

like objects in the fields. We then use the noise-addition

method, described in Section 2.2 on each dendrogram

structure to compute an uncertainty on measured values

of 8µm and Hα. Since pixels have correlated errors, we

divide the uncertainty by the square root of the number

of independent beams in the clump. We use the uncer-

tainties computed on Td by Utomo et al. (2019) as the

uncertainties on clump-averaged Td. Because the emis-

sivity β is fixed in the Utomo et al. (2019) model, the

fractional uncertainty in uν is simply the product of the

fractional uncertainty in Td and the exponent 4 + β in

Equation 6.

3. RESULTS

3.1. Clump properties

The distributions of clump linewidths, sizes, and sur-

face densities are presented in Figure 4. With sensitiv-

ity matched across the clouds, we probe surface densi-

ties down to about 100.5M⊙pc
−2. Several clumps are

initially identified with radii below the beam size and

linewidths smaller than the channel width due to the de-

convolution methods described in Sections 2.1 and 2.2,

but few remain after applying the threshold on the size

of the clump minor axis. Clumps identified in the 13CO

data are similar to those in 12CO, except the latter can

be detected at lower densities and larger scales. In both

cases, the SCIMES clumps range from sub-pc to several

pc sizes with linewidths typically between 0.3 – 3 km

s−1.

We compute the mean column density of 13CO un-

der the LTE assumption in each clump, ranging from

N
(
13CO

)
= 1012.7 − 1015.7 cm−2 in 12CO clumps and

N
(
13CO

)
= 1014.2 − 1015.8 cm−2 in 13CO clumps. As

seen in the overlap of 12CO and 13CO clumps in Figure

3, 13CO is often only detected in the denser parts of CO-

bright regions. This is evident from the lower column

densities at which 12CO clumps are identified, and can

be seen from areas in the maps with faint 12CO emission

and no corresponding 13CO clumps.

3.2. Size-linewidth relation fits

To fit the size-linewidth data, as well as all of the

other linear fits presented in this paper, we perform or-

thogonal distance regression (ODR) using the scipy.odr

package (Virtanen et al. 2020). For each set of 12CO and
13CO data, we fit the size-linewidth data of the whole

multi-cloud population of clumps in order to identify

deviations from the scaling relation, measure the physi-

cal state of molecular clouds, and correlate these devia-

tions and physical properties with star formation activ-

ity. The best fit and the 95% confidence intervals of the

power-law size-linewidth relation are shown in Figure 5

as a solid cyan line and shaded cyan region. We com-

pare the fits to the size-linewidth relationship from S87,

σv = 0.72 (R/pc)
0.5

km s−1, hereafter the “fiducial re-

lation” (solid red line in Figure 5). The fit to the 12CO

data,

log

(
σv

km s−1

)
= (0.35± 0.09) log

(
R

pc

)
− 0.04± 0.05,

has slope consistent with the fiducial relation to 1.7σ,

but the fit to the 13CO data,

log

(
σv

km s−1

)
= (2.29± 0.78) log

(
R

pc

)
− 0.95± 0.35,
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Figure 4. Histograms of clump (a, d) linewidths, (b, e) sizes, (c, f) surface densities, and (d, h) CO-based (or LTE-based for
13CO) masses in (a-d) 12CO and (e-h) 13CO. The linewidths and sizes presented are the deconvolved values, and the surface
densities are calculated by dividing the mass by the deconvolved area, πR2

d. The clumps identified range from sub-pc to 10
pc in size. Clumps are typically detected in 12CO at lower surface brightness than in 13CO. Clumps from the same cloud are
assigned the same color (see also Figure 5 for the color assignment scheme).

Table 3. Parameters, scatter, and correlation coefficient of fits to the residual
of the fiducial relation. m and X0 are the parameters and uncertainties fit by
ODR to the model log ν0 = m (X −X0). ε and εnorm are the vertical scatter and
normalized vertical scatter, and ρ is the Pearson correlation coefficient. The rows
labeled “log ν0” note the scatter from the fiducial relation and correlation coefficient
of the clump sizes and linewidths.

m X0 ε εnorm ρ

12CO

log ν0 0.24 8.63 0.34

log ν0 vs. log ⟨8µm⟩ 0.27 ± 0.02 1.57 ± 0.06 0.16 4.79 0.74

log ν0 vs. log ⟨Hα⟩ 0.11 ± 0.02 4.87 ± 0.20 0.19 5.66 0.51

log ν0 vs. log ⟨uν⟩ 0.41 ± 0.03 -10.96 ± 0.05 0.19 5.71 0.66

log ν0 vs. log ⟨Σ⟩ 0.66 ± 0.06 2.25 ± 0.04 0.24 7.18 0.58

13CO

log ν0 0.23 7.26 0.29

log ν0 vs. log ⟨8µm⟩ 0.21 ± 0.02 1.98 ± 0.11 0.13 3.70 0.84

log ν0 vs. log ⟨Hα⟩ 0.09 ± 0.01 5.30 ± 0.32 0.12 4.11 0.73

log ν0 vs. log ⟨uν⟩ 0.30 ± 0.04 -10.72 ± 0.10 0.14 4.22 0.79

log ν0 vs. log ⟨Σ⟩ 0.63 ± 0.12 2.40 ± 0.08 0.25 7.48 0.42

is much steeper than the fiducial relation (2.3σ away

from the fiducial slope), and the fit parameters have

large relative uncertainties. The 12CO fit is well-

constrained enough to reject a zero-slope relation at the

3.9σ level, but the 13CO fit slope is poorly constrained,

with a slope of zero consistent at the 2.9σ level.

Motivated by the presence of several small, low-

linewidth 13CO clumps, we test whether censoring these

data result in a fit closer to the fiducial relation. How-
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Figure 5. The size vs. linewidth relations for (a) 12CO and (b) 13CO clumps. The fiducial S87 relation is shown in red. The
shaded cyan regions show 95% confidence intervals of the R− σv fit. Points are colored by the average 8µm value in the cloud,
as shows in the color bar below panels (a) and (b). The 13CO clumps are reproduced in panel (c), but are colored by whether
they have clump-averaged 8µm values above or below 10 MJy/sr. The ODR fits shown in this panel are fit only to the data in
each of the ⟨8µm⟩ bins. The shaded regions again correspond to 95% confidence intervals. The fit parameters and associated
uncertainties for each model are presented in Section 3.2.

ever, due to the large uncertainties associated with these

data leading to them being downweighted in the ODR

fitting, censoring the small radius clumps neither brings

the slope of the fit significantly closer to 0.5 nor reduces

the size of the confidence interval. Instead, we find that

fitting high- and low-8µm clumps separately does result

in fits with similar slopes to the fiducial relation (panel

c of Figure 5). For 13CO clumps with I(8µm) < 10 MJy

sr−1, we find a fit of

log

(
σv

km s−1

)
= (0.48± 0.19) log

(
R

pc

)
− 0.33± 0.09

and for those with I(8µm) ≥ 10 MJy sr−1, we find a fit

of

log

(
σv

km s−1

)
= (0.54± 0.19) log

(
R

pc

)
− 0.05± 0.08.

The intercepts of these fits correspond to linear nor-

malizations of 10−0.33 ≈ 0.47 and 10−0.05 ≈ 0.89. Sep-

arated this way, these normalizations bound the 0.72

normalization of the fiducial relation. The slopes are

< 1σ away from the 0.5 slope of the fiducial relation.

This test suggests that despite the fit to the 13CO size

vs. linewidth data being inconsistent with the fiducial

relation, the data are well-described by the combination

of the fiducial relation and a third parameter describing

the offset of data from this line.

The range in linewidths of around one dex for clumps

of a given size is consistent with previous observations

of the size-linewidth relation across all scales at which

it has been observed (see the review by Hennebelle &

Falgarone 2012). In the first and sixth rows of Table

3, we present the RMS scatter, ε, from the fiducial re-

lation, computed using the vertical distance from the

data to the fit line. We also present the scatter normal-

ized by the uncertainty, εnorm, computed as the RMS

of the vertical distances of data from the fit normal-

ized by the uncertainty in the y-axis data. For example,
12CO clump linewidths are typically 8.63σ away from

the fiducial relation, showing that the data do not just

have large scatter about the fiducial relation (ε = 0.24

dex), but the scatter is also large relative to the uncer-

tainty in the data. The Pearson correlation coefficient,

ρ, of the 12CO size vs. linewidth data is 0.34, and 0.29

for the 13CO clumps, both indicative of only weakly cor-

related data.

3.3. Fitting star-formation tracers and gas properties

to the scatter in the size-linewidth relation

We fit the average star-formation tracers and surface

densities of the multi-cloud population of clumps to the

residual of the fiducial size-linewidth relation, log ν0.

These fits are shown in Figures 6 and 7. The data are
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Figure 6. Star-formation tracers vs. log ν0 for (a-c) 12CO and (d-f) 13CO clumps. Points are colored and have the same plot
symbols as the color bar in Figure 5. The red horizontal line is plotted at ν0 = 0.72, the normalization of the fiducial relation.
Fourteen of the 103 12CO clumps and 10 of the 47 13CO clumps are not included in the ⟨Hα⟩ vs. ν0 fits due to bad or missing
data. ν0 is correlated with each star-formation tracer, and the fits for each tracer is consistent between the 12CO and 13CO
clump samples, though there is less scatter and higher correlation in the 13CO data.

fit to models of the form

log ν0 = m (X −X0) (12)

given data X and log ν0 and model parameters m and

X0. These fit parameters and associated uncertainties

are presented in Table 3, alongside the goodness-of-fit

metrics, ε, εnorm, and ρ, described in Section 3.2. In Ap-

pendix A we present equivalent results when comparing

the star-formation tracers with residuals from the best-

fit, rather than fiducial, size-linewidth relation.

Figure 6 reveals the three star-formation tracers show

strong positive correlations with log ν0 in both 12CO

and 13CO clumps, with all six pairs of data having

ρ > 0.5. In all of the star-formation tracer vs. log ν0
fits, the slopes are similar between the 12CO and the
13CO data. The discrepancy is largest for the log⟨uν⟩
vs. log ν0 and the log⟨8µm⟩ vs. log ν0 fits, in which the

slopes of the fits for the two isotopologues are separated

by ∼ 3σ, while the separation is ∼ 2σ for the log ⟨Hα⟩
vs. log ν0 fits. The 13CO data have lower ε and εnorm, as

well as higher ρ than the corresponding 12CO fits. Fur-

ther, all six of these fits have higher ρ than the size vs.

linewidth data and lower ε and εnorm than the fiducial

relation by itself. The significant correlation coefficients

and the smaller scatter in the star-formation tracer rela-

tions with ν0 demonstrates the ability of star-formation

tracers to trace the excess linewidth from the fiducial

size-linewidth relation.

In 12CO clumps, ⟨8µm⟩ is the star-formation tracer

that best explains the variance in ν0, given that this re-

lation has the highest ρ, lowest ε, and lowest εnorm of

the set of three tracers. In 13CO clumps, ⟨8µm⟩ simi-

larly has the highest ρ and lowest εnorm, but the ⟨Hα⟩
vs. ν0 fit has slightly lower ε. Because the log ⟨8µm⟩ vs.
log ν0 fit has lower εnorm but higher ε than the log ⟨Hα⟩
vs. log ν0 fit, the outliers from the former fitted relation

are typically those which are less robustly constrained

in either size, linewidth, or a combination of the two

(e.g., clumps with larger uncertainties arising from de-

convolution or clumps with non-Gaussian line profiles).

The fits involving log ⟨uν⟩ have comparable goodness-
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Figure 7. Surface density vs. log ν0 for (a) 12CO and (b) 13CO clumps. The cyan line and shaded region show the ODR
fit and 95% confidence interval. The solid magenta line shows the condition of virial equilibrium for a uniform, spherical
cloud (ν0 =

√
πGΣ/5; Heyer et al. 2009), while the dashed magenta line shows the condition of equipartition (ν0 =

√
2GΣ;

Ballesteros-Paredes et al. 2011).

Table 4. Parameters, scatter, and correlation coefficient of ODR fits to virial parameter
with the model logαvir = m (X −X0). The columns follow the conventions noted in
Table 3.

m X0 ε εnorm ρ

12CO

logαvir vs. log ⟨8µm⟩ 0.24 ± 0.05 0.06 ± 0.28 0.38 5.42 0.39

logαvir vs. log ⟨Hα⟩ 0.03 ± 0.04 -8.02 ± 16.48 0.39 5.59 0.09

logαvir vs. log ⟨uν⟩ 0.50 ± 0.08 -11.80 ± 0.11 0.42 6.00 0.32

13CO

logαvir vs. log ⟨8µm⟩ 0.32 ± 0.06 0.90 ± 0.17 0.38 5.39 0.58

logαvir vs. log ⟨Hα⟩ 0.13 ± 0.04 2.61 ± 0.68 0.40 5.95 0.42

logαvir vs. log ⟨uν⟩ 0.60 ± 0.11 -11.49 ± 0.10 0.41 6.14 0.53

of-fit metrics as the other star-formation tracers, though

never the best of the set. Because the resolution of the

dust model used is coarse relative to the size of typical

clumps, the fractional uncertainty in log ⟨uν⟩ is often

much higher than the uncertainties in the other star-

formation tracers (large horizontal error bars in panels

(c) and (f) of Figure 6).

Despite the strong correlations found between log ν0
and star-formation tracers, one needs to ask if the star-

formation tracers are the causal factor for the offset from

the fiducial relation or if both are merely correlated with

another factor. The most likely other causal factor is

the surface density, Σ, since surface density and ν20 are

proportional if clumps are in self-gravitational equilib-

rium (Heyer et al. 2009). We show the ⟨Σ⟩ vs. ν0 rela-

tions in Figure 7. While the 12CO ⟨Σ⟩ vs. ν0 data show

stronger correlation than the 12CO ⟨Hα⟩ vs. ν0 data,

it has larger ε and εnorm than any of the three star-

formation tracer relations. The 13CO ⟨Σ⟩ vs. ν0 relation

also has weaker correlation and higher ε and εnorm than

all of the star-formation tracer relations. Compared to

the star-formation tracers, the 12CO ⟨Σ⟩ vs. ν0 relation

shows only modest improvement over the fiducial rela-

tion in uncertainty-scaled scatter, and no significant im-

provement in the absolute scatter. On the other hand,

the 13CO ⟨Σ⟩ vs. ν0 relation has both larger absolute
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Figure 8. Star-formation tracer vs. virial parameter for (a-c) 12CO and (d-f) 13CO clumps. The cyan line and shaded region
show the ODR fit and 95% confidence interval. The horizontal lines show the virial parameter for different cloud models: the
solid magenta line shows a uniform, spherical cloud (αvir = 1) and the dashed magenta line shows a cloud in equipartition
(αvir = 10/π). These panels show weak correlation with ρ ranging from 0.32 to 0.58, except the ⟨Hα⟩ vs. αvir relation which is
uncorrelated (ρ = 0.09).

and uncertainty-scaled scatter than the simple fiducial

relation. This is possible because the ODR fits weight

data by the inverse square of the uncertainty for both

the independent and dependent variables, so data with

larger uncertainty contribute less to the fitted model,

but ε is an unweighted RMS, and εnorm is weighted only

by the uncertainty in ν0.

Because the log ⟨Σ⟩ vs. log ν0 data are consistent with

a 0.5 power-law slope, models in which clump linewidths

are driven by gravity (whether clumps are collapsing or

maintaining virial equilibrium) can explain some of the

variance in the size-linewidth relation at the observed

spatial scales. However, we have found that 1.) the

surface density has lower correlation coefficient with ν0
than all of the star-formation tracers except for the ⟨Hα⟩
data for 12CO clumps, and 2.) the surface density fits to

the ν0 data has higher scatter (measured through ε and

εnorm) than the star-formation tracer fits. Therefore,

the star-formation tracers explain more of the variance

in the size vs. linewidth data than the surface density.

As well, the log ⟨Σ⟩ vs. log ν0 data do not seem to be well

explained by a single normalization. The predictions of

models without stellar feedback compared to the log ⟨Σ⟩
vs. log ν0 data for these clumps is discussed further in

Section 4.1.

3.4. Correlations between star-formation tracers and

virial parameter

The virial parameter (Equation 11) is proportional to

ν20 and inversely proportional to surface density by defi-

nition, so lines of constant virial parameter increase di-

agonally to the upper left in the Σ vs. ν0 plots (Figure

7). To investigate how much of the scatter in the Σ vs. ν0
relation star-formation tracers can explain, we plot star-

formation tracers against αvir in Figure 8 and present

fit parameters in Table 4. The predictions of clumps in

virial equilibrium and equipartition are shows as lines of

constant αvir. The virial parameters of spheres confined

by external pressure can be calculated from the results

in Field et al. (2011), and they lie between the values

of virial parameter for equipartition and virial equilib-

rium. The lines of constant virial parameter in Figure

7 then bracket the range of expected virial parameters
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Figure 9. Cumulative mass function of (blue) 12CO and
(orange) 13CO clumps vs. virial parameter. The virial pa-
rameters corresponding to virial equilibrium and equiparti-
tion are labeled “VE” and “EQ” next to solid and dashed
magneta lines, respectively. The high-αvir tails of the curves
end below mass fraction of 1 because not all of the masked
emission in the cubes is bound by clumps in our sample. The
total mass traced by 12CO is found using Equation 7 for ev-
ery pixel in the moment mask for each 12CO cube. The total
mass traced by 13CO is found from the LTE-derived column
density maps and the assumed constant 13CO-to-H2 abun-
dance (Equation 9).

for spherical, non-magnetic clumps from gravity-driven

models.

Except for the 12CO log ⟨Hα⟩ vs. logαvir rela-

tion which shows no correlation, the rest of the star-

formation tracers have weak but positive correlation

with virial parameter (0.3 < ρ < 0.6). However, even in

the aforementioned case of no linear correlation, a sin-

gle value of virial parameter does not fit the ensemble of

clumps well. Further, many clumps have virial param-

eter far in excess of the predicted virial parameter of a

clump in free-fall collapse, with some having αvir > 10.

While the weak correlation coefficients in these relations

preclude these star-formation tracers from being used

to unambiguously explain the residuals in the gravity-

driven ν0 ∝ Σ1/2 models, the fact that clumps’ virial

parameters do not have similar values and that some

have large values of αvir demonstrate that there are ob-

servations of clump energies which these models have

yet to explain.

4. DISCUSSION

The standard interpretation of the size-linewidth re-

lationship is that it represents the cascade over many

orders of magnitude in scale of turbulent energy from in-

jection into molecular clouds (Chevance et al. 2023). A

tighter size-linewidth-surface density relation has been

shown to exist in GMC observations, with this latter

relation implying that molecular clouds all have the

same ratio of kinetic and gravitational potential en-

ergy. Depending on the normalization of the relation,

models which satisfy the size-linewidth-surface density

relation explain the non-thermal linewidths as arising

from virial balance or hierarchical collapse. In either

case, the kinetic energy of clumps is gravity-driven. We

have found that parsec-scale clumps in a resolution- and

noise-matched sample of molecular clouds across a di-

verse range of star forming conditions span an order of

magnitude in virial parameter. We find that the mean

of our data do not match the expectation for either

the virial equilibrium or the equipartition scenario of

gravity-driven linewidths. We also find linear correla-

tions between several independent star-formation trac-

ers and the offset from the mean size-linewidth relation,

as well as weaker correlations between star-formation

tracers and virial parameter.

4.1. What is responsible for driving excess linewidths

in parsec-scale emission?

Agreeing with previous observational work, we find

a size-linewidth-surface density relationship to fit our

data well, but while some of the 12CO clumps are con-

sistent with the picture of energy equipartition turbu-

lent collapse given by Ballesteros-Paredes et al. (2011),

ν0 =
√
2GΣ, many of our clumps are in excess of this

condition (Figure 7).

From the three goodness-of-fit metrics presented in

Table 3, all three of the star-formation tracers consid-

ered explain more of the variance in the size-linewidth

relation than surface density and show much stronger

linear relationships with log ν0 than those of the sur-

face densities. The square of the Pearson correlation

coefficient indicates the amount of variance in the data

explained by the independent variable. While the het-

eroskedasticity of these data make it difficult to claim

that some fraction of the variance in the data is def-

initely explained by a particular tracer, this behavior

indicates that clump linewidths respond to local star

formation activity in a uniform way, whereas the clump

surface density has weaker explanatory power for clump

linewidths. In essence, a single gravity-driven model

does not fully explain the linewidths of the ensemble of

clumps.
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The three star-formation tracers we have considered

do not trace exactly the same feedback physics. CO

brightness and 8µm emission are correlated owing to

the sensitivity of 8µm to gas surface density, but 8µm

is also excited by the local radiation field. If 8µm was

purely tracing surface density, the ⟨8µm⟩ vs. ν0 correla-

tion would be expected to mirror the ⟨Σ⟩ vs. ν0 corre-

lation. However, the latter have slopes 2.5 and 3 times

steeper than the former for 12CO and 13CO, respectively.

Furthermore, ⟨8µm⟩ and ⟨Σ⟩ are not strongly correlated

in our sample. In Appendix B, we present the mu-

tual correlations between all of the star-formation trac-

ers and the surface density in clumps. Clump-averaged

8µm values are linearly correlated with uν , and are much

more weakly correlated with surface densities, especially

in 13CO, which is expected to more faithfully trace rela-

tive column density than 12CO. These evidence suggest

that the correlation between the normalization of the

size-linewidth relation and the star-formation tracers is

not due to an underlying correlation between the star-

formation tracers and gas surface density. Future inves-

tigations using independent probes of density and tem-

perature measured within the 12CO structures would

increase the confidence in the reliability of 8µm as a

star-formation tracer.

Because uν is sensitive to both ionizing and non-

ionizing radiation field, it is a good tracer of stellar

feedback independent of the number of massive stars

in a cluster. uν shows similar trends with ν0 and αvir

as 8µm, with the weaker correlation (ρ = 0.32 in 12CO

and 0.53 in 13CO) and larger scatter in the trends likely

reflecting the coarse resolution of the dust temperature

models relative to the CO data.

Hα is not well correlated with the parsec-scale CO

emission (see the ⟨Hα⟩ vs. ⟨Σ⟩ correlations presented in

Appendix B), instead tracing the ionized gas at localized

star-forming regions in GMCs. The correlation between

⟨Hα⟩ and virial parameter in 13CO is comparable to

the correlations with the other tracers, but the same

correlation is not exhibited in the 12CO data. Whether

the difference between the correlation in the two lines is

due to difference in the spatial extent of the gas traced

by 12CO vs. 13CO, or related to properties of Hα as a

feedback tracer remains to be answered. Analyses that

might provide stronger evidence for this scenario could

include correlating Hα with the non-thermal component

of linewidth and its trend as a function of distance from

the stellar cluster center, as in González Lobos & Stutz

(2019), and using [CII] as a probe of an intermediate

stage of feedback between CO linewidths and Hα.

Because three independent feedback tracers show very

similar correlations in ν0, and supported by some evi-

dence of correlations with αvir, these results hint that

feedback is important for explaining offsets from the

size-linewidth (or size-linewidth-surface density) rela-

tion, and have a role in increasing the kinetic energy

of parsec-scale molecular clumps.

In order to gauge how strong of an effect the high

virial parameter clumps have on the dynamics of clouds

as a whole, we examine how much of the total mass

of clouds this population constitutes. In Figure 9, we

show the cumulative fraction of the mass in clumps that

have αvir below a given value. We normalize the mass

functions to the total mass traced by 12CO and 13CO

brightness in the masks described in Section 2.1, rather

than just the total mass in the clumps studied in this

sample. For this reason, the cumulative mass function at

the highest measured value of αvir does not equal unity.

Instead, the 12CO clumps contain 65% of the total mass

traced by 12CO and the 13CO clumps contain 74% of

the total mass traced by 13CO. Despite the cuts imposed

on the initial selection of clumps, our decomposition of

the clouds has good flux recovery. The missing flux is

distributed between the clumps close to the beam size

which had been cut out of the sample (Section 2.2) and

the diffuse, extended flux present in the masked emission

(which extend down to 2σ contours, Section 2.1).

Although there is a large number of clumps that have

virial parameter above equipartition (30% of the 12CO

clumps and 21% of the 13CO clumps), this population

only contains a small amount of the molecular gas mass.

In 12CO, 31% of the total mass of the 9 clouds is in

clumps below virial equilibrium, 29% is in clumps be-

tween virial equilibrium and equipartition, and 5% is in

clumps above equipartition. In 13CO, the mass fractions

in the same virial parameter bins are 35%, 33%, and

6%, respectively. If the scalings between star-formation

tracers and virial parameter are indeed reflecting the in-

jection of kinetic energy by feedback, feedback appears

to be a dominant energy source only for a small amount

of the gas. It is possible that because clumps which are

proximate to high amounts of feedback are subject to

intense radiation fields, there is more CO photodisso-

ciation in these clumps. Tracers of CO-dark molecular

gas, like [CII], could be used to test this conjecture.

There is more mass in clumps below virial equilibrium

than in clumps between virial equilibrium and equipar-

tition, which suggests that the simple treatment of virial

equilibrium used in this analysis does not fully describe

these clumps and other energy terms, such as contribu-

tions from magnetic fields, are important to understand

the dynamics of these clumps.

Our sample covers molecular clouds of diverse star for-

mation conditions at matched sensitivity and resolution,
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Figure 10. Clump-averaged optical depth of 13CO emission
⟨τ13⟩ vs log ν0 for (a) 12CO clumps and (b) 13CO clumps.
Optical depth is uncorrelated with the normalization of the
size-linewidth relation. This suggests that optical depth ef-
fects, such as linewidth broadening in optically thick regions,
has little effect on linewidth or ν0 trends observed across the
entire sample of clouds.

and is representative of GMCs in the LMC. Because the

correlations in the star-formation tracers vs. αvir rela-

tionships are weak, it is unclear from the sample size and

available data whether virial parameter and feedback en-

ergy do follow a relationship not yet apparent from these

data, or whether the relationship is inherently scattered.

In order to better understand the effects of feedback on

molecular gas, and to disentangle the different feedback

effects that contribute to the tracers that have been em-

ployed, individual sources could be studied to constrain

the effects of certain types of feedback when others are

absent. We discuss other limitations and caveats of this

analysis in Section 4.3.

4.2. Is opacity broadening significant in this sample?

We infer the turbulent motions in molecular clouds

from CO isotopologue line profiles. These emission lines

are not just affected by bulk motions in the cloud how-

ever, as they are also subject to opacity effects. If 8µm

is a stronger gas column density tracer than star forma-

tion activity tracer, the observed correlations between

8µm and ν0 would be representing a more fundamental

underlying column density vs. ν0 relation, with higher

column density lines of sight being more optically thick.

Hacar et al. (2016) describe that the low-J transtitions

of the 12CO and 13CO isotopologues in optically-thick

regions can be observed to have large linewidths due to

opacity broadening or line blending. They note that in

LTE conditions, optical depth of higher-J transitions of

CO is lower, but the case is not as simple in non-LTE

conditions. If LTE and abundances of CO isotopologues

are assumed, the opacity determined from optically-thin

C18O can be scaled up to determine those of 12CO and
13CO for a line-of-sight. While observations of C18O

exist for all of the clouds in the sample except for N55,

the line is detected very sparsely in each field and at low

S/N.

We present the correlation between the average opti-

cal depth of the 13CO line, ⟨τ13⟩, and offset from the

size-linewidth relations in Figure 10. Because it is of-

ten not well constrained, we adopt a uniform 5% un-

certainty on ⟨τ13⟩. In pixels with 12CO but low signal

detections of 13CO, the estimates of optical depth are

dominated by noise and can result in negative τ13. We

do not censor these pixels while calculating clump av-

erages, but we do not plot clumps with ⟨τ13⟩ < 0. We

find that ⟨τ13⟩ and ν0 are uncorrelated (|ρ| < 0.2). The

fits are poorly described by a linear model, and have

higher ε than the simple R − σv fits, suggesting that

any linewidth broadening associated with higher optical

depth does not account for the excess linewidth observed

from the R− σv relationship. Strictly, opacity broaden-

ing changes the shape of the emission line (broader, flat

top) and causes line blending, so a more careful line fit-

ting analysis would be required to correct for broaden-

ing, but this analysis would be performed on the beam

scale rather than the clump scale. Additionally, ⟨τ13⟩
is only a measure of the optical depth of the 13CO line,

and we calculate it in both 12CO and 13CO clumps. One

of the assumptions in our LTE analysis is that 12CO is

optically thick at the line center. We do not observe

systematically larger linewidths in 12CO than in 13CO,

which is predicted from opacity broadening (see Figure

4), likely because the clumps we study are in the regime

where linewidths are dominated by turbulence rather

than opacity broadening. Again, this test should also

be performed at the beam scale, as individual sightlines
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may better reflect any opacity broadening effects that

are significant in these data.

4.3. Caveats and future directions

Two major caveats of prescriptive use of the star-

formation tracer vs. ν0 correlations arise that warrant

discussion. First, the star-formation tracers have been

averaged over the extent of the dendrogram boundaries,

with typical radii of a few parsec. The variation in 8µm

emission around these parsec-scale CO peaks reflects the

differences in dust heating by local variations in the in-

terstellar radiation field. This is not directly comparable

with studies which integrate over much larger (∼ kpc)

scales, in which 8µm is found to trace star formation

rate, as well as CO emission, with indications that 8µm

is a stronger CO tracer than a star formation rate tracer

(Leroy et al. 2023; Whitcomb et al. 2023). Because

we adopt a CO clump-finding method, we are studying

variations in 8µm brightness among CO bright regions,

rather than studying variations in 8µm brightness across

the ISM unbiased to the presence of molecular gas. We

highlight this to note that the clump-averaged 8µm is

less sensitive to gas surface density, and to note that the

use of 8µm outside of clump-finding methods may be

more sensitive to gas surface density and less sensitive

to tracing star formation.

Second, the correlation between 8µm and SFR is very

sensitive to metallicity (Calzetti et al. 2007). The LMC

has a shallower (Li et al. 2023; Choudhury et al. 2021;

Grady et al. 2021; Cioni 2009) metallicity gradient than

the Milky Way, which also has evidence of a steeper gra-

dient in the inner galaxy than the outer galaxy (Luck &

Lambert 2011; Pedicelli et al. 2009). The more uniform

metallicity of the LMC suggests that our comparison

of 8µm between GMCs at different galactocentric radii

may be appropriate, but caution should be applied when

studying GMCs in galaxies with steep metallicity gra-

dients, or when comparing GMCs from different galax-

ies. For robustness against metallicity, rather than using

8µm to proxy the star formation activity for compari-

son between regions in different galaxies, mid-infrared

tracers of feedback should be used to obtain relevant

quantification of feedback type and strength.

We also note systematic uncertainties of our mass es-

timates. In addition to the optical depth of 12CO, an-

other assumption of our LTE method is that 12CO and
13CO have the same excitation temperature. Finn et al.

(2021) analyze the Quiescent Molecular Ridge (south of

the N159 regions studied in this work) with the non-

LTE RADEX model (van der Tak et al. 2007), and com-

pare the derived molecular gas masses of clumps to those

found assuming LTE. They found that, in comparison

to RADEX, LTE underestimates mass for the J = 2 –

1 lines, which they suggest could be due to subther-

mally excited 13CO, breaking the aforementioned LTE

assumption. They also find overestimated LTE masses

from the 1 – 0 line, which could be due to optically thin
12CO. These results demonstrate that non-LTE condi-

tions exist in the LMC.

LTE-based masses diverge from true mass at low 13CO

column density, ≲ 1014 cm−2, and gas volume density,

≲ 103 cm−3 (see Indebetouw et al. 2013 and references

therein). While we do not have volume density esti-

mates, 10% of the 12CO clumps have mean column den-

sities below 1014 cm−2 and all of the 13CO clumps have

higher average column densities than this bound. Since

we do not use LTE-based masses to characterize the
12CO clumps, we do not expect the presence of sub-

thermally excited 13CO in these regions to affect our

results, but the effects of optically thin 12CO on our

mass estimates remains uncertain.

Finally, the results presented in this work are limited

in sensitivity to gas surface densities of severalM⊙ pc−2.

It could be expected that feedback-driven turbulence is

more efficient in clumps with less self-gravity, but ob-

serving this will require deeper observations with higher

dynamic range.

5. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the size-linewidth relation and its

residuals in resolution- and noise-matched LMC molecu-

lar cloud observations. We find that star-formation trac-

ers explain more of the variance in the residuals of the

size-linewidth relation than the molecular surface den-

sity can due to higher correlation coefficients and lower

RMS scatter. We find that clumps do not scatter around

a single value of virial parameter, as predicted by several

models in which turbulent motions are purely gravity-

driven. However, there is some evidence that the virial

parameter is correlated with the local star formation

activity. We do not find evidence that the observed off-

sets in linewidth from the size-linewidth relation can be

explained by broadened linewidths from optically-thick

regions. These results suggest that at parsec scales, feed-

back may contribute dynamically-significant amounts of

energy or momentum to molecular clumps. However,

we still find the coefficient of the size-linewidth rela-

tion approximately scales with the square root of the

cloud surface density in our data (ν0 ∝ Σ1/2), suggesting

that models predicting the virial equilibrium or energy

equipartition of clouds are still important in understand-

ing the dynamical state of molecular gas. Future models

and observations should be able to disentangle the con-

tributions to the turbulence in clumps from gravity and
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from feedback to fully explain the large scatter about

the size-linewidth relation in observations of molecular

clouds.
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APPENDIX

A. CORRELATIONS BETWEEN

STAR-FORMATION TRACERS AND THE

RESIDUALS OF THE SIZE-LINEWIDTH

RELATION FITS

As demonstrated in Section 3.2, the difference between

the fiducial and fitted slopes is 1.7σ and 2.3σ levels for
12CO and 13CO respectively. In the analysis conducted

in Section 3.3, we correlated the star-formation tracers

with the normalization of the fiducial relation. This nor-

malization assumes that the fiducial size-linewidth rela-

tion is consistent with the data, and thus the correlation

analysis in Section 3.3 may be sensitive to the choice of

slope. Motivated by the ∼ 2σ difference in slopes, we

investigate the robustness of this correlation analysis to

the assumed size-linewidth relation by referencing the

linewidth to the fitted rather than fiducial relation. We

define

∆ log σ ≡ log σv − log σfit, (A1)

the residual of the observed, deconvolved clump

linewidths with respect to the radius power-law fits iden-
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tified in Section 3.2. The uncertainty of ∆ log σ is the

sum-in-quadrature of the uncertainties of the logarithm

of the observed linewidth and of the 1σ confidence in-

terval obtained from the ODR fitting. We plot ∆ log σ

against star-formation tracers in Figure 11, mirroring

the conventions of Figure 6. The fit parameters, scat-

ter, and correlation coefficients are likewise presented in

Table 5.

The correlation coefficients of the star formation trac-

ers vs. ∆ log σ for 12CO are very similar to those against

log ν0, but for 13CO, the correlation coefficients with

∆ log σ are much weaker. The 12CO fits with ∆ log σ

have similar ε to the corresponding log ν0 fits, but have

smaller εnorm. The 13CO fits similarly have smaller

εnorm, though have much larger ε. Both ε and ρ measure

goodness-of-fit unweighted by uncertainty, but the fits

downweight data with larger uncertainty. Thus since the
13CO size-linewidth fit is more poorly constrained than

the 12CO fit, it is not surprising that the 13CO star-

formation tracer vs. ∆ log σ correlations appear poorer

than the corresponding log ν0 correlations with these

metrics. εnorm, on the other hand, more accurately re-

flects how meausrement uncertainties influence the size-

linewidth fits.

For both lines, all of the pairs of fits (star formation

tracer vs. log ν0 and vs. ∆ log σ) have slopes consistent

within ∼ 1σ. While the significance of the fits are sen-

sitive to the exact choice of slope of the size-linewidth

relation, there does appear to be a correlation between

star formation tracers and the normalization of both the

fitted and fiducial size-linewidth relations.

B. CORRELATIONS BETWEEN

CLUMP-AVERAGED STAR-FORMATION

TRACERS AND SURFACE DENSITIES

In Section 2.3, we described the different processes

traced by our ensemble of star-formation tracers. To

show that these star-formation tracers are indicative of

the strength of feedback mechanisms incident on clumps

of molecular gas, we present the mutual correlations

between the star-formation tracers, as well as clump

surface densities, in Figure 12. All three tracers are

strongly correlated with one another (ρ ≥ 0.88), but

the relation between ⟨Hα⟩ and the other two tracers is

highly non-linear. The relationship between ⟨8µm⟩ and
⟨uν⟩ is linear, which supports the supposition that 8µm

and uν trace the feedback from similar populations of

stars, while Hα is tracing evolutionary younger feedback

sources. The correlations between the star-formation

tracers and clump surface densities are much weaker,

especially in 13CO.
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Figure 11. Star-formation tracers vs. ∆ log σ for (a-c) 12CO and (d-f) 13CO clumps, following the layout of Figure 6. The
fits are similar to the star-formation tracer vs. log ν0 fits, though the 13CO data have weaker correlation, due to the poorly
constrained 13CO size-linewidth fit.

Table 5. Parameters, scatter, and correlation coefficient of fits to the residual of
the best fit relation. m and X0 are the parameters and uncertainties fit by ODR to
the model ∆ log σ = m (X −X0). The columns follow those of Table 3.

m X0 ε εnorm ρ
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13CO
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∆ log σ vs. log⟨8µm⟩ 0.19 ± 0.04 0.93 ± 0.19 0.40 2.07 0.44

∆ log σ vs. log⟨Hα⟩ 0.10 ± 0.03 3.09 ± 0.46 0.40 2.07 0.41

∆ log σ vs. log⟨uν⟩ 0.26 ± 0.06 -11.45 ± 0.14 0.40 2.09 0.43
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Figure 12. Correlations between the three star-formation tracers and CO-based surface density in (a) 12CO and (b) 13CO
clumps. The correlation coefficients are inset in the top left of each panel. All axes have the same dynamic range, and the
dotted blue lines mark relationships with unity slope.
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