arXiv:2206.00683v1 [astro-ph.SR] 1 Jun 2022

DRAFT VERSION JUNE 3, 2022
Typeset using INTEX preprint style in AASTeX62

The Twisted Magnetic Field of the Protobinary 1.483

ERIN G. Cox,' GILES NOovAK,"2 SARAH SADAVOY,3 LESLIE W. LooNEY,* DENNIS LEE, 2
MARC BERTHOUD,® TYLER L. BOURKE,’ SIMON COUDE,” FRANKIE ENCALADA,* LAURA M. FISSEL,>
RACHEL HARRISON,* MARTIN HOUDE,® ZHI-YUN L1, PHiLip C. MYERS,'? KATE PATTLE,!!
FaBIO P. SANTOS,!? IAN W. STEPHENS,'3 HAILIN WANG,"? AND SEBASTIAN WOLF!*

L Center for Interdisciplinary Ezploration and Research in Astronomy (CIERA), Northwestern University, 1800
Sherman Avenue, Evanston, IL 60208, USA

2 Department of Physics & Astronomy, Northwestern University, 2145 Sheridan Road, Evanston, IL 60208, USA
3 Department for Physics, Engineering Physics and Astrophysics, Queen’s University, Kingston, ON K7L 3N6, Canada
4 Department of Astronomy, University of Illinois, 1002 West Green Street, Urbana, IL 61801, USA
5 Engineering + Technical Support Group, University of Chicago, Chicago, IL 60637, USA
6SKA Observatory, Jodrell Bank, Lower Withington, Macclesfield, Cheshire SK11 9FT, UK

"SOFIA Science Center, Universities Space Research Association, NASA Ames Research Center, Moffett Field,
California 940385, USA

8 Department of Physics and Astronomy, The University of Western Ontario, 1151 Richmond Street, London, Ontario
N6A 3K7, Canada

9 Department of Astronomy, University of Virginia, Charlottesville, VA 22904, USA
10 Center for Astrophysics — Harvard and Smithsonian (CfA), Cambridge, MA 02138, USA
1 Department of Physics and Astronomy, University College, Gower St., London WCIE 6BT, UK
2 Magz Planck Institute for Astronomy, Kénigstuhl 17, 69117 Heidelberg, Germany
13 Department of Earth, Environment, and Physics, Worcester State University, Worcester, MA 01602, USA
4 University of Kiel, Institute of Theoretical Physics and Astrophysics, Leibnizstrasse 15, 24118 Kiel, Germany

Abstract

We present H-band (1.65 ym) and SOFIA HAWC+ 154 pm polarization observations
of the low-mass core L483. Our H-band observations reveal a magnetic field that is
overwhelmingly in the E-W direction, which is approximately parallel to the bipolar
outflow that is observed in scattered IR light and in single-dish 12CO observations. From
our 154 pm data, we infer a ~ 45° twist in the magnetic field within the inner 5” (1000
au) of L483. We compare these new observations with published single-dish 350 pm
polarimetry and find that the 10,000 au scale H-band data match the smaller scale 350
pm data, indicating that the collapse of L483 is magnetically regulated on these larger
scales. We also present high-resolution 1.3 mm ALMA data of L.483 which reveals it is a
close binary star with a separation of 34 au. The plane of the binary of 1.483 is observed
to be approximately parallel to the twisted field in the inner 1000 au. Comparing this
result to the ~ 1000 au protostellar envelope, we find that the envelope is roughly
perpendicular to the 1000 au HAWC+ field. Using the data presented, we speculate
that 1483 initially formed as a wide binary and the companion star migrated to its

Corresponding author: Erin G. Cox
erin.cox@northwestern.edu


http://orcid.org/0000-0002-5216-8062
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-1288-2656
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-4540-6587
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-3455-1826
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-8557-3582
mailto: erin.cox@northwestern.edu

current position, causing an extreme shift in angular momentum thereby producing the
twisted magnetic field morphology observed. More observations are needed to further
test this scenario.

1. INTRODUCTION

Star formation begins in molecular clouds and ends in a stellar system, which spans over ten
orders of magnitude in spatial scale and in density. These clouds can be quite crowded (McKee &
Ostriker 2007), which can obfuscate which dynamics are important. To mitigate this confusion, we
can observe Bok globules (Bok & Reilly 1947), which are low-mass, star-forming cores, isolated from
the larger molecular cloud and relatively simple in their structure (e.g., Launhardt et al. 2013). The
isolated core Lynds 483 (Lynds 1962), commonly known as 1.483, is a well-studied globule located at
a distance of ~200 pc (Dame & Thaddeus 1985). L1483 was associated with the Aquila Rift region
(distance recently revised to 436 4+ 9 pc Ortiz-Ledn et al. 2018), but Gaia Data Release 2 astrometry
indicates 1483 is indeed located at ~ 200 pc (Jacobsen et al. 2019), making it a truly isolated region.

The core of 1483 hosts the Class 0 protostar IRAS 18148-0440 (Parker 1988; Fuller et al. 1995),
though there is some evidence from NIR observations that this object might be transitioning into
Class I (Tafalla et al. 2000). Jorgensen (2004) found evidence of a 1 M, central object using velocity
gradients of molecular lines, while Oya et al. (2017) found the central mass to be 0.1-0.2 Mg, using
a ballistic model. Shirley et al. (2000) used SCUBA sub-mm observations to show that L483 has
an extended structure perpendicular to its outflow axis on core-size (~ 10,000 au), differing from
other low-mass protostars. Molecular line observations of HCN, CS and NoH™' at 1000 au show a
chemically rich infalling envelope surrounding the protostar (Jorgensen 2004). At ~ 10,000 au scales,
Tobin et al. (2010) found a complex 8 pm extinction morphology surrounding L1483 and having an
irregular shape. Subsequent sub-mm observations (Leung et al. 2016) have found a flattened envelope
down to ~ 800 au. Leung et al. (2016) also used CS(6-7) observations to model the infalling material
of L483. Oya et al. (2017) used CS observations from ALMA to characterize the infall envelope, and
determined that the ~ 800 au structure is rotating. Additionally, the authors found L483 hosts a
hot corino (Oya et al. 2017). Multiple studies have searched for a disk in this source but have yet to
find one down to ~ 20 au resolution (e.g., Oya et al. 2017; Jacobsen et al. 2019).

Magnetic fields can affect star formation on all spatial scales. In the classical picture of magne-
tized star formation, the alignment of the angular momentum axis with the magnetic field of the
core is expected to be parallel if the field is strong (Mouschovias & Paleologou 1979). Conversely,
magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) simulations with a misaligned field have shown the collapse process
to be more efficient at removing the angular momentum from infalling material thereby allowing disk
formation (e.g., Joos et al. 2012). To further study this outflow-field alignment, Chen & Ostriker
(2018) examined ~ 100 cores formed in MHD simulations and found that systems where the magnetic
field dominated, or those with low turbulence, were more often aligned to the angular momentum
axis of the system than those systems where turbulence was dominant.

Dust polarization observations are the most common way to infer the magnetic field morphology in
star-forming regions. In the presence of a magnetic field, elongated dust grains are aligned with the
field via radiative alignment torques (e.g., Lazarian 2007; Andersson et al. 2015) and can be used to
map the morphology of the magnetic field. In star-forming regions, near-infrared polarimetry traces
polarization by dichroic extinction of background stars (see, e.g., Alves et al. 2014). In this case the
linearly polarized light observed is parallel to the magnetic field. This is in contrast to the thermal
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dust emission at longer wavelengths which directly probes the collapsing region. In this case, the
linearly polarized emission from aligned dust grains is perpendicular to the field lines.

To test whether star formation is magnetically regulated, polarization observations at varying
scales have aimed to measure the angle between the magnetic field and outflow (e.g., Davidson et al.
2011; Stephens et al. 2013; Hull et al. 2014; Cox et al. 2018; Galametz et al. 2018, 2020; Sadavoy
et al. 2018a,b). Work done by Hull et al. (2014) found that on ~ 1000 au scales the alignment
between the field and outflow axis (a proxy for angular momentum direction, Pudritz & Norman
1983) is essentially random. Follow-up work by Hull & Zhang (2019) compiled known interferometric
polarization observations of this outflow-field alignment and found the same result, indicating that
on 1000 au scales the field is less important. On these envelope size scales, other dynamical processes,
such as outflows, can distort the field morphology (e.g., Li et al. 2014b; Hull et al. 2017). To mitigate
these small-scale dynamical distortions, Yen et al. (2021) used the JCMT to measure the outflow-field
alignment of 62 cores at ~ 0.05-0.5pc. These authors found a mean 3D outflow-field alignment angle
of 50°, thus showing magnetic regulation does not work in all clouds. Conversely, however, the work
done by Davidson et al. (2011) and Chapman et al. (2013) showed some evidence of preferential
outflow-field alignment in cores that are isolated (see also Mignon-Risse et al. 2021).

A difference in the outflow-field alignment between isolated cores and non-isolated will have im-
plications for how the natal environment contributes to how easily cores can fragment, if alignment
can be linked to the strength of the field (Chen & Ostriker 2018). Hennebelle et al. (2011) found
that a stronger magnetic field can hinder fragmentation on envelope scales. Conversely, others (e.g.,
Boss 2000) have found fragmentation can increase with a stronger field. Observational work done
by Galametz et al. (2018, 2020) used polarization data from 20 protostars using the SMA and found
that magnetic fields in envelopes were either aligned in low angular momentum sources or misaligned
in sources with high angular momentum. Additionally, Hull et al. (2020) used ALMA polarization to
search for hints of how the outflow-field alignment in the binary BHR 71 affected its formation and
found an hourglass morphology in one star but evidence of compression of the magnetic field along
the outflow of the other star. While these results show hints at how the magnetic field affects pro-
tostellar collapse, currently there is not a consensus. Observational studies aimed at understanding
the role of magnetic fields and core fragmentation reveal a complex relationship and more work is
necessary to link them with theoretical predictions.

In this paper, we present core-scale magnetic field observations of the isolated core L.483 using near-
infrared and far-infrared observations. HAWC+ (Harper et al. 2018) is a polarimeter installed on the
Stratospheric Observatory for Infrared Astronomy (SOFIA). It operates in four discrete bands be-
tween 50 - 240 pm. In this paper, we use 154 pm dust polarization observations from SOFIA /HAWC+
to infer the magnetic field of L483 on envelope scales. We compare the morphology seen in these data
with the morphology seen on larger core scales from the Pico dos Dias Observatory using H-band
polarimetry. We also compare these data to the CSO-Sharp 350 pum polarization maps (Chapman
et al. 2013). Additionally, we use Herschel' data to investigate the column density and temperature
of the environment surrounding 1.483. We also use high-resolution ALMA data to determine the
binarity of the protostellar system.

L Herschel is an ESA space observatory with science instruments provided by European-led Principal Investigator
consortia and with important participation from NASA.
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This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we discuss our observations and data reduction
methods. In Section 3, we show our results including polarization maps, and the high-resolution
ALMA observations. We discuss the implications of our findings in Section 4. We summarize all of
this in Section 5.

2. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA REDUCTION
2.1. HAWC+ Data

Observations of L483 were taken using the HAWC+ instrument on SOFIA in Band D (154 um)
and Band E (214 pm) as part of the project 070184 (PI: Sarah Sadavoy). Band E observations
were taken on 2019-07-22 and 2019-09-07 for a total exposure time of 1.116 hours with a FWHM
of ~18.2". The data from the first flight was flagged as off-nominal, and are not included in this
analysis. Additionally, the Band E data from the second flight did not show a meaningful polarization
signal (see x? discussion below), so we show the continuum data only (see Appendix B). Band D
observations were taken on 2019-07-23 and 2019-07-24 for a total of 1.015 hours and with a FWHM of
~ 13.6”. Both Band D and Band E data were taken using the standard matched-chop-nod procedure
as outlined by Hildebrand et al. (2000). The observations used a chopping frequency of 10.2 Hz,
a chop angle of 10° (from north increasing east), and a chop amplitude of 250" in order to avoid
including extended emission in the off-positions. These specific chop values were chosen to reduce
the low level source flux in our reference beam. The observations used a dither pattern, essentially
pointing the telescope at four independent locations in a square with an offset of 20” in Band D and
an offset of 27" in Band E.

We reduced the HAWC+ data manually using the data reduction pipeline as described in Santos
et al. (2019). Briefly, the data is first demodulated, and any flagged or bad data is thrown out.
This step also accounts for the chopping nature of the observations. The data is then flat fielded to
calibrate variations in gain between pixels and to remove data from dead or noisy pixels. The signals
reflected and transmitted from the polarizer are then differenced and summed to create Stokes I,
Q, and U maps at each half wave plate position. These maps are then flux corrected by combining
the fluxes from various nod positions. We then apply atmospheric corrections to these maps using
standard models. Finally, the individual observations are combined into a final I, ), and U map.

We utilize a x? analysis on our data to check for internal consistency in our I, Q, and U maps. Briefly,
we divide the data into bins and compute I, Q, and U, as well as their corresponding uncertainties, for
each bin. We then compare these maps with each other to ensure each is within the claimed errors,
i.e., by checking to see if the value of x* ~ 1 where, x? = [(actual scatter)/(expected scatter)]?. If the
value of x? > 1, then we inflate the error-bars by the square root of the reduced x? (for more details
see, e.g., Novak 2011; Chapman et al. 2013). For the L483 dataset, we implemented a more robust
version of this inflation by parameterizing our x?. We sort the pixels according to intensity and then
fit the corresponding x? values to an expression giving x? as a function of intensity. We then inflate
each pixel’s errors according to that pixel’s intensity. This in-depth correction was necessary for our
dataset due to the low overall total flux of 1.483.

To address a pointing drift found in the Band D observations, we used a 2D Gaussian fit to the
center of emission in each scan and found the instrument pixel corresponding to the peak. This
was done prior to the coordinate shift between instrumental and equatorial coordinates. We then
manually changed the SIBS value of each scan to reflect the fitted value. The total drift in the
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pointing was estimated to be ~ 1/3 of the beam (~ 4”) and did not significantly change the peak
flux measured, or the shape of the source.

Polarization vectors are calculated using the Polarized Intensity (P), shown in equation 1 and the
Polarized Angle, shown in equation 2.

P=1/Q*+U2- 02 (1)

1 U
0 = éarctcm (a) (2)

The polarization data is debiased using the most probable estimator in Eq. 1 (e.g., Wardle &
Kronberg 1974). Since a negative value of Q or U yields a different measurement of polarization
angle, we take the correct quadrant into account when computing 6. The vectors shown are all
above a 3o threshold in Polarized Intensity, where the median op is ~ 0.4 mJy arcsec 2. The
Nyquist sampled polarization map yields eight detections of polarization for the Band D data and
zero detections for the Band E data. The percent polarization is calculated using p = P /I, where I
is the total intensity:.

2.2. ALMA Data

The 1.3 mm (Band 6) ALMA observations of 1483 were taken on 2017-08-20 as part of the
2016.1.00085 program (PI: Michael Dunham). The ALMA data have a resolution of ~ 0.09” and
are centered around 225 GHz. The total amount of time on source was ~ 10 minutes. We used the
Common Astronomy Software Applications ((CASA), McMullin et al. 2007) to image the calibrated
data from the archive. Figure 4 was produced using the CASA task TCLEAN with a uniform weighting
parameter. Since we used the ALMA data to determine the binarity of L483, we chose a uniform
weighting over a natural weighting to prioritize resolution over sensitivity. The final synthesized
beam is 0.117” x 0.079” at a position angle of —84°. We performed one round of self-calibration on
this data using a solution interval equal to the scan time. In Appendix C, we show these data using
briggs weighting.

2.3. H-band Data

The H-band (1.65 pum) polarimetry data presented here were collected at the Pico dos Dias Obser-
vatory! in June 2014 using the IAGPOL polarimeter (Magalhaes et al. 1996) in combination with a
HAWAII 1024x1024 - Cam IV imaging detector. The instantaneous field of view was 4'x 4’, which
with modest dithering enabled us to cover a 4.7'x 4.7" field approximately centered on the position of
the YSO. The polarimeter consists of a half-wave plate followed by a Savart analyzer and a spectral
filter. The effect of the analyzer is to produce two orthogonally polarized beams that are imaged
side by side on the detector. Data were collected at 8 half-wave plate positions spaced at 22.5°, with
each single exposure having a duration of 10 s. We completed 60 full cycles through each of the 8
half-wave plate positions for a total integration time of approximately 4800 s.

We obtained the stellar polarization fractions pgy and E-vector angles 0y via a series of data re-
duction procedures that included bias and flat-field corrections, sky subtraction, point-source iden-
tification, flux measurement, astrometric correction, least square fits to a polarization modulation

! The Pico dos Dias Observatory is operated by the Brazilian National Laboratory for Astrophysics (LNA), a research
institute of the Ministry of Science, Technology and Innovation (MCTT).



6

function, and final calibration using polarimetric standard stars. Detailed descriptions of this pro-
cedure and the calibration data used have been presented in earlier work (Santos et al. 2012, 2014,
2016, 2017). Final uncertainties on the measured polarization fractions were obtained via a quadra-
ture addition of statistical and systematic errors, where the latter were conservatively set equal to
0.1% based on upper limits for the instrumental polarization calibration error reported by Santos
et al. (2012). Finally, the measured polarization fractions were debiased in the usual way (Wardle &
Kronberg 1974; Santos et al. 2017) and then measurements not satisfying py > 30,,, were rejected.
Detections of H-band polarization were obtained for 93 stars.

2.4. Herschel Data

To better understand our new data from L483 we also used Herschel 250, 350, and 500 pum SPIRE
data? (Spectral and Photometric Imaging Receiver) and 160 pm PACS data® (Photodetector Array
Camera) in our analysis. These data were obtained from the Herschel archive®. We used these data
to give us valuable information on the column density, temperature and optical depth of 1483 (see
Section 3.1). The SPIRE data were zero-point corrected as described in Sadavoy et al. (2018c¢). These
corrected maps were used to create synthetic HAWC+ Band D maps, as described in Appendix A.
We also use these data to zero-point correct the PACS data using the procedure described in Appendix

A.
3. RESULTS
3.1. Polarization Results

In Figure 1 (left panel) we show the corresponding vectors for all 93 H-band polarization detec-
tions, drawn parallel to 6y in order to illustrate the inferred magnetic field angle. (Recall that for
polarization by absorption, the inferred magnetic field direction is parallel to the measured E-vector
(e.g., Draine & Weingartner 1997; Lazarian 2007).) The background image in this figure is 2MASS
H-band, and we also superpose the contours of Herschel 500 pm dust emission (black), as well a
single-dish IRAM map of the red- and blue-shifted CO outflow lobes (Tafalla et al. 2000).

Given the relatively small distance to the target (~200 pc, see Section 1) and the relatively small
sky area mapped (< 0.1 pc? at 200 pc), we expect very few if any foreground stars. We investigated
the distances to our H-band stars using the Gaia edr3 database (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2016, 2021;
Lindegren et al. 2021) and found that most stars in our sample are too obscured by the globule to be
accurately measured by Gaia. Out of our 93 H-band stars, 13 have Gaia parallax measurements, and
only two out of that sample have robust (i.e., > 3 o) parallax detections. We calculate the distances
to these two stars using the procedure outlined in Bailer-Jones et al. (2021) and find distances of 880
pc and 1060 pc. Both of these stars are at the edge of the cloud, not towards the center of 1L.483.
Due to the dusty nature of the globule obscuring the central stars to Gaia observations, we must use
a different metric to determine if our H-band data are tracing the magnetic field of 1.483.

To test the extent to which the measured H-band polarization is due to dust in the globule, rather
than being caused by distant material far behind the globule, we used estimates of molecular hydrogen
column density Np, obtained from our fits to the Herschel data (see Appendix A and Figure 6) to
carry out a study of the dependence of py on Np,. The right panel of Figure 1 plots these two

2 SPIRE observing labels 1342229186
3 PACS observing labels are 1342228397,1342228398
4 http://archive.esac.esa.int /hsa/whsa/
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Figure 1. left: H-band inferred magnetic field shown in magenta vectors. Background image is 2MASS
H-band. Black contours are Herschel 500 pm intensity shown at 100, 200, 300, 400, and 500 MJy/sr. 2CO
outflow from IRAM shown in red and cyan contours (Tafalla et al. 2000) separated by 2.1 K km s~!. right:
Polarization fraction py vs. column density Np, for H-band stellar polarization measurements. Column
density is obtained from graybody fits to Herschel maps (see Appendix A). The black dashed line shows a
power law fit to the data. The fitted equation is py = po X (Npz,)® where Ny, is the column density divided
by 1022¢m~2. The best fit parameters are py = (1.38 +0.15)% and o = 1.37 £ 0.11.

quantities for all 92 polarization detections for which estimates of Ng, are available. (One of the 93
stars having H-band polarization detections was located at positions just off the western edge of our
Npg, map.) Despite the presence at low Ny, of a small minority of outliers having py near or above
10%, we can see an overall tendency for py to increase with Ng,. To quantify this trend, we carried
out a weighted least squares power law fit to the data.

The fitted equation was py = po X (Ng,/10*2cm™2)*. The weight of each of the 92 data points
used in the fit was set equal to the inverse square of the estimated error in py for that point. The
best fit power law is shown in Figure 1 (right panel) using a black dashed line. From this fit we
find py = (1.38 + 0.15)% and the power law exponent is a = 1.37 & 0.11. This fit result suggests
that the H-band polarization measurements toward higher column densities are indeed tracing the
magnetic field in the globule itself (e.g., Goodman et al. 1995; Chapman et al. 2011). We conclude
that the magnetic field in the outer regions of the globule, where the dust extinction is small enough
to see through at H-band, appears to have an East-West orientation - approximately parallel to the
orientation of the CO outflow (e.g., Fuller et al. 1995; Tafalla et al. 2000; Velusamy et al. 2014).

To determine whether our HAWC+ 154 pum polarization results for L483 are due to emission or
absorption, we calculate the optical depth (7) at different points in the cloud using our fitted values
for column density and temperature obtained from the Herschel data (see Appendix A). At the central
pixel, i.e., the flux peak, and at 23.9” resolution, we find a value of Ty54,m, = 0.037 using the 160 pm
data. This value of Ti54;,,, shows that the far-infrared emission of L483 is optically thin, even at the
peak. Therefore, our HAWC+ polarization observations are tracing the magnetic field morphology
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from emission, instead of absorption, as we are seeing in the near-infrared, H-band observations.
Zielinski et al. (2021) also found their HAWC+ polarization data to be due to emission in the Bok
globule B335.

Figure 2 shows the inferred magnetic field revealed by SOFTA Band D observations, as well as the
recorded dust polarization percentages. The vectors shown have been rotated by 90° since they are
tracing polarized emission (e.g., Lazarian 2007; Andersson et al. 2015). This is shown superimposed
on the 154 um total intensity. The peak intensity at 154 pym is 262 mJy/arcsec?, and the contours show
the source shape starting at 3o, where o is the sensitivity of the image which is ~ 1.9 mJy/arcsec?.
We note that the use of debiased vectors compared to non-debiased does not change the morphology
of the field nor the number of vectors detected, and has only a minor effect on the polarization fraction
of the vectors (the polarization fractions for debiased vectors are 95 - 97% of those for corresponding
non-debiased vectors). These observations show an E-W field orientation in the outer regions of the
core, and a ~ 45° counter-clockwise twist (relative to the E-W field) towards the central source. This
figure shows that the inferred field in this compact region remains organized.

The right panel of Figure 2 shows the inferred magnetic field using H-band data (magenta vectors),
CSO/SHARP 350 pum data (green, Chapman et al. 2013), and the SOFIA 154 pm data (orange
vectors). The vectors are superimposed on a Spitzer 4.5 pm map of 1483 (Velusamy et al. 2014).
The H-band vectors show a clear E-W magnetic field direction, which is approximately parallel to the
outflow seen in the Spitzer map (see also CO outflow lobes in Figure 1). Since the H-band polarimetry
corresponds to stars behind the cloud, each H-band vector is seen on top of an individual star. The
350 pum vectors are also seen to have a mostly E-W direction. The 154 pym magnetic field vectors are
shown in orange in this figure to compare with the larger field, which are at a significantly different
position angle. We discuss these three datasets, including the overall E-W field direction and the
counter-clockwise twist, in Section 4.1. An important feature to note is that while the 154 pym data
show Nyquist sampled vectors (4 vectors per resolution element), the 350 ym data is showing one
vector per resolution element, which is how Chapman et al. (2013) reported the data.

3.2. Total Intensity Results

We show our zero point corrected (zpc) PACS 160 pum map of 1483 in Figure 3. The peak intensity
measured in this map is 429 mJy arcsec 2, and the source is elongated in the E-W direction. This
elongation is in the same direction as the observed outflow (e.g., Tafalla et al. 2000; Velusamy et al.
2014). The 160 pum data do not show as much extended emission of L483 as the SPIRE maps do
(Sadavoy et al. 2018¢c). The PACS maps exhibit a surface brightness that is low compared to that of
the galaxy, suggesting the temperature of L.483 is cold and therefore should have less emission at 160
pm.

In Figure 4 we show the 0.09” resolution ALMA 1.3 mm observations of 1.483. These observations
reveal, for the first time, that L1483 is a binary system. The brighter, southern source has a peak
flux of ~ 8 mJy/beam, while the dimmer source in the north-west direction has a peak flux of ~
5 mJy/beam. Each star looks like a point-source, suggesting they harbor a small disk. This may
indicate that magnetic braking is an important effect in this system. At a distance of 200 pc, the
binary has a separation of ~ 34 au. Galametz et al. (2020) argue that 1483 is a binary with a wider
(~ 400 au) separation based on a 5o detection at ~ 0.65 mJy/beam (Oya et al. 2017) at a resolution
of 0.4”. The high-resolution observations reported in this paper filter out this structure, and we posit
that this was an observation of fluffy envelope material surrounding 1.483.
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Figure 2. left: SOFIA Band D (154 um) observations of L483. The 154 um total intensity emission is

shown in grayscale and contours. The black contours are shown at 3, 5, 10, and 200, ¢ = 1.9 mJy arcsec 2.

Scaled magnetic field vectors in orange with the polarization percentage scalebar shown on the bottom right.
The inner vectors have a polarization 2 1% while the two outer vectors are 7% and 20.4%. The resolution
of the observations is ~ 13.6” and is shown on the bottom left. right: A subset of the H-band vectors
(magenta) shown on the Spitzer 4.5 pm background image. SHARP 350 pum (Chapman et al. 2013) vectors
are shown in green and HAWC+ 154 pum vectors are shown in orange. Note that the HAWC+ vectors are
Nyquist sampled while the SHARP vectors correspond independent beams. All vectors shown are inferred
magnetic field orientation. Both panels show the location of the ALMA protostar as a yellow star.

Table 1 summarizes results of total intensity maps from PACS (160 pum), HAWC+ (154 pum), and
ALMA (1.3 mm). For each map, we list coordinates of intensity peaks, peak intensity values, peak
fluxes, as well as map angular resolution and map sensitivity. The HAWC+ 154 um reported peak
flux is ~87% of the Herschel PACS 160 um reported peak flux. From the HAWC+ observers guidebook
and Gordon et al. (2018), we expect our calibration to be within 10% of the true value. There are
a few reasons that could be contributing to this continuum flux discrepancy. First, this could be
explained if there is a slight error in the total calibration. Additionally, the difference between the
two peak flux values may be explained by the difference in beam size used for a source that is quite
peaked in its emission. Finally, it is possible this discrepancy can be accounted for due to the slight
difference in wavelength between the two datasets. We also note that since the HAWC+ observations
are taken using chop-nod, L483 appears to be smeared out in the direction of the chop' (the 154 ym
continuum emission in left panel of Figure 3 is more rounded than the 160 ym emission in right panel
of Figure 3). This smearing of L483 in the N-S direction is likely due to the large chop amplitude
of the secondary mirror, which was necessary to get a clean atmospheric background subtraction.
It is also possible that the smearing is due to a slightly larger beam size due to the pointing drift
described in Section 2. Nevertheless, we do not expect the polarization results to be affected by any
calibration discrepancies due to our x? analysis.

! This beam smearing is likely due to the lack of bright guide stars near the target combined with a 250” chop
amplitude, the maximum value allowed for HAWC+ observing.
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Figure 3. left: HAWC+ 154 pum total intensity shown in the colorscale and contours. The solid black
contours shown correspond to 6, 12, and 25 mJy arcsec”2. The ~13.6” beam is shown in the bottom left.
right: PACS 160 pm L483 data shown in the colorscale and contours. The PACS ~11.4” beam is shown in
the bottom left. We show dashed black contours corresponding to 2.5 and 4 mJy arcsec™2, and solid black
contours at 6, 12, 25 mJy arcsec”2. To compare the source shape between the two telescopes we plot the
same contours on the HAWC+ data (6, 12, 25 mJy arcsec™?2), excluding the two levels which are lower than
the sensitivity of the HAWC+ data. The shape of 1.483 is elongated in the N-S direction in the 154 pm data
compared to the 160 um data. This is expected due to the nature of chop-nod observations. In both images
we show the location of the ALMA protostar with a yellow star.
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Figure 4. Band 6 ALMA data of 1.483 revealing that [.483 hosts a binary star system. This image prioritized
resolution over sensitivity using uniform weighting in the cleaning process. We show black contours at 5,
10, 20, 25, 300, 0 = 0.15 mJy/beam. The ALMA beam is shown in the bottom left, and a scale bar of 25
au is shown in the bottom center.
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4. DISCUSSION
4.1. Magnetic Field Morphology of L483

Measuring the magnetic field morphology across spatial scales can inform our study of magnetically
regulated collapse in star formation. The Planck® all-sky survey mapped the L483 region. Using the
Planck Legacy Archive, we obtained the 850 pum Stokes I, Q, and U parameters at the location of
L483 at 5 resolution. We find that the debiased polarization percentage is 0.71% with an uncertainty
of 0.55%, indicating that there was not a robust detection of polarization at 5. The inferred magnetic
field angle measurement from these observations is 70° with an uncertainty of ~ 17°, which would
indicate that on these large scales the magnetic field of 1483 has an E-W orientation. Due to the
lack of a robust detection from these observations, we merely acknowledge that the field morphology
on ~ 0.3 pc scales may be in roughly the same direction as our H-band data (see Section 2.3 and
Figure 1).

Our H-band data reveal a mostly E-W magnetic field direction in L483. The field probed by
these observations is larger than the core-structure of L483 traced by the Herschel 500 pm emission.
Towards the central near-IR emission, some of these data start to look as though they may be pinched
towards the protostar, yet they still mostly persist in the E-W direction. In the right panel of Figure
2, we show the CSO/SHARP 350 um inferred magnetic field in green (Chapman et al. 2013). These
SHARP observations probe down to ~ 2000 au and are, on average, in the same E-W direction as the
H-band vectors. This consistency of parallelism with the outflow across these spatial scales suggests
the core of 1483 is likely an example of magnetically regulated collapse, as seen in B335 (Maury et al.
2018) and L1448N (Kwon et al. 2019). This result is amplified by the high degree of order in the
H-band vectors, which can indicate a strong magnetic field (Mocz et al. 2017). Thus, if the magnetic
field on core scales is strong, and we see this degree of alignment with the outflow, we do not expect
large-scale turbulence to dominate the dynamical processes of 1.483. This is in line with the isolation
of this cloud.

Our 154 pm data reveal a twist in the inferred magnetic field direction in the central emission
of 1483 (note the six vectors closest to the protostar in Figure 2). The outer two vectors are in
the E-W direction and agree well with the H-band data and the SHARP data. This twist is ~ 45°
counter-clockwise with-respect-to the larger-scale field. The twist in the central inferred magnetic
field may be due to small-scale dynamics changing the direction of the field, such as rotation or binary
interaction. Previous studies have compared field morphology across scales, with some evidence for
abrupt changes in field orientation (e.g., Hull et al. 2017; Pattle et al. 2021). Some models also show
similar evidence of such an abrupt change (e.g., Myers et al. 2020).

Although the resolution of the HAWC+ data is ~ 2700 au, it is possible the central, twisted vectors
are probing a hot, small central source. Dust models used in Jacobsen et al. (2019) (see their Figure
9) show that the dust emission at 154 pm is likely centrally concentrated - confined to a 5” region,
corresponding to 1000 au. Therefore we suggest that our central HAWC+ vectors are from dust
emission also on this small size scale. If the polarized emission is, in fact, from the central 1000 au,
then this may resolve the apparent discrepancy between the SHARP 350 pm vectors, which has a
resolution of ~ 2000 au, and the 154 pum vectors (see right panel Figure 2).

! Based on observations obtained with Planck (http://www.esa.int/Planck), an ESA science mission with instruments
and contributions directly funded by ESA Member States, NASA, and Canada.
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4.2. How the Field is Affecting the Formation of L483

Using MHD simulations, Chen & Ostriker (2018) analyzed 100 protostellar cores and found that
the degree of misalignment between the angular momentum axis of the core with respect to the
magnetic field direction increases when turbulence increases, or when the magnetic field is weak.
Thus, a system with its field aligned with its angular momentum could be dominated by magnetic
field energy. To determine the angular momentum direction of 1483, we use its outflow (Pudritz &
Norman 1983). As shown in Figure 1, the large-scale CO outflow, which was observed using the 30
m single dish IRAM (Tafalla et al. 2000), aligns approximately parallel to the E-W direction and
extends approximately ~ 10,000 au in either direction of the central source. The field lines extend
further in the E-W direction in the core of L483 than the outflow, as well as N and S of the outflow.
This outflow extends to approximately the outer contour of the Herschel 500 pm emission.

In the classical picture of magnetized star formation, a dominant magnetic field is aligned with the
angular momentum of the system (Mouschovias & Paleologou 1979). In this scenario, the infalling
material efficiently loses angular momentum via magnetic braking. This effect, however, was shown
to be too efficient in that it suppressed disk growth in most systems, and nonideal MHD effects were
proposed as a means to reduce the efficiency (e.g., Li et al. 2011). More recent results have shown
magnetic braking is less efficient when the axes are misaligned (e.g., Joos et al. 2012), thus allowing
disks to grow (e.g., Li et al. 2014a). The ALMA data presented in Section 3.2 do not seem to exhibit
large disks— the stars are unresolved so the disks appear to be less than 18 au. Such a small disk size
may indicate that magnetic braking has been important in the formation of L.483.

Surveys such as TADPOL (Hull et al. 2014) have searched for observational confirmation of this
outflow-field (mis)alignment, and found that at ~ 1000 au scales the alignment is random. A recent
result from the BISTRO survey (Yen et al. 2021) showed that in 62 cores the mean 3D magnetic field
is ~ 50° misaligned with respect to the outflows. We note that this survey did find the projected
outflow-field alignment to be within 15-30°. Nevertheless, these large surveys show that there is no
strong preference in outflow-field alignment. The results of Chapman et al. (2013) disagree with
these other surveys as they found evidence of aligned fields in seven isolated cores. Therefore it is
possible the degree of isolation of the target could dictate how well aligned it is.

The core-scale field is approximately parallel to the outflow seen in L483. Though it is possible
for the outflow to have affected the field direction on small scales, it is unlikely for it to have been
able to affect this field direction we see on such a large scale since the outflow energy becomes low
compared to the gravitational energy density of the cloud. Therefore, we posit our data are showing
that the magnetic field influenced the formation of this outflow. We do note that, when considering
the results of, e.g., Hull et al. (2014); Hull & Zhang (2019); Yen et al. (2021), it is possible that the
alignment of the magnetic field of L.483 and its outflow axis is by chance.

As material collapses from the cloud down to the central protostar, it tends to be directed by the
field direction (Allen et al. 2003). This is seen in clouds using an Histogram of Relative Orientation
analysis (see, e.g., Soler et al. 2013; Lee et al. 2021), and is thought to continue down to smaller
scales. While the change in morphology from large to small scales can indicate a change in the
small-scale dynamics, it is possible that the field is still controlling the flow of the material. If that is
the case, then our observations are in line with MHD simulations (e.g., Allen et al. 2003) predicting
magnetically regulated collapse of the protostar. Meaning the infalling material of L483 is flowing
along the field lines and accumulating onto the observed flattened envelope. This has been seen in
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polarization observations using JCMT in the Ophiuchus cloud (Pattle et al. 2021). On the other
hand, with the inclusion of more non-ideal MHD effects in simulations, it has been shown that the
magnetic field might play an important, yet more subtle role in the collapse due to these effects
impeding the field’s ability to control gas kinematics (e.g., Zhao et al. 2018).

It is possible that at some point during the protostellar collapse the magnetic field will be shaped by
dynamical processes such as outflows and winds (Davidson et al. 2011; Hull et al. 2017). Furthermore,
for sufficiently high densities charged dust grains may disappear causing the field to decouple from the
collapsing material (Zhao et al. 2018). With the 154 pm results shown in this paper, we see evidence
of continuity in the outer two vectors, but it is unclear if the twisted field is continuous with the
larger scale field, or if, alternatively, the structure has somehow been ripped apart. Since the process
of accretion can be sporadic, it is plausible that nonisotropic accretion could have some sort of torque
on the inner structure, thus rotating the observed field. Oya et al. (2018) report an asymmetry in
the observed molecular emission in the envelope of L483, which may be further evidence of such an
event.

4.3. L483 Flattened Infall Envelope and Binarity

Leung et al. (2016) found evidence for a flattened envelope of ~ 1000 au size using SMA 850 pm
data as seen in Figure 5. This SMA map suggests that this structure is rotated with-respect-to the
the large-scale outflow by ~ 30°. This is reminiscent of our observation that the field here is also
rotated with respect to the outflow, which may be a coincidence. Taking the outflow orientation
to be 100° (see below) and relying on the estimate of 30° from Leung et al. (2016), we obtain a
smaller counter-clockwise rotation of just 20°. Nevertheless, it is interesting that this structure is
approximately perpendicular to the magnetic field traced by HAWCH. If the collapse of 1483 is
magnetically regulated on these scales, then we expect to observe a flattened structure perpendicular
to the field lines (e.g., Allen et al. 2003). Though the field probed at these scales has shifted from
the large scale, it remains organized in its morphology.

The envelope magnetic field morphology of L.483 is reminiscent of the Planck results for the highest
densities probed in ten molecular clouds, in that the field is seen to be perpendicular to the elon-
gated structure (Planck Collaboration et al. 2016). Others have explored the relationship between
elongated /filamentary structures and magnetic fields at densities higher than Planck can probe and
have found a variety of results. Monsch et al. (2018), Sadavoy et al. (2018b), and Pillai et al. (2020)
have all found evidence for parallel fields in dense filaments. However, in all three cases the parallel
fields were not found at the main central concentration of mass. In fact, Pillai et al. (2020) found
the field to be mostly perpendicular to the elongation at the main concentration of mass, similar to
our 1483 results. This is consistent with perpendicular fields observed by Chapman et al. (2013) in
other flattened envelopes seen with perpendicular fields (see also, Allen et al. 2003).

The collapse of the protostar and the fragmentation of the core are intimately related to the outflow
of the system, and current outflow observations in L.483 appear to show a consistent direction. Using
HCO™ observations, Park et al. (2000) found the outflow in L483 has a position angle (PA) of 95°.
The large-scale 2CO (2-1) observations (Tafalla et al. 2000) and the outer lobes of the smaller-scale
12CO (1-0) observations (Velusamy et al. 2014) nicely trace the scattered light 4.5 ym outflow (see,
Figure 2) with a PA of 105°. In Figure 5, we show the average direction of the 154 um magnetic field
with the *CO (1-0) observations from Velusamy et al. (2014) and the SMA 850 pm infall envelope
(Leung et al. 2016). While we cannot rule out the possibility that the magnetic field we are observing
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is being compressed along the outflow cavity (as was seen by e.g., Davidson et al. 2011; Hull et al.
2017), we do not find convincing evidence that this is what the data are showing.

At 1000 au scales, the infalling envelope complicates the kinematics and the line emission no longer
shows a strong preference for ~ 100° (see Figure 5). In fact, observations of CS(7-6) in L483 are
modeled as infalling material along the outflow walls (Leung et al. 2016). Combined with high-
resolution molecular observations (e.g., Oya et al. 2017; Jacobsen et al. 2019), it is plausible that
these dynamical processes have a role in the observed twist in the magnetic field at 1000 au. While
the large-scale magnetic field of 1483 appears to be consistent with being strongly magnetized (i.e.,
the magnetic energy is larger than the turbulent energy), the complexity of the small-scale outflow
indicates the magnetic field may not be dominant in the formation of its protostar. A change in
angular momentum or gas infall direction on small scales could be causing the twist in the field seen
in the infall envelope.

The ALMA data shown here reveal that there are at least two stars forming in 1483 (Figure 4).
The projected binary separation is ~ 30 au. Interestingly, this separation of the binary is parallel
to the inner magnetic field traced at 154 pm. It is unclear from our observation alone whether this
is a random alignment or if the symmetry axis of where the binary forms with-respect-to the field
direction is important in its formation. We note that while the shape of the ALMA beam is elliptical,
it is not elongated in the direction of the binary star and therefore we do not expect this discovery
to be a result of beam smearing.

The close binary of L483 brings up questions regarding its formation. Its natal magnetic field
on 10,000 au scales is well-ordered and likely quite strong which should dampen fragmentation on
envelope scales (Zhao et al. 2018). However, it is possible that the companion star initially formed
at a larger distance and migrated inward via the accretion of material that has undergone strong
magnetic braking (Zhao & Li 2013). This is in line with simulations by Offner et al. (2016) who
find an offset between the orbital plane of some close binaries and their outflows. While this is not
uncommon in observations (Tobin et al. 2016), Offner et al. (2016) argue that these systems may
have formed via turbulent fragmentation followed by migration to small separations, as opposed to
gravitational instabilities in a disk. This formation scenario might be why the magnetic field of L.483
at 1000 au is misaligned with its outflow, which was also seen by Galametz et al. (2020) using SMA
870 pum polarimetry data. Our observed field morphology differs by ~ 45° from that of the SMA,
however those observations are lacking in sensitivity and only produced one magnetic field vector.
What is clear from these observations is that there is a dynamical process affecting the magnetic field
morphology at the ~ 1000 au scale.

4.4. Comparison to L1157

In this section we compare the morphology we observe in L.483 to that observed in another well-
studied, low-mass protostar, L1157. L1157 is located in the Cepheus flare at a distance of ~ 340
pc (Sharma et al. 2020) and, like 1483, shows evidence of a flattened structure from ~ 10,000 au
(Looney et al. 2007) down to ~ 1000 au scales (Kwon et al. 2019). Shirley et al. (2000) observed
both L483 and L1157 at 850 um with SCUBA and found at 15" (~ few thousand au) scales the two
differed in their extended structures such that L.483’s intensity distribution is oriented perpendicular
to its outflow, while LL1157’s is extended parallel to its outflow. The large-scale magnetic field of
L1157 is seen to be parallel to its outflow (Chapman et al. 2013), similar to what we see in L483. On
smaller scales, the field direction in L1157 remains continuous in this direction (Stephens et al. 2013;
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Figure 5. Flattened infall envelope of 1483 shown in black contours from 870 pm SMA observations (Leung
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Hull et al. 2014), in contrast to the twist seen in 1.483. L.1157 exhibits an hourglass field morphology
on envelope scales (Stephens et al. 2013; Hull et al. 2014) while L483 does not. Both L1157 and 1.483
do not show signs of a Keplerian disk down to 10-20 au scales (Tobin et al. 2013; Jacobsen et al.
2019). Like L483, L1157 is a close (~ 16 au) binary (Tobin et al. 2022); however the plane of its
binary is perpendicular to the direction of the field. The plane of the binary in 483 is parallel to
the direction of the 1000 au scale magnetic field. We suggest that in both sources the magnetic field
controlled the large scale collapse and in L1157 the field is still strong enough to regulate the collapse
on small scales. However, in 483 the geometry of the field compared to the plane of its binary
suggests that this change in angular momentum due to the possible migration process was strong
enough to influence the magnetic field morphology. More studies of inner envelope-scale magnetic
fields in close binaries are necessary to determine if this configuration of field direction and binary
plane is common, and, if so, the reason for the alignment.

5. SUMMARY

In this paper, we present new far-IR (154 pm) polarization results from SOFIA/HAWC+ in the
Bok globule L483. We also show new H-band polarization observations of this region. Additionally,
we present new ALMA 1.3 mm total intensity observations of L483. Our main results are:

1. We find organized dust polarization around L483. We also find the direction of polarization
changes close to the central protostar. The HAWC+ 154 um inferred field shows a twist
approximately 45° counter-clockwise to the larger scale field. This morphology differs from the
typical hourglass shape thought to be seen in gravitational collapse (e.g., Girart et al. 2006;
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Rao et al. 2009; Stephens et al. 2013), yet remains organized. This may be indicative of an
event that altered the field, such as the formation of another star.

2. We show H-band polarization data that reveals a magnetic field in the core of L.483 having an
E-W orientation. This ordered field can be traced to larger distances than the outflow seen
in Tafalla et al. (2000), indicating that the magnetic field likely was important in the initial
collapse of L483. Chen & Ostriker (2018) show that an outflow parallel to the magnetic field
can be indicative of a strongly magnetized cloud. From our H-band data, we argue that the
magnetic field is likely dynamically important in the collapse of the core.

3. The change in direction may also indicate that the field is not as strong on small scales. The
field appears to be almost orthogonal to the 1000 au-envelope structure found by Leung et al.
(2016), and may be funneling material onto this structure as seen in Pattle et al. (2021). Such an
occurrence might imply that while the field is not strong enough to resist the change of direction
between the scales probed by near-IR and HAWC+ it remains dynamically significant on the
1000 au scale.

4. Using 1.3 mm ALMA observations, we show for the first time that L483 is forming at least two
stars. The observed binary has a projected separation of ~ 30 au. We show that the plane
of the binary appears to be parallel to the magnetic field at 1000 au scales, differing from the
situation found in another close binary, LL1157. This hints that the formation of the binary,
and thus a change in angular momentum, in 483 is responsible for the twist observed in the
magnetic field, though more observations are needed to know if this is a common occurrence.

The observations shown in this paper highlight the benefits of using multi-wavelength and multi-
scale data to gain insight into the collapse of a protostar. 1483 is often regarded as a simple source;
yet with high-resolution observations, we reveal it has at least two stars forming. Further theoretical
investigation into the magnetic field on these scales is needed to understand how it interacts with
gravitational collapse, rotation, and binary formation.



18

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

Data cubes containing the CO outflow observations for 1.483 (Tafalla et al. 2000; Velusamy et al.
2014) and the SMA 850 pm continuum observations (Leung et al. 2016) were kindly provided by
Mario Tafalla, Thangasamy Velusamy, and Gigi Leung. This work was based [in part] on obser-
vations made with the NASA/DLR Stratospheric Observatory for Infrared Astronomy (SOFIA).
SOFTA is jointly operated by the Universities Space Research Association, Inc. (USRA), under
NASA contract NNA17BF53C, and the Deutsches SOFIA Institut (DSI) under DLR contract 50
OK 2002 to the University of Stuttgart. This paper makes use of the following ALMA data:
ADS/JAO.ALMA#2016.1.00085.S. ALMA is a partnership of ESO (representing its member states),
NSF (USA) and NINS (Japan), together with NRC (Canada) and NSC and ASTAA (Taiwan), in co-
operation with the Republic of Chile. The Joint ALMA Observatory is operated by ESO, AUI/NRAO
and NAQOJ. The National Radio Astronomy Observatory is a facility of the National Science Founda-
tion operated under cooperative agreement by Associated Universities, Inc. PACS has been developed
by a consortium of institutes led by MPE (Germany) and including UVIE (Austria); KU Leuven, CSL,
IMEC (Belgium); CEA, LAM (France); MPIA (Germany); INAF-IFSI/OAA/OAP/OAT, LENS,
SISSA (Italy); IAC (Spain). This development has been supported by the funding agencies BMVIT
(Austria), ESA-PRODEX (Belgium), CEA/CNES (France), DLR (Germany), ASI/INAF (Italy),
and CICYT/MCYT (Spain). SPIRE has been developed by a consortium of institutes led by Cardiff
University (UK) and including Univ. Lethbridge (Canada); NAOC (China); CEA, LAM (France);
IFSI, Univ. Padua (Italy); IAC (Spain); Stockholm Observatory (Sweden); Imperial College London,
RAL, UCL-MSSL, UKATC, Univ. Sussex (UK); and Caltech, JPL, NHSC, Univ. Colorado (USA).
This development has been supported by national funding agencies: CSA (Canada); NAOC (China);
CEA, CNES, CNRS (France); ASI (Italy); MCINN (Spain); SNSB (Sweden); STFC, UKSA (UK);
and NASA (USA). This publication makes use of SPIRE data products (NHSC 2020a,b,c). This
research has made use of the NASA /TPAC Infrared Science Archive, which is funded by the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration and operated by the California Institute of Technology. This
publication also makes use of data products from the Two Micron All Sky Survey (Skrutskie et al.
2006), which is a joint project of the University of Massachusetts and the Infrared Processing and
Analysis Center (2MASS Team 2020), funded by the National Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion and the National Science Foundation. This publication has made use of data products based
on observations obtained with Planck (http://www.esa.int/Planck), an ESA science mission with
instruments and contributions directly funded by ESA Member States, NASA, and Canada (Planck
Team 2020). This work has made use of data from the European Space Agency (ESA) mission Gaia
(https://www.cosmos.esa.int /gaia), processed by the Gaia Data Processing and Analysis Consortium
(DPAC, https://www.cosmos.esa.int /web/gaia/dpac/consortium). Funding for the DPAC has been
provided by national institutions, in particular the institutions participating in the Gaia Multilateral
Agreement.

We thank the anonymous referee for their helpful comments in improving this manuscript. LWL
acknowledges support from NSF AST-1910364. ZYL is supported in part by NSF AST-1815784 and
NASA 80NSSC20K0533. K.P. is a Royal Society University Research Fellow, supported by grant
number URFR1211322. TWS acknowledges support for this work by NASA through award #08_0186
issued by USRA.


https://www.cosmos.esa.int/gaia
https://www.cosmos.esa.int/web/gaia/dpac/consortium

19

Facility: TRSA, SOFIA, Herschel, ALMA, Planck, Gaia

Software: CASA (McMullinet al. 2007), Matplotlib (Hunter 2007), Numpy (van der Walt et al. 2011),
Astropy (http://www.astropy.org; Astropy Collaborationetal.2013), APLpy (Robitaille& Bressert2012),

SciPy (Virtanen et al. 2020)

REFERENCES

2MASS Team. 2020, 2MASS All-Sky Survey Scan
Information Table, IPAC,
doi: 10.26131/IRSA111

Allen, A., Li, Z.-Y., & Shu, F. H. 2003, ApJ, 599,
363, doi: 10.1086/379243

Alves, F. O., Frau, P., Girart, J. M., et al. 2014,
A&A, 569, L1,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201424678

Andersson, B. G., Lazarian, A., & Vaillancourt,
J. E. 2015, ARA&A, 53, 501,
doi: 10.1146 /annurev-astro-082214-122414

Astropy Collaboration, Robitaille, T. P., Tollerud,
E. J., et al. 2013, A&A, 558, A33,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201322068

Bailer-Jones, C. A. L., Rybizki, J., Fouesneau, M.,
Demleitner, M., & Andrae, R. 2021, AJ, 161,
147, doi: 10.3847/1538-3881/abd806

Bok, B. J., & Reilly, E. F. 1947, ApJ, 105, 255,
doi: 10.1086,/144901

Boss, A. P. 2000, ApJL, 545, L61,
doi: 10.1086/317332

Chapman, N. L., Goldsmith, P. F., Pineda, J. L.,
et al. 2011, ApJ, 741, 21,
doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/741/1/21

Chapman, N. L., Davidson, J. A., Goldsmith,
P. F., et al. 2013, ApJ, 770, 151,
doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/770/2/151

Chen, C.-Y., & Ostriker, E. C. 2018, AplJ, 865, 34,
doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /aad905

Cox, E. G., Harris, R. J., Looney, L. W., et al.
2018, ApJ, 855, 92,
doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /aaacd2

Dame, T. M., & Thaddeus, P. 1985, ApJ, 297,
751, doi: 10.1086/163573

Davidson, J. A., Novak, G., Matthews, T. G.,
et al. 2011, ApJ, 732, 97,
doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/732/2/97

Draine, B. T., & Weingartner, J. C. 1997, ApJ,
480, 633, doi: 10.1086,/304008

Fuller, G. A., Lada, E. A., Masson, C. R., &
Myers, P. C. 1995, ApJ, 453, 754,
doi: 10.1086/176437

Gaia Collaboration, Prusti, T., de Bruijne,
J. H. J., et al. 2016, A&A, 595, A1,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201629272
Gaia Collaboration, Brown, A. G. A., Vallenari,
A., et al. 2021, A&A, 649, A1,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/202039657
Galametz, M., Maury, A., Girart, J. M., et al.
2018, A&A, 616, A139,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201833004
—. 2020, A&A, 644, A4T,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/202038854
Girart, J. M., Rao, R., & Marrone, D. P. 2006,
Science, 313, 812, doi: 10.1126/science.1129093
Goodman, A. A., Jones, T. J., Lada, E. A., &
Myers, P. C. 1995, ApJ, 448, 748,
doi: 10.1086 /176003
Gordon, M. S., Lopez-Rodriguez, E., Andersson,
B. G., et al. 2018, arXiv e-prints,
arXiv:1811.03100.
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.03100
Harper, D. A., Runyan, M. C., Dowell, C. D.,
et al. 2018, Journal of Astronomical
Instrumentation, 7, 1840008,
doi: 10.1142/52251171718400081
Hennebelle, P., Commercon, B., Joos, M., et al.
2011, A&A, 528, A72,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201016052
Hildebrand, R. H. 1983, QJRAS, 24, 267
Hildebrand, R. H., Davidson, J. A., Dotson, J. L.,
et al. 2000, PASP, 112, 1215,
doi: 10.1086/316613
Hull, C. L. H., Le Gouellec, V. J. M., Girart,
J. M., Tobin, J. J., & Bourke, T. L. 2020, ApJ,
892, 152, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /ab5809
Hull, C. L. H., & Zhang, Q. 2019, Frontiers in
Astronomy and Space Sciences, 6, 3,
doi: 10.3389/fspas.2019.00003
Hull, C. L. H., Plambeck, R. L., Kwon, W., et al.
2014, AplJS, 213, 13,
doi: 10.1088/0067-0049/213/1/13


http://doi.org/10.26131/IRSA111
http://doi.org/10.1086/379243
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201424678
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-082214-122414
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201322068
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/abd806
http://doi.org/10.1086/144901
http://doi.org/10.1086/317332
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/741/1/21
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/770/2/151
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aad905
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaacd2
http://doi.org/10.1086/163573
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/732/2/97
http://doi.org/10.1086/304008
http://doi.org/10.1086/176437
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201629272
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202039657
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833004
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202038854
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.1129093
http://doi.org/10.1086/176003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.03100
http://doi.org/10.1142/S2251171718400081
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201016052
http://doi.org/10.1086/316613
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab5809
http://doi.org/10.3389/fspas.2019.00003
http://doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/213/1/13

20

Hull, C. L. H., Girart, J. M., Tychoniec, L., et al.
2017, ApJ, 847, 92,
doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /aa7fe9

Hunter, J. D. 2007, Computing in Science
Engineering, 9, 90, doi: 10.1109/MCSE.2007.55

Jacobsen, S. K., Jgrgensen, J. K., Di Francesco,
J., et al. 2019, A&A, 629, A29,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201833214

Joos, M., Hennebelle, P., & Ciardi, A. 2012, A&A,
543, A128, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201118730

Jorgensen, J. K. 2004, A&A, 424, 589,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361:20040247

Kwon, W., Stephens, I. W., Tobin, J. J., et al.
2019, ApJ, 879, 25,
doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/ab24c8

Launhardt, R., Stutz, A. M., Schmiedeke, A.,
et al. 2013, A&A, 551, A9S,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201220477

Lazarian, A. 2007, JQSRT, 106, 225,
doi: 10.1016/j.jqsrt.2007.01.038

Lee, D., Berthoud, M., Chen, C.-Y., et al. 2021,
ApJ, 918, 39, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /acOcf2

Leung, G. Y. C., Lim, J., & Takakuwa, S. 2016,
AplJ, 833, 55, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/833/1/55

Li, Z. Y., Banerjee, R., Pudritz, R. E., et al.
2014a, in Protostars and Planets VI, ed.
H. Beuther, R. S. Klessen, C. P. Dullemond, &
T. Henning, 173,
doi: 10.2458 /azu_uapress_9780816531240-ch008

Li, Z.-Y., Krasnopolsky, R., & Shang, H. 2011,
ApJ, 738, 180,
doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/738/2/180

Li, Z.-Y., Krasnopolsky, R., Shang, H., & Zhao,
B. 2014b, ApJ, 793, 130,
doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/793/2/130

Lindegren, L., Klioner, S. A., Hernandez, J., et al.
2021, A&A, 649, A2,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/202039709

Looney, L. W., Tobin, J. J., & Kwon, W. 2007,
ApJL, 670, 1131, doi: 10.1086/524361

Lynds, B. T. 1962, ApJS, 7, 1,
doi: 10.1086,/190072

Magalhaes, A. M., Rodrigues, C. V., Margoniner,
V. E., Pereyra, A., & Heathcote, S. 1996, in
Astronomical Society of the Pacific Conference
Series, Vol. 97, Polarimetry of the Interstellar
Medium, ed. W. G. Roberge & D. C. B.
Whittet, 118

Maury, A. J., Girart, J. M., Zhang, Q., et al. 2018,
MNRAS, 477, 2760, doi: 10.1093 /mnras/sty574

McKee, C. F., & Ostriker, E. C. 2007, ARA&A,
45, 565,
doi: 10.1146 /annurev.astro.45.051806.110602

McMullin, J. P., Waters, B., Schiebel, D., Young,
W., & Golap, K. 2007, in Astronomical Society
of the Pacific Conference Series, Vol. 376,
Astronomical Data Analysis Software and
Systems XVI, ed. R. A. Shaw, F. Hill, & D. J.
Bell, 127

Mignon-Risse, R., Gonzéalez, M., & Commercon,
B. 2021, arXiv e-prints, arXiv:2109.11241.
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.11241

Mocz, P., Burkhart, B., Hernquist, L., McKee,
C. F., & Springel, V. 2017, ApJ, 838, 40,
doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/aa6475

Monsch, K., Pineda, J. E., Liu, H. B., et al. 2018,
AplJ, 861, 77, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /aac8da

Mouschovias, T. C., & Paleologou, E. V. 1979,
AplJ, 230, 204, doi: 10.1086/157077

Myers, P. C., Stephens, I. W., Auddy, S., et al.
2020, ApJ, 896, 163,
doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/ab9110

NHSC. 2020a, Herschel SPIRE Point Source
Catalog: 250 microns, IPAC,
doi: 10.26131/IRSA45

—. 2020b, Herschel SPIRE Point Source Catalog:
350 microns, IPAC, doi: 10.26131/IRSA46

—. 2020c, Herschel SPIRE Point Source Catalog:
500 microns, IPAC, doi: 10.26131/IRSA44

Novak, G. 2011, in Astronomical Society of the
Pacific Conference Series, Vol. 449,
Astronomical Polarimetry 2008: Science from
Small to Large Telescopes, ed. P. Bastien,
N. Manset, D. P. Clemens, & N. St-Louis, 50

Offner, S. S. R., Dunham, M. M., Lee, K. 1., Arce,
H. G., & Fielding, D. B. 2016, ApJL, 827, LL11,
doi: 10.3847/2041-8205/827/1/L11

Ortiz-Leén, G. N., Loinard, L., Dzib, S. A., et al.
2018, ApJL, 869, L33,
doi: 10.3847/2041-8213/aaf6ad

Oya, Y., Sakai, N., Watanabe, Y., et al. 2018,
AplJ, 863, 72, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /aacf42

—. 2017, ApJ, 837, 174,
doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /226300

Park, Y. S., Panis, J. F., Ohashi, N., Choi, M., &
Minh, Y. C. 2000, ApJ, 542, 344,
doi: 10.1086 /309501

Parker, N. D. 1988, MNRAS, 235, 139,
doi: 10.1093/mnras/235.1.139


http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa7fe9
http://doi.org/10.1109/MCSE.2007.55
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833214
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201118730
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20040247
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab24c8
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201220477
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jqsrt.2007.01.038
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac0cf2
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/833/1/55
http://doi.org/10.2458/azu_uapress_9780816531240-ch008
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/738/2/180
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/793/2/130
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202039709
http://doi.org/10.1086/524361
http://doi.org/10.1086/190072
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty574
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.astro.45.051806.110602
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.11241
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa6475
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aac8da
http://doi.org/10.1086/157077
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab9110
http://doi.org/10.26131/IRSA45
http://doi.org/10.26131/IRSA46
http://doi.org/10.26131/IRSA44
http://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8205/827/1/L11
http://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/aaf6ad
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aacf42
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa6300
http://doi.org/10.1086/309501
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/235.1.139

Pattle, K., Lai, S.-P., Di Francesco, J., et al. 2021,
ApJ, 907, 88, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /abccbe

Pillai, T. G. S., Clemens, D. P., Reissl, S., et al.
2020, Nature Astronomy, 4, 1195,
doi: 10.1038/s41550-020-1172-6

Planck Collaboration, Abergel, A., Ade, P. A. R.,
et al. 2014, A&A, 571, Al1,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201323195

Planck Collaboration, Ade, P. A. R., Aghanim,
N., et al. 2016, A&A, 586, A138,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201525896

Planck Team. 2020, Planck PCCS2E 353GHz
Catalog, IPAC, doi: 10.26131/TRSA461

Pudritz, R. E., & Norman, C. A. 1983, ApJ, 274,
677, doi: 10.1086/161481

Rao, R., Girart, J. M., Marrone, D. P., Lai, S.-P.,
& Schnee, S. 2009, ApJ, 707, 921,
doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/707/2/921

Robitaille, T., & Bressert, E. 2012, APLpy:
Astronomical Plotting Library in Python.
http://ascl.net/1208.017

Sadavoy, S. I., Di Francesco, J., Johnstone, D.,
et al. 2013, ApJ, 767, 126,
doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/767/2/126

Sadavoy, S. I., Myers, P. C., Stephens, I. W., et al.
2018a, ApJ, 859, 165,
doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /aac2la

—. 2018b, ApJ, 869, 115,
doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /aaef81

Sadavoy, S. 1., Keto, E., Bourke, T. L., et al.
2018c, ApJ, 852, 102,
doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /aaa080

Santos, F. P., Busquet, G., Franco, G. A. P.,
Girart, J. M., & Zhang, Q. 2016, ApJ, 832, 186,
doi: 10.3847/0004-637X/832/2/186

Santos, F. P., Franco, G. A. P., Roman-Lopes, A.,
Reis, W., & Romaén-Zuniga, C. G. 2014, ApJ,
783, 1, doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/783/1/1

Santos, F. P., Roman-Lopes, A., & Franco, G.
A. P. 2012, ApJ, 751, 138,
doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/751/2/138

Santos, F. P., Ade, P. A. R., Angile, F. E.| et al.
2017, ApJ, 837, 161,
doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /aa62a7

Santos, F. P., Chuss, D. T., Dowell, C. D., et al.
2019, ApJ, 882, 113,
doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/ab3407

21

Sharma, E., Gopinathan, M., Soam, A., et al.
2020, A&A, 639, A133,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/202037438

Shirley, Y. L., Evans, Neal J., 1., Rawlings, J.
M. C., & Gregersen, E. M. 2000, ApJS, 131,
249, doi: 10.1086/317358

Skrutskie, M. F., Cutri, R. M., Stiening, R., et al.
2006, AJ, 131, 1163, doi: 10.1086/498708

Soler, J. D., Hennebelle, P., Martin, P. G., et al.
2013, AplJ, 774, 128,
doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/774/2/128

Stephens, I. W., Looney, L. W., Kwon, W., et al.
2013, ApJL, 769, L15,
doi: 10.1088/2041-8205/769/1/L.15

Tafalla, M., Myers, P. C., Mardones, D., &
Bachiller, R. 2000, A&A, 359, 967.
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph /0005525

Tobin, J. J., Cox, E. G., & Looney, L. W. 2022,
ApJ, 928, 61, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /ac5594

Tobin, J. J., Hartmann, L., Looney, L. W., &
Chiang, H.-F. 2010, ApJ, 712, 1010,
doi: 10.1088,/0004-637X/712/2/1010

Tobin, J. J., Chandler, C. J., Wilner, D. J., et al.
2013, ApJ, 779, 93,
doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/779/2/93

Tobin, J. J., Looney, L. W., Li, Z.-Y., et al. 2016,
AplJ, 818, 73, doi: 10.3847/0004-637X/818/1/73

van der Walt, S., Colbert, S. C., & Varoquaux, G.
2011, Computing in Science Engineering, 13, 22,
doi: 10.1109/MCSE.2011.37

Velusamy, T., Langer, W. D., & Thompson, T.
2014, ApJ, 783, 6,
doi: 10.1088,/0004-637X/783/1/6

Virtanen, P., Gommers, R., Oliphant, T. E., et al.
2020, Nature Methods, 17, 261,
doi: 10.1038/s41592-019-0686-2

Wardle, J. F. C., & Kronberg, P. P. 1974, ApJ,
194, 249, doi: 10.1086 /153240

Yen, H.-W., Koch, P. M., Hull, C. L. H., et al.
2021, ApJ, 907, 33,
doi: 10.3847/1538-4357 /abca99

Zhao, B., Caselli, P., Li, Z.-Y., & Krasnopolsky,
R. 2018, MNRAS, 473, 4868,
doi: 10.1093/mnras/stx2617

Zhao, B., & Li, Z.-Y. 2013, ApJ, 763, 7,
doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/763/1/7

Zielinski, N., Wolf, S., & Brunngriber, R. 2021,
A&A, 645, A125,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/202039126


http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abcc6c
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-020-1172-6
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201323195
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201525896
http://doi.org/10.26131/IRSA461
http://doi.org/10.1086/161481
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/707/2/921
http://ascl.net/1208.017
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/767/2/126
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aac21a
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaef81
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaa080
http://doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/832/2/186
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/783/1/1
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/751/2/138
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa62a7
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab3407
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202037438
http://doi.org/10.1086/317358
http://doi.org/10.1086/498708
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/774/2/128
http://doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/769/1/L15
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0005525
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac5594
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/712/2/1010
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/779/2/93
http://doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/818/1/73
http://doi.org/10.1109/MCSE.2011.37
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/783/1/6
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41592-019-0686-2
http://doi.org/10.1086/153240
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abca99
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx2617
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/763/1/7
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202039126

22

APPENDIX
A. ZERO POINT CORRECTION AND NT FITTING

In this Appendix, we first derive zero-point corrections to the HAWC+ 154 pym and PACS 160 pm
intensity maps. Then, we use the zero-point corrected 160 ym map together with the zero-point
corrected SPIRE maps from the literature to derive optical depth, column density, and temperature
information for L483 at 23.9” resolution.

Due to the chop-nod nature of the SOFIA observations (Section 2), areas of low-level emission can
become artificially low when the reference position flux is subtracted. To account for this effect, we
applied a zero-point correction to our total intensity data. We created a synthetic HAWC+ Band
D map by modeling the column density and temperature to the three SPIRE bands (as described
below) and then computing from this the 154 pum flux. The SPIRE maps are quite a bit larger than
the HAWC+ maps and cover the HAWC+ reference beam locations. We found the average reference
beam flux in the synthetic 154 pm maps and added this overall flux back to our HAWC+ data,
thereby creating a zero-point corrected 154 pym map.

The reference beam positions were located approximately north and south of L483. Because of
this, each position in the synthetic map has a gradient of flux corresponding to which side it is on.
This flux ranges within 1.74 to 2.63 mJy arcsec 2. An average of the flux in the two reference beam
positions essentially erases any gradient seen, and we add the mean value of 2.16 mJy arcsec2 to
the 154 pm data. The overall value added back into the HAWC+ data accounts for ~1% of the peak
flux of the source, and therefore does not significantly change any results using that value.

SPIRE observations were able to be zero-point corrected using the all-sky Planck observations
(see Sadavoy et al. 2018¢, for more details), but the PACS observations were not well fit by their
methods due to the small field of view compared to the Planck beam. To account for this, we used a
bootstrapping method to find the zero-point correction for our 160 ym maps. We remapped the 160
pm data onto the same pixel size as the zero-point corrected HAWC+ 154 pm data. Ignoring the 6
pm difference in wavelength, we then found the average difference in flux, off of the source, between
the two observations and added it back to the PACS data. The added value was 19.2 MJy/sr, or 0.452
mJy arcsec™2, and accounted for ~0.1% of the peak flux of the source at 160 pm.

To assess whether the HAWCH 154 pm polarization data is due to emission or absorption, we used
a fitting procedure to determine the dust temperature (T) and optical depth (7) of L483. For our
fit, we used the zero-point corrected SPIRE 250 and 350 pm (Sadavoy et al. 2018c) maps and the
zero-point corrected PACS 160 um map. We prioritized the 160 ym over our 154 pm map due to its
larger field-of-view. We first Gaussian-convolved and re-gridded the 160 pym and 250 pym maps to
the same angular resolution as the 350 pm maps (23.9”). Using a fixed dust opacity spectral index
(6 =1.62, Planck Collaboration et al. 2014), we then implemented a pixel by pixel Spectral Energy
Distribution (SED) fit using a modified blackbody function,

F, = B,(T)(1 - e™™)Q, (A1)

where F, is the flux in the pixel, B, is the Planck equation, 7, is the optical depth, and €2 is the solid
angle of the observations. At far-infrared wavelengths, the optical depth can be assumed to follow a
power law, 7, oc %, For ease, we convert Equation (A1) to wavelength and ultimately fit,

Fy— (A—2> Bu(T)(1— e ™(3) )0 (A2)

C
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Using Equation A2, we determined the dust temperature and optical depth 7 at a chosen reference
wavelength (i.e., \g = 154 pum). To convert from optical depth to column density (Ngo), we use the
relationship 7y54 = Kisapmpy Ngo, where p = 2.8 is the mean molecular weight, my is the mass of
a hydrogen atom, and ky54 is the emissivity of a dust grain at 154 pm. Using the convention for
emissivity in Hildebrand (1983), we find k154 = 0.22 cm?g~!. We account for calibration and statis-
tical uncertainties following the method described in Sadavoy et al. (2013). In brief, for calibration
uncertainty, we created 500 sets of random Gaussian distributions using a mean of 1 and a standard
deviation of 0.084926 (corresponding to a half-width at half maximum of 0.1) for both PACS and
SPIRE observations. To account for our statistical uncertainties, at each wavelength we generated
500 sets of random Gaussian distributions using a mean of zero and the median error associated with
each band as the standard deviation. Since we use our fitted maps to determine the polarization
mechanism at 154 ym and only need approximate values, we do not account for the color correction
factors. Through the central pixel, we find a the column density of ~ 5.2 x 10?2 cm~2 and a tem-
perature of ~ 22 K (see Figures 6 and 7). A caveat to these results is that to truly constrain the
temperature we need 850 ym data, but are unable to use Planck results for this because its resolution
(5) is too large.

The N-T fitting done by Sadavoy et al. (2018¢) in L483 used both SPIRE and PACS data, but their
results included the 500 pm band and are thus at a lower resolution. We show our N-T fits using 160,
250, and 350 pm observations in Figures 6 and 7. The peak temperature from Sadavoy et al. (2018c)
is ~ 18 K, which is lower than the peak temperature we find. Since the emission of 483 is more
point-like than extended, we expect that this discrepancy is due to our fitting routine using higher
resolution data. One trend that we do not recover in our fits is that Sadavoy et al. (2018¢) find the
temperature of L483 decreases further from the center and then increases slightly. In our column
density map, we note a depletion of dust close-in to the central source, in the North-West direction.
This depletion was not seen in Sadavoy et al. (2018c¢), possibly due to the difference in angular
resolution. While we cannot be sure that there are no image artifacts causing this discrepancy in
morphology, we did not detect any obvious ones before or after the re-gridding process.
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Figure 6. Column Density (N) fits using PACS 160 pum and SPIRE 250 and 350 pum data shown in a log
stretch to emphasis the features near the protostar. The fitting routine used a fixed § = 1.62 value (Planck
Collaboration et al. 2014) and fit for temperature and optical depth. For ease, we assumed one temperature
per sight line. To convert from optical depth (7) to N, we used an emissivity value (k) of 0.22 cm?g~!, a
mean molecular weight (u) of 2.8 and the mass of a Hydrogen atom in grams. The location of the ALMA

protostar is shown as a blue star in the middle of the image.
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Figure 7. Temperature fits using PACS 160 ym and SPIRE 250 and 350 um data shown in a linear stretch.
The fitting routine used a fixed § = 1.62 value (Planck Collaboration et al. 2014) and fit for temperature
and optical depth. The temperature of 1.483 exhibits a peaked morphology and drops quickly off of the peak
of the source. The location of the ALMA protostar is shown as a blue star in the middle of the image.
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B. BAND E DATA

Here we show the Band E (214 pm) data of 1.483. The peak intensity value is 118 mJy/arcsec?,
and the sensitivity in the image is 1.4 mJy/arcsec?. This data was zero-point corrected in the same
way as Band D, using a synthetic 214 ym map. The correction amount was 2.1 mJy/arcsec?, which
is < 2% of the peak value. As noted in Section 2, we were unable to use the polarization observations
and thus only show the total intensity. The Band E data show a similar morphology to the Band D
data, with a smearing of the source in approximately the N-S direction. As with the Band D data,
we suggest this is due to the chop in the observations. While there was no significant detection of
polarized emission in Band E, we report a median sensitivity of op ~ 0.089 mJy arcsec™2 .
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Figure 8. Total intensity of 214 pm emission of L483. Contours at 3, 5, 10 and 200, ¢ = 1.4 mJy arcsec™2.

The Band E beam (18.2 arcsec) is shown in the bottom left. The position of the ALMA protostar show as

a yellow star.
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C. ALMA DATA

In this Appendix, we show the ALMA data using Briggs weighting with a robust parameter of 0.5.
This weighting is roughly between natural (more sensitivity) and uniform (higher resolution). We
performed self-calibration on this data with a solution interval of the scan time. The restoring beam
of these observations is 0.137” x 0.096”. The peak flux is 9 mJy/beam and 6 mJy/beam for the A
and B protostar, respectively. Less of the material surrounding the protostars is filtered out using
this image weighting, and we still easily detect the binary companion.
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Figure 9. ALMA image of L1483 using robust = 0.5 weighting. Black contours at 6, 10, 25, 50, 70, 1000,
where o = 33uJy/beam. White contours showing 150 and 1750.



