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Abstract. The origin of the spiral pattern of magnetic fields in discagéds is an open question. Comparison of the regular
magnetic field orientation with the gaseous spiral arm pateyles can tell us whether spiral shock compression is ns#ile

for the magnetic spirals. We also wish to see whether theesidif diferent components of the ISM show the large-scale,
systematic shifts expected from density wave theory. We baveloped a technique of isolating elongated structargslactic
images, such as spiral arms, using anisotropic waveletagpplg this to maps of the CO, infrared and radio continuunssion

of the grand-design spiral galaxy M51. Systematic shifta/ben the ridges of CO, infrared and radio continuum emistiat

are several kpc long are identified, as well as large vanatin pitch angle along spiral arms, of a few tens of degrees. W
find two types of arms of polarized radio emission: one haslgerclose to the ridge of CO, with similar pitch angles for the
CO and polarization spirals and the regular magnetic fidle;ather does not always coincide with the CO arm and its pitch
angle difers from the orientation of its regular magnetic field. Tlfis@ts between ridges of regular magnetic field, dense gas
and warm dust are compatible with the sequence expectedsipoal density wave triggered star formation, with a delég o
few tens of millions of years between gas entering the shodklae formation of giant molecular clouds and a similarriveé
between the formation of the clouds and the emergence ofgystar clusters. At the position of the CO arms the orientatio
of the regular magnetic field is the same as the pitch angleso$piral arm, but away from the gaseous arms the orientation
the regular field varies significantly. Spiral shock compi@s can explain the generation of one type of arm of strotarized
radio emission but a fierent mechanism is probably responsible for a second typelafization arm.

Key words. Galaxies: spiral — Galaxies: magnetic fields — Galaxies: {S®&hlaxies: individual: M51 — Methods: data analysis

1. Introduction versal shape for galactic spirals”. Deviations from thealdidp-

mic spiral may be caused by local disturbances or arise from
. ; d d i« fields. Spiral - systematic globalféects, such as the gravitational force of a
tions o _stars, gas, ”?‘ an magnetic lIelds. spira str.acmu nearby galaxy or the presence of more than one spiral density
p_resent n bOt.h thehlstnbutlon of the radio synchr-otron INteN-\ave (Elmegreen et dl. 1989). If the regular magnetic field sp
sity, and theorientationof the_kpc—scale Tegu'ar field, as Me3als are being aligned with the gaseous spiral arms by shock
sured bY theB-vector_s of rad|0_polar!zat|on (e.g._BeCk 2(_)05)compression, the magnetic field orientation should be blose
Comparing the location and orientation of the spiral palién o404 {0 the local spiral arm pitch angle. In order to gifyant

different components of the interstellar medium (ISM) can prgg,  \ell the diterent spirals are aligned a robust method of
vide important information on the astrophysical connewio measuring local pitch angles is required
between interstellar gas, dust and magnetic fields in gadaxi M51 is probably perturbed by a recent encounter with its
Usually the prominent arms in disc galaxies are treated as . y y . .
) g ) ! companion galaxy NGC 5195. Such interactions often result
having a logarithmic spiral pattern, where the pitch andle 0. . . ;
. : . In increased star formation rates, either localised or @lods
the arm is constant along its length. However, Kenni€ut8I)9

found that the logarithmic spiral form is no better a math‘ema{'dalI forces and spiral density waves compress the inléxste

. L : . medium. The two spiral arms of M51 can be traced through
ical description of real spirals than hyperbolic forms, dmak . . )

«._small scale distortions preclude the possibilityaofy uni- more than 360in azimuthal angle in numerous wavebands
o and several authors have investigated their structures@ileen
Send g@print requests to . Patrikeev. Current address: 301€t al. :_1989) de-proje_cted imgges taken in the optical B and |
University Blvd., UTMB, Galveston, TX, USA, 77550-0456neail: bands into the log(radius)—azimuth plane and used the wéxser
igpatrik@utmb.edu amplitude variations along the arms to locate resonancgs-of

Disc galaxies often display spiral patterns in their digtri
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ral modes. They concluded that M51 contains an inner and an The wavelet transform can be considered as a general-
outer system of spiral arms with a conjunction of resonandesation of the Fourier transform. The classical Fouriensra
at 2 — 3 galacto-centric radius, triggered by the companioform is based on harmonic functions. The generalized Fourie
Measurements of the pitch angles of the main dust lanes tbgnsform allows using non-harmonic orthogonal functiass
Howard & Byrd [1990) and of the variation in star formatiora basis (e.g. a Walch set of discrete, piecewise-constant fu
efficiency along the arms by Knapen et al. {1992) confirméidns). The short-time Fourier transform and the Gaborstran
this double spiral structure. It is clear from a cursory @isn- form use oscillatory basis functions with local supporteTh
spection that even the well defined — grand design — spirghvelet transform also uses oscillatory functions, butan-c
arms of M51 have many variations in pitch angle along thetirast to the classical Fourier transform these functiorcage
length. rapidly toward infinity and all functions in the wavelet basi

Radial shifts between the locations of the crest of the bpie self-similar (the main distinction between the wavelats-
arms in diferent constituents are expected from density waf@m and the Gabor transform). One-dimensional and isatrop
theory. Petit et al[{1996) observed a 300-400 pc shift betwemulti-dimensional wavelet transforms are based on theespac
Ha and UV arms. Rand & Kulkarni Z{1990), Scoville et alscale decomposition of the signal (in other words, the fiamil
(2001), and Tosaki et all (2002) noted that the &ms are of wavelets has two parameters, governing the location and
located outside the CO arms. Henry et Al._(2003) found thae size of the basis function). Using the continuous igutro
the Paschen- line emission is fiset from the CO emission wavelet transform, a 2D image is decomposed into a 3D cube
along part of the arms. All these shifts refer to the inneradpi of wavelet cofficients. Cross-sections of the cube are slices
system and are expected for arms triggered by density waweghich contain the image details at a fixed scale. As a refidt, t
Tilanus et al.[(1988) found that thermal radio continuum amdavelet transform conserves the local properties of thgaa
Ha arms are significantly shifted outwards from the dust lanes| scales. If required, the original image can be recocgta
whereas the non-thermal radio continuum arms occur just frem the cube by summing over all scales (this procedure is
side the dust lanes. called the inverse wavelet transformation).

Most of the above analyses were made by overlaying the ) ) ) )
contours of one image on a grey-scale map of the other or by An ar?lsotroplcwavelet transfor_m is t_he convol_utlon qf the
making azimuthal cuts through the data afefient radii. Both Image with a set of wavelets havingfigirent locations, sizes
methods, while showing the most significant local disp|acgndor|entat|ons Such a family of basis functions is generated
ments in the position of the arms, make iffdiult to see the ex- by translations, dilations anmbtations of the basic wavelet.
tent along the arm of any systematic shift. In the presenepag\PPIying the two-dimensional anisotropic wavelet tramsfo
we describe an objective method, using wavelet analysie-to 10 @n image generates a four-dimensional data set, which is
termine the location of the spiral arm ridges, and measuie th@ SPace-scale-orientation decomposition. Fixing theespad
local pitch angles, along the entire length of an arm. Weyappicale parameters — based on some objective criteria — en-
this method to images of the total and polarized radio centiiP!€s one to track the orientation of an elongated structure
uum emission at6 cm (Fletcher et al. in preparation), the dudAntoine [1998). An extended description of _the contlnuqus
emission at 1&m (Sauvage et dl_1996) and the CO(1-0) linwavelet transform can be found, for example, in Holschneide
emission (Helfer et al.2003). (199%) and Torresaril (1995).

In Sectior 2 we describe the anisotropic wavelet transform
and how we use this method to identify the location of a spi-
ral arm and to measure its localised pitch angles. The obs2rl. The Texan Hat function
vational data we use are briefly discussed in Sefion 3 and the

results of applying the anisotropic wavelet method to th@ darhe ideal anisotropic wavelet for astronomical image psece
are given in Sectiolil4. The astrophysical implications & thng should combine high angular sensitivity with a simpleneo

results are discussed in Sectidn 5. putational formula; the latter requirement is due to theetim
required to calculate the wavelet transform of a high resolu
2. The Method tion image. In this work we use a specially desigretihoc

) ) ) anisotropic wavelet. Its formula is very simple and the vietve
Inimage analysis, wavelet based methods allow the isolafio {ransformation can be calculateffieiently. We do not use the

features, such as spiral arms, and the decomposition of a reaRchy wavelet (Antoine 1993), which provides the best angu
into a hierarchy of structures onffiéirent scales. Wavelets arqy sensitivity, due to its more complicated formula.

a tool for data analysis based on self-similar functionscihi

are well localised both in the physical and frequency dosiain  We introduce our wavelet by starting with the Mexican Hat
Using one-dimensional isotropic wavelets Frick et @l._{@00function (MH), one of the most commonly used wavelets. In
identified systematic shifts between the magnetic and aptithe 1D case, the MH is describedipgx) = (1-x?) expx2/2).
spiral arms in NGC 6946 and using two-dimensional isotropithe 1D MH can be extended into 2D in one of two ways:
wavelets Frick et al[{2001) investigated the scale-byeswar- (i) constructing an isotropic (axisymmetric) function tota-
relations between maps of the same galaxy ffedent spectral tion of the 1D MH, (ii) translation of the 1D MH along an
ranges. In this paper a new method, using a two-dimensioaals but restricting it within a (e.g. Gaussian-shaped)dein
anisotropicwavelet is presented. in this direction, to obtain an anisotropic function. Welcal
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the anisotropic wavelet constructed using the latter ntethe
Texan Hat function (TH) and it can be represented by

- (3 ool )

wherea is the scale parameter by which the wavelet is dilatg
In the form of Eq.[[IL) the TH is sensitive to structures eldeda
along the x-axis. This means that if an image is convolved w
the TH, extended objects parallel to the x-axis will be amp
fied. Substitution of{cosyp+y siny) for xand f/ cosy—x siny)
foryin Eqg. 1) makes the TH sensitive to its orientatipmea-
sured from the x-axis, since this substitution is equivelera
rotation of the axes by. A complete set of basis functions ofg
different sizes and orientations is obtained by dilation arat rot

tion of the basic wavelet. Note that since the TH is a symmetfig. 1. Analysis of an artificial spiral image with the Texan Hat
function with respect to rotation by 180t is sensitive to the function.(a) Two arm logarithmic spiral with a central expo-

Y(xy,8a) =

orientationof an elongated structure, not to dsection nential disc and randomly distributed, slightly smoothmuint
sources. The pitch angle of the first (unbroken) arm 15 g
Yo(XY) = Yypr180 (X Y). (2) pitch angle of the second (broken) arm i$ 86 small radii and

25 at large radii(b) Map of the maximum wavelet cfiecients

Another, more formal, way to design the TH is as followsy 5 fixed scale that is close to the average arm width.
The 1D MH can be defined as the second derivative of the

Gaussian function. Similarly, the TH is defined as the secord

partial derivative of the 2D Gaussian function: 40
— 35f
G X2 +y? § a0}
X,y) = —— exp|— . 3 5
4xy) ay? p( 2 ) ) -§) B arm 1 P
s 20} 5050902005959805 0000508, 000 I
Equapor! B) can be parametrl_zed for \_/arlatlor_1 in its sidgy g 15 | [
substitutingx with x/a andy with y/a (i.e. a dilation of the £ 44| arm 2
axes). This approach is useful for determining the progerti & 5}
of the TH in the Fourier domain. For example, one can eas 0 i ; ; i ;
estimate the Fourier transform of the TH by using the Fouri 200 100 0 -100  -200  -300  -400
transform of the Gaussian function and the theorem of deri .. azimuth [degrees]

tives in the Fourier domain. Furthermore the definition & thgjg 5> Azimuthal variation of pitch angle determined from the
wavelet as a derivative is not only valid for the 2D case, b'alhisotropicWavelettransform of the spiral arms of HigPich

also for higher dimensions. angles are measured at fixed azimuthal increments along the

The anisotropy of the TH can be successfully exploitgghges of the arms. The azimuthal angle is measured counter-
for an analysis of the orientations of galactic spiral aris. .|gckwise from the top of the image.

brief overview of the method was first presented in Patriletev
al. (200%). A detailed description of the technique and las-l
trative application to an artificial spiral image are giverthe

next section. central region; (3) fifty bright point sources, slightly satled
with a Gaussian kernel, distributed randomly over the image
2.2. Measurement of spiral arm position and pitch The test image was convolved with a TH at a fixed scal-

ing parameten close to the average spiral width and a rota-
tion parametep ranging from O to 180 in steps of 2. From

Itis obvious that for an isotropic structure (e.g. a rouhdgged the convolution we obtained a stack of maps of wavelet co-
object, or randomly distributed set of spots, etc.) an daigon efficients; each map represents a specific valug ahd has
cannot be defined. In this work we use the TH wavelet to trattee same size as the test image. Fidiire 1(b) shows the map of
the ridge of a spiral arm and to measure its local pitch anglesaximum wavelet caéicients, obtained by taking the largest
To illustrate how the TH can determine the position and pitafalue through the stack at each position. The central expone
angle of a spiral arm, we use the artificial image presentedtial background is invisible because the waveletfiioients of
Fig.[(a). The test image consists of: (1) two logarithmic spsuch a structure are very low. The point sources are comlerte
ral arms with Gaussian cross-sectional profiles, the firstehafaint spots; their wavelet céigcients have no pronounced max-
constant pitch angle of 2Gnd the second, broken, arm has emum since a round source has no orientation. In contrast to
pitch angle of 15 at small radii and 25at large radii; (2) an the non-oriented structures, the two-fold spiral becomesm
exponential disc that is about 70% of the arm intensity in tre@mphatic, with large wavelet cfieients.

angles
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We define the location of the ridge of a spiral arm as thay electron density. The polarized emission P16 is purely-n
position where the maximum wavelet d¢heient is found. The thermal, and its intensity is a measure of the strength of the
local pitch angle is defined as the TH orientation correspon@gularly oriented magnetic fiefiThe polarization B-vectors
ing to the maximum wavelet cfiicient. Figurd 2 shows the were corrected for Faraday rotation using ng8/5 cm data
measured azimuthal variation of pitch angle at the ridgdef t(Fletcher et al. in preparation) and show the orientatiothef
spirals (the spike-like deviations were suppressed). Tisé firegular magnetic field. The similarity of the polarized imgéy
arm has a pitch angle close to the expected value df Plle maps ati13.5, 6.2 cm (apart from generally reduced intensities
pitch angle of the second arm changes frorfi ih25> (near atA3.5cm in line with the non-thermal spectral index) and the
the azimuth about -27) remaining constant before and aftefow Faraday rotation measures mean that Faraday depelariza
the break. Small deviations of the pitch angle are causeldy tion does not significantlyfiect the PI6 map.
influence of bright sources located in the vicinity of therals. The 15um dust emission (denoted 1SO throughout this pa-

The analysis of the test image demonstrates the capabifigt) was observed with ISOCAM (Sauvage efal.1996) and is
of the proposed method to determine the pitch angle of the spicombination of thermal continuum emission from dust parti
ral and to resolve the flerence of 5 despite the exponentialcles and line emission from PAH molecules.

background and small-scale bright sources. All maps were smoothed to”8resolution, equivalent to
~ 400 pc at the assumed distance of M51 (9.7 Mpc, Sandage &
3. The Data Tammanr_1944). The maps were rectified to a face-on orienta-

. ] tion using an assumed inclination of2@vhere O is face-on)
M51 is a well observed galaxy and data in many spectral ranggg| 4 position angle of10° for the orientation of the major

are available. For our analysis we use four maps: G@(line gy (Tully[1974). Figurgl3 shows the face-on maps’ ate&o-
emission of molecular gas, total and linearly polarizedaad)tjgn.

continuum emission ai6.2 cm, and mid-infrared dust emission

at 1um. . . __rameters and the spiral arms have a simple mathematical de-
The CO(1-0) line emission ai2.6 mm was observed with s¢rintion, such as logarithmic spirals, sine-wave likeiltsc

th_e BI_MA inFerferometer_ and corrected for missing spacin_g%nS will appear in log(radius)—azimuth plots of the ridgsee
with single dish observations from the NRAO 12m dish on K'F—'ig. 2 of Kennicut{1981). For < 6kpc we do not find any
Peak (Helfer et al._2003). CO emission is the best availaligcy, oscillations in either arm, but for> 6 kpc a series of 3
tracer. of the molecular gas in M51. peaks and troughs is present in the 16 and 1ISO of arm 1[[Fig. 6).
It is often assumed that dust lanes are the best tracersraf pattern may indicate a distortion of the disc in thisoegi
large scale spiral arm shocks, although recent Hubble Spagq51 rather than intrinsic variability in the spiral patb.
Telescope images show a plethora of dust-absorption Spdrs @iih oyt detailed information on the velocity field we cannot

branches attached to the M51 spiral arms that clearly requyjfyestigate this possibility; however, whatever the cafsbe
a more subtle interpretation. The recent #g&@map of M51  ,q.jjiations, theelative positions of the 16 and ISO arms will
at 15’ resolution — twice the resolution of the data used iBe the same.

this paper — by Meijerink et al[ {20D5) shows that most of

the (cold) dust in M51 originates from an exponential disc,

rather than from narrow spiral arms associated with the-dugt Regyits

absorption lanes seen in the optical bands. We note thaglat hi

resolution the strongest CO{10) emission appears to closely4.1. The anisotropic wavelet transform

follow the main spiral dust lanes in the inme< 4 kpe (Aalto ) )
et al [199D). Figure[d shows the maximum wavelet Goaents for the four

The 16.2 cm total and linearly polarized radio continuunf@ps in Fig[B. The scale parameteof the wavelet was fixed
emission was observed with the VL%and corrected for miss- {0 the approximate width of the spiral arms; tests showet tha
ing short baselines using maps obtained with tifelEberg? the results are insensitive to the aspect ratio of the wairele
telescope (Fletcher et al. in preparation). The total eioniss the range -2 times the ch_osen aspect ratio. The aniso_tropic
is a mixture of synchrotron radiation of cosmic-ray elentro Wavelet transform clearly picks out the elongated arms én th
spiralling in interstellar magnetic fields and bremssuwagl 'Mages. In addition, smaller scale structures such as spurs
emission from thermal electrons. The relative fractionsyof- "0Ughly perpendicularto the arms are identified. In the Pa@m
chrotron and thermal emission vary with position; at the I§1€ 10w signal to noise ratio (relative to the other maps)tiwed
cation of Hil regions in the spiral arms the emission is up tpatchiness of the fiuse emission results in a web of structures
50% thermal but in the inter-arm regions this fraction fals Showing up in Fig[}(d), however extended arms of polarized
< 20%. Hence, the total radio intensity 16 is mostly a me&Mission are also evident.
sure of the total strength of the magnetic field and the cosnig , : . .

A note on terminology is required. In this paper we use theter

If the de-projection to face-on orientation uses incorpect

1 The VLA is operated by the NRAO. The NRAQ is a facility of the"regular magnetic field” to refer to the magnetic field thates rise
National Science Foundation operated under co-operagjiieeeent to the observed polarized synchrotron emission. Polaréraission
by Associated Universities, Inc. can be produced by amisotropicrandom magnetic field as well as a

2 The Hfelsberg telescope is operated by the Max-Planck-Institcwherent mean field; in this work we ignore the distinctionegpt for
fur Radioastronomie on behalf of the Max-Planck-Geski$c a brief discussion in Sedd 5.
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Fig. 3. The maps analysed in this papgrCO(1-0) emission (Helfer et al._200%) Total radio emission at6 cm (Fletcher et al.
in preparation)c) Infrared emission at 1am (Sauvage et &l._ 19P6]J) Linearly polarizedi6 cm radio emission (Fletcher et al. in
preparation), with B-vectors showing the orientation @& thgular magnetic field (corrected for Faraday rotationyréy-scale
proportional to the square root of the intensity has beed tsemphasise the spiral structures. Arms 1 and 2 are iraicat
the CO map. The resolution ig’8n all maps and all have been rectified to a face-on orientalibe co-ordinate system is in
seconds of arc relative to the galaxy centre (RA, Dec (20@0)27m 46s+47 27 107).

The location of the wavelet cfiicient maxima at a given increment in azimuth away from the initial position (2 dezge
radius are interpreted as the position of the spiral armeridg within a arc of fixed opening angle. The anisotropic wavelet
ensure an even spacing of measured positions we selectanviili pick out spurs and ridges that are connected to the kpira
tial point that clearly lies on a spiral arm and then choosge thrms (Fig[3) but by selecting the maximum waveletftioient
location with the maximum wavelet cfigient that is a fixed within an arc we attempt to pick out the continuous structidire
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Fig. 4. The maximum anisotropic-wavelet dieients of the original maps shown in Hig. 3, corrected folifration of the galaxy.
a) CO(1-0) emissiorb) total radio emission at6 cm.c) infrared 1ISO 15:m emissiond) polarized16 cm radio emission. The
grey-scale is proportional to the amplitude of the wavedetiicient (white is high). At each location the wavelet fiagent was
calculated for a fixed range of scales and 180 orientatibedhighest co@cient is shown so the wavelet scale may h€etdent
between pixels.

the spiral arm. The pitch angle of the arm is given by the eriea < 1 kpc and consider this to be a map of the noise. Then we

tation of the anisotropic wavelet that generates the maimuweanalyse the original map overlaid with the noise map ethift

wavelet coéficient at each of these positions. (the noise map can be laterally shifted, rotated or refl@digd
Uncertainties in the measured pitch angle are caused by&f) arbitrary amount and calculate the pitch angles agaie. Th

the form of the real structures (they can be curved, asynimnetprocess is repeated using several arbitrarily shiftedeniaps

having varying width etc.) and (ii) by instrumental noisetie t0 obtain the standard deviation for the pitch angle of timesar

map. In our approach structures on scales smaller thandkes sc

of the arms — such as discrete bright clouds, spurs and breaks

can be considered as noise. To calculate the errors in our mé&. The location of the spiral arms

sured pitch angles we used a Monte-Carlo technique. We define

all structures on scales less than the approximate widtheof Figure[® shows the location of the spiral arm ridges in M51

spiral arms of 1kpc as belonging to the noise. We carry otérived from the anisotropic wavelet transform (fp. 4)ho# t

large-scale wavelet filtration of the image, keeping onbles total and polarized6 cm, CO and ISO 1pm maps. An alter-
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Fig.5. Location of the various spiral
arm ridges in the plane of M51; dot-
ted lines show the galacto-centric radii
3, 6 and 9kpc. 16 and P16 are the to-
tal and polarized radio intensities at
A6cm, ISO the 1m infrared emis-
sion. The ridges are the positions where
the anisotropic wavelet cfiicient has

a maximum, tracking along the spiral
arms, as described in the text.

native view of the same data — in log(r)—azimuth co-ordinate Second, the 16 spiral arms are generalffset on the con-
— is shown in Fig[b. cave side of the ISO arms, by 200-300 pc. There is also a ten-

The small-amplitude 'wiggles’ in the plotted ridge linegardency for 16 to sit upstream of the CO arms inside6 kpc
due to the fixed number of positions where the ridge positiéadius, by around 100-200 pc. Thiffiget is harder to explain.
was measured and do not translate into pitch angle flucngtiol hermal radio emission will be enhanced by the same new star
There are three systematiffgets between the spiral armglusters that heat the dust and PAHs. Hence fiseobetween
traced in diferent wavebands; the most obvioutset is that of the 16 and ISO arms is expected from thernfégets. The most

the polarized emission, but since this is the most Commmatsignificant non-thermal process (erl00 pc scales) associated
to discuss we will leave it to last. with star formation is probably an increase in total magneti

First, the CO spiral arms are consistently situated on tﬁgld strength, caused by turbulent tangling of magnetidlfiel

concave side of the 1SO 1Bn arms. The shift between the e ’.A‘t our & resqlution ¢ 400 pF:) this sy.nchrotr.on emis-
two ridges is typically~ 100 pc, increasing to around 600 p ion will be predominantly unpolarized, again tending fgral

in the northern part of arm 2. Thisffset fits neatly with the he 16 and ISO ridges. The shift of the 16 arms upstream of the

chronology of the conversion of gas into stars in the largales ISO arms can be due to the polarized synchrotron emission.
shock model of spiral arms (Robefts 1P69, Shu efal. 11972, The polarized ridge in the inner part of arm 2 is clearly lo-
Tosal197B). The CO emission traces molecular gas cloudated in the inter-arm region and may have no direct conmrecti
whose formation is triggered by a shock on the upstream sidih the gaseous arms (see below), but along most of the inner
of the spiral arm (the concave side within the co-rotatiatiua part of arm 1y < 6 kpc, the polarized ridge is close to the CO
where the gas rotates faster than the spiral pattern). Aéese ridge, sometimes very closely aligned but often shiftedutbo
cores in these clouds have collapsed, stars form downsw&ar800 pc upstream. This displacement of the PI6 arm 1 indicates
the position where the clouds formed. The ISQ:tbemission that the regular magnetic field is strongest upstream of the C
comprises line emission from PAH molecules and a continuuarm, and the PI6 ridge is shifted further upstream than the 16
component from warm dust particles heated byalgsnd UV  ridge. At radii of 6-8 kpc the P16 ridges of arm 1 and arm 2
radiation, the prime source of which are young star cluskers move from the concave to the convex side of the other tracers.
will have moved further downstream of the spiral arm shockhe shift was also seen in thil18, 20 cm polarization maps
Figuredd &6 clearly show, for the first time that we are awaf Horellou et al.[[1992). Beyond this radius, the two pdari

of, the systematic fiiset of dense gas spiral arms and infrareitbn arms behave fierently: along the outer part of arm 2 the
arms along regions several kpc long. polarization ridge is intertwined with the 16 and ISO, whese
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Fig. 6. Radius (on a logarithmic scale) versus azimuth plots of girakarm ridges. This shows the regions of systemdfisets
in ridges quite well (compare to Figl 5). The azimuthal angi@easured counter-clockwise from the top of the face-texga

along the outer part of arm 1 the PI6 sits consistently on th&ted with arm 2 near the galaxy’s centre formsoatinuous

convex side of the 16 and 1SO ridges. CO is absent at thegeucturethat is initially well aligned with the CO ridge then,

large radii. The dferences between the inner and outer spirads the radius increases, moves into the inter-arm regifminse

are dificult to explain, but may be related to the conjunction gfrm 2 and then crosses inter-arm space again to link up with

an inner spiral density wave and an outer material spiral patm 1. This interlacing of large scale magnetic spiral $tres

tern identified by Elmegreen et al._(1989), overlapping & thand gaseous arms is quite unlike the behaviour of the mag-

range 6 kpcsS r < 8kpc. The largest shifts between PI6 andetic arms seen in NGC 6946, but resembles that in NGC 2997

other tracers occur on the side of M51 closest to the compan{dlan et alZ1999). Higher resolution and sensitivity mayegdv

galaxy, which may have caused the two outer spirals (Howasithilar structures in other galaxies. Its explanation vatjuire

& Byrd [1990). more sophisticated modelling of the interplay betweenapir
The dfset of the P16 ridge upstream of the CO ridge idensity waves and magnetic fields than has been used to date

arm 1 in the inner disc indicates that the spiral shock liesd is beyond the scope of this paper.

slightly upstream of the CO ridges. The position of the Igad

is then due to a balance between the polarized (non-thermal)

emission pulling it upstream of the CO and the thermal ati3. Variation of pitch angles along the spiral arms

unpolarized emission pulling it towards the 1SO ridge. i ) )
Third, radio polarization arms are partly situated in intef19uresy andl8 show how the pitch angles of the spiral arms

arm regions, most noticeably over3 kpc in the inner part of Y&y along their length. The uncertainties in pitch angéesit
arm 2 and north of the middle part of arm 2 and in the outl 96t greater with increasing distance along the arms;éhe g

part of arm 1, where they are displaced by around 700 pc fréiff!ly fainter emission (compared to the inner disc) mehas t
the other arms. Polarized intensity maps.a8, 6 cm (Fletcher the maximum wavelet céicients are smaller and the arms be-

etal. in preparation) clearly show concentrations of eioisim  cOMe less well defined (Fill 4). First we will discuss thetpitc
these inter-arm regions, particularly in the inner partrof 2: angles for each_ spiral arm _trac_er in turn, then we will corapar
we emphasise that these elongated polarized structuresard€ pattern of pitch angles inférent tracers.

artefacts caused by the wavelet analysis. These sectidghe of  The two CO spiral arms can be traced through~ 360 in

P16 ridges resemble the magnetic arms observed in NGC 6@#6muth. In both CO arms the pitch angle in the inner quarter
(Beck & Hoerne$ 1996). However, the PI6 ridge that is assohn (A¢ ~ 90°) is approximately constant, within the errors,
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Fig. 7. Pitch angles of arm 1 (see FIg. 3 for arm labelling).

CO(1-0) emissionb) 16 16 cm total emissionc) ISO 15um

emission.d) P16 16 cm polarized emission. Every 6n az-

imuth (measured counter-clockwise from the top of the face-

galaxy) along an arm, the pitch angle of the wavelet with theegative pitch angles to occur toward the ends of both arms.

highest amplitude is shown. Errors are calculated accgridin This shift in pitch angles to low and even negative values oc-

the Monte Carlo method described in Secfio 4.1. The arms reus atg ~ —100° in arm 1 andp ~ +60° in arm 2. The tran-

from left (smallest radius) to right (largest radius) in@dinels. sition occurs around the place where the character of the CO
arms — especially arm 2 — markedly changes in the original map
(Fig.[d). The galacto-centric radii of these positions aceiad

but the pitch angles of the two arms in this regioffeti by 6 kpc, which is the approximate position of the co-rotatian r

~ 10°:inarm 1,pco ~ 25° and in arm 2 pco ~ 15°. Further dius (Elmegreen et dl. 1992). At these azimuths the pitckeang

along the arms the pitch angles followffgrent trends. Thus, of the other tracers show similar variations. Furthermorthée

despite the apparent similarity of the two CO arms, they aagimuthal ranges 40> ¢ > —100in arm 1 and 200> ¢ > 60°

not symmetric under rotation. There is substantial varmatf in arm 2 the maxima and minima fito follow each other with

Pco in both arms, with ranges’0< pco < 30° in arm 1 and the same interval i®; changes inpco occur symmetrically

—20° < pco < 40° in arm 2. There is a tendency for low oralong the two arms, but with flerent magnitudes.

Fig. 8. As in Fig.[q but for arm 2.
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The 16 cm total radio emission (16) and ISO ABn spirals Figure[® shows how the orientation of the magnetic field
are both quite well defined over the first half turp(~ 200°) lines varies with azimuthal angle at radii in the ranggkpc <
with systematic trends in their pitch angles. The variafion r < 6.5kpc. The pitch angles of the two CO spiral arms are
pitch angles is stronger than in the CO arms and the uncalso indicated (see SeEf’H.1). These show the positioreeof t
tainty in the outer arm pitch angles is higher; this is beeaugaseous spiral arms and let us measure how well the orienta-
the arms are better defined in CO, whereas in 16 and ISO tiens of the magnetic fielinesand spiraktructureagree.

?rms are broatfjgr and conta}ln br'g.ht p?_;:ges, pr?bgblmgna The first thing to note is that the orientation of the mag-
rom regions of intense star formation. cm polarization e fie|d lines is almost never zero. This means that the reg

arms (P16) are generally the least well defined of all, alg’rounyar magnetic field has a spiral shape — and therefore both
the firstA¢ ~ 130° of arm 2 is very clear and shows a sharp a radial and an azimuthal component — virtually everywhere

syztimaliic Variat?%g‘ pBitC?] 2Tgle fropa?] = 30°t0 ppi = 0° iy 46 region shown. The orientation of the regular magnetic
and ";C upltqnp| AN G?EO" < arm<s ZO"O\'N strong variationg;e|q is consistently less than 44t the radii shownls > 45°
In pitch angle —a range ~ Per 50U INarm 2. only for small regions at > 5.3kpc); the azimuthal compo-

~In Sectionl4P we saw that the position of the spiral arfant of the magnetic field dominates the radial component for
ridges is not the same in all tracers, but that there can b# sma. ¢ 5 kpc.

but systematic shifts in the arm location. Now we considev ho

the pitch angles compare along arms. |9 : : . L
In general there is quite good agreement @@ ~ netic field lines vary by at least 30° in each ring; this is by no
9 q 9 9 qae ~ P, means obvious in maps showing the B-vectors (e.g.[Fig. 3d),

partlcula_lrl)_/ in arm 1 fory > —120" where the pitch angl.eswhere the field orientation appears rather constant. The sam
agree within errors foig ~ 100°. Inarm 2 there are alternating_., =~ ° - X
}uatlon may also exist in observations of other exteraly

) o S
regions of_go_od gnd bad agreement n pitch angles. Over%!gy whereby the fieldppeargo be better aligned with the op-
the similarity in pitch angles and locations where bothdrac . . . . . )
: . : tical spiral and have a more consistent orientation thaaaliyr
show changes to higher or lower pitches, the physical psoces . : S
. o . e case. Note that even for galaxies with a small inclimetibo
producing the CO arms is likely the same as that producing

; ; he line of sight a slice at constant radius is quite ellgdtend
16 arms, as expected for density wave compression.
Finally we comparep, and piso. In arm 2 the angles are

it is hard to judge “by sight” how the orientation of the field
varies with azimuth.
for the most part equal, and where they are not the tendency o ) )
(i.e. whether there is a decrease or an increase in pitclelangl The other striking feature of Figl 9 is the extremely good
is the same. Thus, despite the systematic snfeslebin the lo- agreement between the CO spiral arm pitch angles and the

modified for the same reasons. This cannot be a coincidence pg itself varies considerably

at each radius and the agreement holds whetiaeris low

(e.9.pco = 20 atr = 1.6kpc) or high (e.gpco ~ 40 at
4.4. Orientation of the regular magnetic field and pitch  r = 5.0kpc). Thus the orientation of the regular magnetic field
angles of the gaseous and magnetic arms and the gaseous spiral arms are tightly linked in M51. There

is not a consistent trend ipg away from the spiral arms. The

In this Section we will compare the orientation of the re‘gl,“‘?‘nagnetic field orientation is sometimes higher and sometime
magnetic fieldineswith the pitch angles of the gaseous spirgly e in the inter-arm region than at the position of the gase
structure(traced by CO emission) and with the pitch angles %fpiral arms

the spiral structure in polarization (P16).

The intrinsic orientation of the regular magnetic fiefuk)
was determined from the observed Stokes Q and U val
by using observations at3.5cm and6.2cm to correct for
Faraday rotation. The errors in magnetic field pitch angleew M51.
calculated using the noise in the observed maps only and doln Fig.[I0 we comparg@g with pp,. In polarization arm 1
not include any systematidtects, such as uncertainty in thepg ~ pp; the regular magnetic field orientation is parallel to
galaxy inclination (such systemati¢fects will equally &ect the ridge of the PI6 arm. This indicates that the same phlysica
the wavelet derived spiral arm pitch angles and so should rffect is responsible for both the increase in polarized eorissi
invalidate our comparisons). We only plpg where the polar- along the ridge and the orientation of the regular magnetia fi
ized intensity at both wavelengths is greater than threedinthere. This section of polarization arm 1 lies 100-200 pc up-
the noise level. In order to increase the signal to noise eaidl stream of the corresponding arms in other tracers. In csitra
thus to see the azimuthal trendspp better, we have used Qalong polarization arm 2pg < pp; the magnetic field always
and U data smoothed to 1%the anisotropic waveletkectively has a lower pitch angle than the polarization arm, with a dif-
smoothes the original’8data in seeking the optimum positiorference in angle of 10-20This section of polarization arm 2
and orientation of the spiral arms). However, we have alto ches about~ 400 pc upstream of the other tracers of arm 2 and
culatedpg at 8’ resolution and the main results — concerningroceeds to cross over the gas and optical spirals at a raflius
the alignment or misalignment gl with pco andpp; — do r =~ 5.5kpc. This indicates that fierent forces are at work in
not change. producing polarization arms 1 and 2.

Figurd® also shows that the orientation of the regular mag-

Berkhuijsen et al[{1997) found a broad agreement between
L&ggical arm pitch angles (Howard & Byid 1990), averaged in
~ 5 kpc sectors, and their large scale magnetic field model of
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Fig. 9. Azimuthal variation of the orientation of the regular matinéeld pg = 1/2 arctanQ/U), corrected for Faraday rotation,
plotted as curves at fierent radii from the centre of M51. Uncertainties are shoymifsper and lower curves. The resolution
of the observations is T3\ngles are only plotted where the polarized intensity ahbicm andi6 cm is above 8 the noise.
Also shown are pitch angles of the CO arrfibgd squares with error bars— most errors are slightly smaller than the size of the
squares). The azimuthal angle is measured counter-cleekiwam the top of the face-on galaxy and the gas flow relatiibe
spiral pattern is from left to right.

5. Discussion We do not see a shift in the relative positions of the ISO and

CO arms, i.e. the CO arm does not move from the concave to

New observations of the spiral galaxy M51, obtained with ﬂ}ﬂ convex side of the ISO arm, near to the co-rotation raafius

VLA and Effeisberg radio telescopes, and published mapsroi 6.2 kpc determined by Elmegreen et al. (1992). This may

the molecular (CO) and mld—lnfrared (@) EMISSIONS, WeT€ 1,0 que to the non-trivial dynamicafects of two, overlapping,
qsed to compare the splra_ll pattgrns present in the magngBﬁal arm patterns in M51 (Elmegreen etlal._1989).
field, dense gas and dust distributions.

1. We have shown that anisotropic wavelet functions are 3. We also found a systematidteet between the spiral
appropriate tools to locate the positions of spiral armmiages ridges of total radio continuum emission and those of mid-
of galaxies and to measure their local pitch angles. infrared and CO emission, indicating a shift between region

2. A systematic fiset between the spiral ridges of molecuef strong thermal and non-thermal radio continuum emission
lar gas (CO) emission and of mid-infrared (ISO.iB) emis- While the thermal component is expected to closely follog th
sion can be followed over many kpc along the arms of M&istribution of star-forming regions as traced by mid-aréd
(Figs.[3 &[8). The typical fiset is 100 pc corresponding to @mission, the non-thermal component is probably enhanced
typical time delay ot 107 yr for gas well inside the co-rotationdue to compression of magnetic fields in a spiral shock front,
radius, assuming a circular rotation velocity of 200krh s located upstream of the mid-infrared spiral arm. Cosmic ray
(Garcia-Burillo et al[[T993), pattern speed of 38 krhigpc™®  electron density is expected to be higher on the downstream
(Zimmer et al’”2004) and arm inclination of 20The delay side of the arms, where supernova remnants should be more
can be interpreted as the interval between the formation afmmon, but on scales of a few hundred parsecs this may not
Giant Molecular Clouds (GMCs) and the appearance of newlgve a significantféect on the synchrotron intensity; we are as-
formed stars. A delay of 10" yr between dense gas accumusuming that the distribution of cosmic ray electrons is ryain
lation and star formation was also estimated by Tosaki et determined by the magnetic field, rather than the distraimubi
(2002) from an analysis of the location'8CO and"*CO emis- their sources. The purely non-thermal, polarized radigesd
sion lines. lie the furthest upstream of all the data as expected in this
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8 speimuth [degrees] - by a large scale shock at the spiral arm. Molecular gas that
BT ' r=5.7 kpc ' 380 is already gravitationally bound in clouds will not respaod
3 L =4 Z 2528 the shock. Extended, faint CO(1-0) emission in the innearint
EA\ # i | Z Ego arm region of M51 is clearly seen in the combined single-dish
285: . r=5.3kpc 3 and interferometer data of Helfer et al. (2003), suggegtiag)
40F & A AR VE _ 3 at least a part of the molecular gas istase. However the
28 Ex . .\ ] 2 3 higher resolution, interferometer only, CO(1-0) maps oftda
3 R r=>5.0 kpc 3 28 et al. [199D) reveal small clumps of inter-arm molecular, gas
N ~ 5 N A oy :%‘2‘8 that some — dficult to estimate — fraction of the upstream
S EL , , BAAEL gas is probably already confined in clouds. This means tleat th
g 2852 . r=4.6 kpc 3 shock strength will be diicult to infer from gas density ratios
2 ‘2*,823 & A 3 e 3\\?’\ S : in the inter-arm and arm regions. On the other hand, Aaltb et a
§ 0F. . L AR could identify steep velocity gradients both in and, paittcly
S : . r=4.2kpe : a clearly, between giant associations of molecular gas whieh
T E = X % A Egg in broad agreement with theoretical expectations of spieak
80E : e : 3 sity wave shocks: The detailed phyS|cs. of the gas response to
60 F . E possible shocks in M51 and théfect this has on the spiral
‘2‘8§Z = V"JN M:: arm morphology requires more sophisticated modelling than
0 3 . T ™ we can att_empt here, espeqally the apparent upstrearmsf;hlf_t
3 R :;28 the shock in the magnetic field; there are, however, strong in
E = \\J: A\ 420 dications that large scale spiral shocks occur in the \ticiof
80E~ — YR , :50 the gas arms and that these comprefisisit gas.
28%: arm.Z arm1 3 4. The maintenance of both radial and azimuthal compo-
28 :%‘ & X = %: nents of the magnetic field, and hence a non-zero pitch angle,
0 100 200 300 ” is an important prediction of dynamo theory (Beck ef:al. 1996
azimuth [degrees] Shukurov2000) but is very flicult to explain if the magnetic

Fig. 10. As in Fi i h h . . fth | field is purely passive and stretched by shear in the galactic
ig. 10. As in Fig.[, lines show the orientation of the regu ifferential rotation, since after a small number of galactic ro

magnetic field, but thélled circleswith error bars represent, iions the field would be completely circular, i.e. it woblaie
the pitch angle of the ridges ab cm polarized emissiomp. a pitch anglepg ~ 0

The polarized ridge running from azimuth100® at the bottom . . .
po'arizedricge running 2 5. Although the B-vectors of polarized radio emission from

to ~ 60° at the top is the prominent inter-arm polarization ridge ) .
in Fig. [, M51 seem to have the same orientations as the CO arms

(Fig. @), they smoothly change by aboufl5® around any
fixed radius, without a systematic trend between the arm and

scenario. This is in agreement with the results of Tilanus |Q,E[er-arm regions (Figl9). Smaller pitch angles in intemae-

al. (1988) who found a general arm sequence of: non-ther Qns are predicted by some dynamo models and have been
L 9 quen ) Observed e.g. in NGC 6946 (Rohde efal.1999). In M51, how-
emission — (cold) dust lane — thermal emissiona= H L : .
Insid tati b i | the followi ever, the regular magnetic field structure is probably dateid
nside co-rotation our observations reveal tne foflowlag s, streaming motions and compression in the spiral sho&k (se
quence from upstream to downstream: polarized radio e

ion. total radi ission. CO. infrared emission. int mr!)’low).TheﬁeId is broughtinto good alignment at the CO arms
sion, fota’ radio emission, . infrared emission, intetpd or vice versaFig.[d) and then relaxes into affiirent configu-

asa rets.uI]E. olfdthe slequtlance of c:lomgonenésoflhgck—tcc&mpresf §i8n in the inter-arm regions that depends on e.g. the ammou
magnetic field, molecufar gas clouds, an eated (war compression in the arms, the energy of turbulent flows, the

dust. This can arise if the spiral shock is located slightigax orientation of dynamo-generated field modes etc.

of the CO ridge, a plausible consideration if molecule for- ) i
6. We found a close alignment of the CO pitch angles and

mation angdor cloud condensation ateiggered by the spiral 7 . ) ~
shock. The compression of magnetic field, resulting in steon the regular_magnetlc field orientatiahthe p(_)Sltl_on of the arms
[@). This could be due to shock amplification of the ragul

polarized radio emission, occurs at the shock, but the for 5'9'
tion of dense CO clouds is only completed a few hundred p 'ﬁld component parallel to the shock.
sec downstream. Following similar arguments to those used i f the field is frozen into the gas thedf” = ¢B; andB{ =
point 1 above, we can estimate the time delay between gas Bn-wheree = p(®/p is the compression ratio in the gas density
tering the shock front and the accumulation of dense GMCspand the superscripts) labels guantities at the shock front.
typical polarized ridge fiset of 300 pc corresponds to an interThe deflection of the magnetic fielth, whered is the angle
val of ~ 10" yr. The total time between gas entering the spirhletween the field and the shock front upstream of the shock
shock and the emergence of newly formed stars will then bdrant, is given by
few tens of millions of years.

The above discussion only applies to &ule component

B
—9_09 = =)= =
of the CO in the inter-arm region, which can be compressé@ =0-0"= arctar( BI) arctar(eBl)
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