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ABSTRACT

Context. Magnetic fields have only recently been included in theoattsimulations of high-mass star formation. The simufegio
show that magnetic fields play an important role in the forameand dynamics of molecular outflows. Masers, in partic6l@-GHz
CH3;OH masers, are the best probes of the magnetic field morpikslagound massive young stellar objects on the smallelgtssoh
10-100 AU.

Aims. Providing new observational measurements of the morplgabmagnetic fields around massive young stellar objectssbygu
6.7-GHz CHOH maser emission is very important for setting constrantthe numerical simulations of massive star formation.
Methods. This paper focuses on 4 massive young stellar objects, IRAS& 2138-NIRS 1, IRAS 222726358A, S255-IR, and
S231, which complement our previous 2012 sample (the fir$t gkoup). From all these sources, molecular outflows hava bdee
tected in the past. Seven of the European VLBI Network argtenvere used to measure the linear polarization and Zeeptising

of the 6.7-GHz CHOH masers in the star-forming regions in this second EVN grou

Results. We detected a total of 128 GBH masing cloudlets. Fractional linear polarization (0.8-%1.3 %) was detected towards
18% of the CHOH masers in our sample. The linear polarization vectorsvatkordered in all the massive young stellar objects. We
measured significant Zeeman-splitting in IRAS 0608838-NIRS 1 AV,= 3.8+ 0.6 ms™?) and S255-IRAVy= 3.2+ 0.7 ms™).
Conclusions. By considering the 20 massive young stellar objects towartish the morphology of magnetic fields was deter-
mined by observing 6.7-GHz GH masers in both hemispheres, we find no evident correlagbmeen the linear distributions of
CH3;OH masers and the outflows or the linear polarization vectorsthe other hand, we present first statistical evidencethiea
magnetic field (on scales 10-100 AU) is primarily orienteoha the large-scale outflow direction. Moreover, we emallycfind that
the linear polarization fraction of unsaturated {CHH masers i$, < 4.5%.

Key words. Stars: formation - masers: methanol - polarization - magnéelds - ISM: individual: IRAS 060582138,
IRAS 22272-6358A, S255, S231

1. Introduction indicate that magnetic fields coupled to the prestellarsiisiild
] ] ] o . be the possible driving power for early outflows, which can be

Despite the likely importance of magnetic fields in the forgnderstood in terms of a growing magnetic tower. By prodgicin
mation of low-mass stars (e.g., Matsumoto & Tomisaka 2004avities through which radiation pressure can be releasede
McKee & Ostriker 2007), there are still only a few observasio early outflows reduce the limitations on the final mass of imass
around massive young stellar objects (YSOs) (e.g., Crutchgars imposed by simply considering the gravitationalagsk.
2005, Vlemmings et al. 2006, Girart et al. 2009), and theorethe outflows seem to be relatively fast and well-collimated f
!cal simulations of massive star format!on have only relyentiow and intermediate magnetic intensitigd<£ 30 — 120), and
included them (e.g., Banerjee & Pudritz 2007, Peters et glore slowly and poorly collimated for stronger fielgs £ 5;
2011, Seifried et al. 2012a). Since massive stars are faly Hennebelle et al. 2011, Seifried et al. 2012a). Furthermore
diative, they are, with few exceptions (e.g., Donati et 8I0& Seifried et al. (2012a) show that magneto-centrifugallyedr
Alecian et al. 2012), not expected to have significant magnepytflows consist of two regimes. In the first regime close t th
fields. Consequently, it has been thought that the magnelitsfi gisk and the rotation axis, acceleration is dominated byére
do not play any role in their formation. However, the detegrifugal force; that is gas gets flung outwards along the idalo
tion of molecular outflows in massive star-forming regionsl a magnetic field lines, whereas in the second regime farthayaw
their necessary inclusion in the main models (e.g., McKee fiom the disk the toroidal magnetic field starts to dominate t
Tan 2003, Bonnell et al. 2004) makes the presence of mag-
netic fields during the formation of high-mass stars unaaoliel. 1 15 evaluate the importance of the magnetic fields it is funetatad
These fields are very likely the magnetic field frozen into thg compare the mass to magnetic flux ratio/(M to the critical value
collapsing protostellar envelope. of this ratio, M/®)eit ~ 0.12/ VG, that isy = (M/®)/(M/®)ei. The

The formation of outflows has been observed in all simtronger the magnetic field is, the loweis. If 1 < 1, the magnetic field
lations that include magnetic fields. Banerjee & PudritzO(20 can prevent the collapse (Mouschovias & Spitzer 1976).
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acceleration. They also suggest that, for strong magnetitsfi al. 2011). Hereafter, we refer to this group as the second EVN
the poorly collimated outflows are typical of the very earlgroup. Here, we present four of them while the results of
stage of massive star formation, and the collimation wiise+ IRAS20126-4104 will be discussed in a subsequent paper along
guently increase because the launching of a well-collichdgest  with the results from 22-GHz #0 maser polarization observa-
jet overtakes the slowly expanding outflow. Peters et all{20 tions. The sources were selected based on their high peak flux
suggest two fects that tend to weaken and broaden the owtensity to allow potential detection of Zeeman-splittirsgvezell
flows. The first one comes from the disruption of the velocitgs the presence of molecular outflows.

coherence due to the gravitational fragmentation of theeacc

tion flow. Second, the thermal pressure of ionized gas isdrigh

than the magnetic pressure, so it is dynamically dominattmimvi 2.1. IRAS 06058+2138-NIRS 1

the Hu region. Because the magnetically driven jets can SURAS 060582138 (better known as S252 or AFGL5180) is

}[/r:\ée Ltjﬁet’\l:e%[)a;\éltart(l)or;zl;{jat%@i?;g;ir;g|]§erggésatéﬂlgc;rgtal tllol n’r a near-infrared (NIR) cluster of YSOs at a parallax distance
in 3;0 rce of thpe o%ser ed uncollimated outflows rather than of 1.76 + 0.11 kpc (Oh et al. 2010). Three massive clumps
Ing sou vedu ' uttiow were identified in the region by Saito et al. (2007). The most

magnetic field. massive one named MCS B coincides with the MM1 clump

Besides contributing to the formation of outflows, the simu(- o
. oo . M =~ 50 M) detected at 1.2-mm by Minier et al. (2005).
lations show that magnetic fields prevent fragmentaticayce The massive YSO NIRS Mgso _ 139 kms?, Saito et al.

I t [ tic braking, and, inaffly : , ; ;
angular momentum via magnetic braking, and, marginaffiyin 2007; Tamura et al. 1991) is associated with MCS B and is also

P .~ the 6.7-GHz CHOH maser site (Minier et al. 2000, Xu et al.
2011, Hennebelle et al. 2011, Seifried et al. 2011). The ratgn . A
fields also play a significant role in the evolution of the aire 2009). The CHOH masers show a linear distribution of 120 mas

stellar disk. While for weak magnetic fields,> 10, Keplerian With @ roughly linear velocity gradient along it, althouglfieav

disks with sizes of a few 100 AU are easily formed, for strong/aSers following a dierent velocity distribution (M|n|§r et al.
magnetic fieldsi < 10) the Keplerian disks are formed only if a000)- A CO-outflow (PA, = 130, Snell et al. 1988; Wu et
turbulent velocity field is introduced in the simulationeifgied a- 2010) is centered and perpendicular to the linear distri
et al. 2011, 2012b). Finally, magnetic fields determine #go 10N Of the CHOH masers (Wu et al. 2010). Wu et al. (2010)
size of Hu regions that in the presence of strong magnetic ﬁelgeasured a velocity range for the blue-shifted and redeshif

1_ bl 1 1
are generally smaller than without magnetic field (Peter.et '0P€S 0f=10 kM S™< Vigiq6055 < —2 kms™ and+8 kms—<

2011). V{Sgsoeoss < +20 kms?1, respectively. A Zeeman-splitting of
Therefore, new measurements of the orientation and strentjte 6.7-GHz CHOH masers oAVz = —0.49+ 0.15 ms! was

of magnetic fields at milliarcsecond (mas) resolution clase measured by Vlemmings et al. (2011) with thi@esberg 100-m

the massive YSOs are fundamental for providing new input ftelescope.

numerical simulations of massive star formation. Over #¥ |

years, the high importance of using masers as probes of tiagne

fields on the smallest scales (10-100 AU) has been proven (e.ZgZ- IRAS 22272+6358A

Vlemmings et al. 2006, 2010, Surcis et al. 2011a, 2011b,R01g> A5 99972.6358A is a YSO deeply embedded in the bright-
In particular, the 6.7-GHz C¥DH masers, which are among; ., neq cloud L1206 (Sugitani et al. 1991). L1206 is located i
the most abundant maser species in massive star-formingfgs| ocal Arm at a parallax distance of 0.7983 kpc (Rygl
gions, are playing a crucial role in determining the magrfetid t al. 2010). No radio continuum emission at 5 cm and 6 cm

morphology (€.g., Surcis et al. 2009, 2011b, 2012). Magnefl ¢ \yeen detected towards IRAS 2228258A (Wilking et al.
fields have mainly beef! dgtected aI_ong outflows and in a f(31‘@'-589' McCutcheon et al. 1991) indicating that an Hgion has
cases on surfaces of djgiri (Vlemmings et al. 2010; Surcis ’

not been formed yet. Considering also the low color tempera-
et al. 2009, 2011b, 2012). Moreover, 6.7-GHz {CH{ masers .o T (50,m/10Qum) ~ 38 K measured by Casoli et al. (1986),
are also ideal for measuring the Zeeman-splitting evenghoup a5 52572.6358A is a massive YSO at a very young phase
the exact proportionality between the measured splitting a 4.2 My andVig: = —11 kms; Beltran et al. 2006). Beltran
the magnetic field strength is still uncertain (Vlemmings all (2006) allgo observed a CO-outlow GE)t.A: 140;) cen-

al. 2011). T_herefore, en!argin_g the numb_er c_)f massive YS tted at the position of IRAS 222¥B358A with velocity ranges
towards which observations in full polarization of 6.7-GHz ;g5 | slc \blue < -135 kms® and -85 kmsl<

CH3OH maser are made is of high importance. Here we shqy, IRAS22272 . ,
the results of our second EVN group composed of 4 massilv%Aszzm < _.2'5| kms™ of the blue-shifted and red-shifted
star-forming regions, which are described in details intS2c obes, respectively.

The observations with the data reduction details are desdri At mas re_solut|on two 6.7-GHz G4OH maser groups were
in Sect. 3, while the codes used for our analysis are intredudi®tected, which are separated-1400 mas and associated with

in Sect. 4. The results, which are presented in Sect. 5, are RAS 22272-6358A. A third weak group of CkDH masers

cussed in Sect. 6, where we statistically analyze the sacopte VS also found northeast of the other two (Rygl et al. 2010).

: ; lemmings et al. (2011) measured a small Zeeman-splittihg o
posed of all the massive YSOs towards which the morphologi/: 6.7-GHz CHOH masers ofVy — 0,53 0.15 m s,

of magnetic fields was determined by observing the 6.7-G
CH3OH masers.

2.3. S255-IR

2. The second EVN group S255-IR V322 = +5.2 kms™, Wang et al. 2011) is a famous

We selected a subgroup of five massive star-forming regiostar-forming region located between the twar Ifegions S255
among the northern hemisphere sources observed with #ral S257 at a parallax distance of Ij(“}g kpc (Rygl et al.
Effelsberg 100-m telescope (Vlemmings 2008, Vlemmings 2010). Minier et al. (2005) identified, with SCUBA, three mm
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Fig. 1. Total intensity (, top) and circular polarizedV/( bottom) spectra for the two maser features IRAS06.22 (aftel) and S255.30 (right
panel), see Tables A.1 and A.3. The thick red lines are thefliesodels ofl andV emission obtained using the adapted FRTM code (see Sect. 4).
The maser features were centered to zero velocity.

sources in a dusty filament elongated north-south: MM1, MM#inuum sources identified by Beuther et al. (2007), i.e. mmla
and MM3. MM2, which contains three ultra-compaciiile- Beuther et al. (2007) suggested that mm1a, which is als@iasso
gions (UCHn), is associated with a NIR cluster of YSOs andted with an hypercompactitegion and a mid-infrared source,
appears to be the most evolved of the three regions (Minierfetms a binary system with mm1b (with a projected separatfon
al. 2005). Wang et al. (2011) detected three 1.3 mm continud00 AU). Ginsburg et al. (2009) observed mm1a with the VLA
peaks towards MM2 and the stronger one named as SMA 1 coamd they determined a projected separation between mmla and
cides with the near-infrared source NIRS 3 (Tamura et al1},99the CHLOH maser site of 400 AU suggesting that probably the
which drives an UCHk region (Wang et al. 2011). binary system is formed by mmla and the massive YSO asso-
6.7-GHz CHOH masers and 22-GHz @ masers are de- ciated with the CHOH maser site. Furthermore, Ginsburg et al.
tected towards SMA 1 (Goddi et al. 2007, Wang et al. 2011(2009) associated one of the sevendtitflows detected towards
Because the D masers are associated with the inner pattis region, the collimated outflow 2 of which only the blue-
of the jefoutflow system (PA; = 67°, Howard et al. 1997; shifted lobe is visible (P4 = 133 +5° VENME ~ -47 kms?),
PAgS = 75°, Wang et al 2011), NIR 3 is thought to be the drivwith the linear distribution of the C$OH masers. Vlemmings et
ing source of this jgbutflow system and should not be older thaal. (2011) measured a Zeeman-splitting &3+ 0.11 ms* of
10° yr (Wang et al. 2011). The velocities of the blue-shifted aritie CHsOH masers.
red-shifted lobes of the CO-outflow ard0 kms'< Ve <

0 kms'and+16 kmsl< V1 < +56 kms?, respectively 3. Observations and data reduction
(Wang et al. 2011). Wang et al. (2011) also detected a rotat-

ing toroid perpendicular to the outflow that fragmented imto  The sources were observed at 6.7-GHz in full polarization
sources SMA 1 and SMA 2. spectral mode with seven of the European VLBI Netviork

A Zeeman-splitting oAV, = 0.47+ 0.08 ms* for the 6.7- (EVN) antennas (Eelsberg, Jodrell, Onsala, Medicina, Torun,
GHz CH;OH masers was measured by Vlemmings et al. (201 Mesterbork, and Yebes-40m), for a total observation time of
6 h (program code ES066). The bandwidth was 2 MHz, provid-
ing a velocity range ok 100 kms?. The data were correlated
2.4. S231 with the EVN software correlator (SFXC) at Joint Institute f
VLBI in Europe (JIVE) using 2048 channels and generating all

IRAS053583543 is a cluster of embedded infrared sourceékpolarization combinations (RR, LL, RL, LR) with a spectral

associated with a number of H regions V|§Ac885358 — resolution of~1 kHz (~0.05 kms?). The observational details

-175 kms?, Ginsburg et al. 2009), among which S2318€ reported in Table 1. . :
$233, and S235 (Israel & Felli 1978). Even if the 6.7-GHz , Because the observations were not performed in phase-

CH;OH maser site is surrounded by the three Hgions and referencing mode, we do not have information of the absolute
it is not directly associated with any of them, the maser isite positions of the masers. The pointing positions of our olzser

known in literature with the name S231 (e.g. Minier et al. @00 tions correspond to the absolute positions of_the brigmester
Following Heyer et al. (1996), we adopt a kinematic distaoice spot of each source as measured from previous VLBI observa-
1.8 kpc for the overall complex. tions (see Table 1).

The CHOH masers show a linear distribution that was sug-2 The European VLBI Network is a joint facility of European,

gested to trace an edge-on disk gRbon ~ 25°, Minier et Chinese, South African and other radio astronomy insstéuaded by
al. 2000), which is associated with one of the millimeter -conheir national research councils.
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Table 1. Observational details.

(@) @ ©)] 4) (©) (6) @)

Source observation pointing RA  pointing DEC calibrator beam size rms
date (J2000) (32000)
"h.m:s) “©:':") (masx mas)  (mJybeant)
IRAS06058-2138-NIRS1 May 30, 2011 06:08:53.344 21:38:29.158  J0927%3902 73x34 3
IRAS22272-6358A October 27,2011  22:28:51.407 64:13:41.31% 22024216 67x4.3 4
S255-IR October 30, 2011 06:12:54.620 17:59:23.31B J0359-5057 84x3.4 3
S231 October 27, 2011 05:39:13.659 35:45:51.29 J0359-5057 65%x 3.4 3

Notes. @ The pointing position corresponds to the absolute posiibtihe brightest maser spot measured from previous VLBI wlasiens.
®) position from Rygl et al. 20162 Position from Minier et al. 2000.
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Fig. 2. Left panel: a view of the CEKDH maser features detected around IRASOGEHEB8-NIRS 1 Table A.1). Triangles symbols identify
CH30OH maser features scaled logarithmically according tortheak flux density (Table A.1). Maser LSR radial velocities andicated by
color (the assumed velocity of the YSO\'r’gr180 = +3.9 kms, Saito et al. 2007). A 4 Jy bearsymbol is plotted for illustration. The linear
polarization vectors, scaled logarithmically accordingoblarization fractiorP,;, are overplotted. On the right-bottom corner the error Wisd
orientation of the magnetic fieldbg, see Sect.6.2.1) is also reported, the two dashed segmeligates the uncertainty. The two arrows indicate
the direction of the red- and blue-shifted lobe of the bipalatflow (PA.: = 130°; Wu et al. 2010). The dashed line is the best linear fit of the
CH3;OH maser features of group A (RAon = 78 + 7°). Right panel: a zoom-in view of group A.

The data were edited and calibrated using AIPS. The band- = 0.5 op/P x 180 /n (Wardle & Kronberg 1974), where
pass, the delay, the phase, and the polarization calibrat@gve P andop are the polarization intensity and corresponding rms
performed on the calibrators listed in Table 1. Fringerfgtand error respectively.
self-calibration were performed on the brightest masdufeaf
each star-forming region. THeQ, U, andV cubes were imaged .
using the AIPS task IMAGR. Th® andU cubes were com- 4- Analysis

bined to produce cubes of polarized intensBy £ Q?+U?) The CHOH maser features were identified by following the
and polarization angley(= 1/2 x atan(U/Q)). We calibrated same procedure described in Surcis et al. (2011a). We made us
the linear polarization angles by comparing the linear fida.  of the adapted full radiative transfer method (FRTM) code fo
tion angles of the polarization calibrators measured by ils w6.7-GHz CHOH masers (Vlemmings et al. 2010, Surcis et al.
the angles obtained by calibrating the POLCAL observatiog911b, 2012) to model the total intensity and the linearliapo
made by NRAG. IRAS 060582138 was observed a day afized spectrum of every maser feature for which we were able to
ter a POLCAL observations run and the polarization angle détect linearly polarized emission.

J0927%-3902 was-852. The other three sources were observed The output of the code provides estimates of the emerg-
between two POLCAL observations runs during which the linng brightness temperaturgdgAQ), i.e. the brightness temper-
ear polarization angles were constant, the average vahees ature that emerges from the maser beam, and the intrinsic the
—74 + 4 and-31° + 1° for J0359-5057 and J22024216, re- mal linewidth AV)), i.e. the full width half-maximum (FWHM)
spectively. We were thus able to estimate the polarization aof the Maxwellian distribution of particle velocities. Nothat
gles with a systemic error of no more than5°. The formal the shapes of the total intensity, linear polarization, aindu-
errors ony are due to thermal noise. This error is given blar polarization spectra of the maser features depends tn bo
TpAQ and AV,. Following Surcis et al. (2011b, 2012), we re-

3 httpy/www.aoc.nrao.eds smyergcalibration stricted our analysis to values aV; from 0.5 to 1.95 km<sh.
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If TLAQ> 2.6 x 10° K sr, the 6.7-GHz CHOH masers can be

considered partially saturated and thal; and TpbAQ values 400

-10

R L
are, respectively, overestimated and underestimatedié3atral. [ [RAS22272+6358A
2011b). However we can be confident that the orientationesf th N outtiow
linear polarization vectors is noffacted by their saturation state 300
(Surcis et al. 2012), and consequently they can be takera@ito I s
count for determining the orientation of the magnetic fielthie i
region.

ConsideringTpbAQ andP; we determined the angle betwee
the maser propagation direction and the magnetic fiéidI{
0 > Ot = 55°, wheref. is the Van Vleck angle, the mag-
netic field appears to be perpendicular to the linear pdariz;
tion vectors, otherwise it is parallel (Goldreich et al. 327To

200 -1

get (mas)

o (km/s)

100

| \
v,

red—shifted / A
outflow

Declination of

better determine the orientation of the magnetic field wting¢ . //‘ 1
linear polarization vectors we take into account the erasso- or ,/ A
ciated withg, which we indicate here as ande&, i.e. Hgf in 3 J/

Tables A.1-A.4. We define the two limit values of the measured
0 asd =0- & andd* = 6 + &*. Considering the critical value
we haveA™ = |6~ — 55°| andA* = |8 — 55°|. If A* > A~ the
magnetic field is most likely perpendicular to the lineargrel
ization vectors, ifA* < A~ the magnetic field is assumed to bt?:
parallel. Of course i)~ andé* are both larger or smaller than

55° the magnetic field is perpendicular or parallel to the ”ne‘%ﬁmed velocity of the YSO i, = —11 kms? (Beltran et al. 2006).

polarization vectors, respectively. ~ The two arrows indicate the direction of the red- and bluéeshlobe
Because of technical limitations, the spectral resolutbn of the bipolar outflow (P4, = 140’; Beltran et al. 2006). The dashed
the past observations was of about 0.1 ki snd we were line is the best linear fit of the G¥H maser features (Rfon =

only able to measure the Zeeman-splittinyf) from the cross- 145 + 11°).

correlation between RR and LL spectra of the {CHH maser

features (Surcis et al. 2009, 2011b, 2012). Nowadays, wdiiho

using the same observing setup, the EVN SFXC at JIVE enablieear velocity gradient, indicating that the masers ardikely

us to correlate the spectral data with a larger number of chdracing an edge-on Keplerian disk, but they trace more cerpl
nels than previously possible on the JIVE hardware cowelatdynamics. The velocities of group A, which are red-shiftedtw
(Schilizzi et al. 2001), providing a better spectral resiolu(i.e., the velocity of NIRS 1, fall within the velocity range of thed-

~ 0.05 kms?). Because of this higher spectral resolution we cashifted lobe of the CO-outflow and they may be related to its
now determine th&Vz by using the adapted FRTM code for 6.7structure. Instead the velocities of group B are slightlyebl
GHz CH;OH maser, as was successfully done feOHmasers shifted w.r.t. the velocity of NIRS 1 but do not fall withineh
by Surcis et al. (2011a). The best valuesTgAQ andAV; are velocity range of the blue-shifted lobe.

included in the code to produce theandV models that were We detected linear polarization in 11 @BIH maser features
used for fitting the total intensity and circular polarizgebstra (P = 1.3%— 9.2%), all of which exclusively belong to group A.
of the CH;OH masers (Fig. 1). Th&V; measured in this way is The adapted FRTM code was able to properly fit almost half of
physically more significant since the physical charadiessf them. The results of the code are reported in Cols. 10, 11, and
the masers are taken into account. 14 of Table A.1. Three of the maser features are partially-sat
rated, i.e. IRAS06.09, IRAS06.22, and IRAS06.30. Althoafih
thed angles (Col. 14) are greater thég; = 55°, A* is smaller
thanA~ for IRAS06.30 indicating that in this case the magnetic
In Tables A.1-A.4 we list all the 128 GJ®H maser features field is more likely parallel to the linear polarization vect\We
detected towards the 4 massive star-forming regions obdermeasured a Zeeman-splitting &%, = 3.8 + 0.6 ms? for the
with the EVN. The description of the maser distribution alnél t brightest maser feature IRAS06.22, its circular polaiaftrac-
polarization results are reported for each source separate tion is Py = 0.3%.

Sects. 5.1-5.4.

| A 0.8 Jy beam-!
ool L e e
100 0 -100 -200

Right Ascension offset (mas)

200

ig.3. A view of the CHOH maser features detected around
IRAS22272-6358A (Table A.2). Same symbols as in Fig. 2. The as-

5. Results

5.2. IRAS 22272+6358A

5.1 IRAS 06056+2138-NIRS 1 We detected 26 6.7-GHz GBOH maser features towards
We list all the identified 6.7-GHz C¥DH maser features, which IRAS 22272-6358A (Fig. 3), which are named IRAS22.01—-
can be divided into two groups (A and B), in Table A.1, nameldRAS22.26 in Table A.2. The maser features show a linear
as IRAS06.01-1RAS06.39. In the left panel of Fig. 2 we shdw adlistribution of 326 mas~250 AU), with a position angle of
the 6.7-GHz CHOH maser features while in the right panel wAch,on = 145 + 11°, that seems aligned with the CO-
show only the maser features of group A. The three maser featflow (PAy: = 140°; Beltran et al. 2006). Two maser features,
tures of group B were not detected in previous observatigns lRAS22.25 and IRAS22.26, are detected at a distance of about
Minier et al. (2000). Group A shows a linear distribution bbat 130 mas {100 AU) and 330 mas«250 AU) from the linear dis-
140 mas £250 AU) with a PAc,on = 78° = 7°, that is almost tribution. One of them was also detected by Rygl et al. (2010)
perpendicular to the direction of the CO-outflow @g&= 130°, The line-of-sight velocity of the CBODH maser emission occurs
Wu et al. 2010). Although the velocity range of group A is simiwithin 2 km s from the systemic velocity of the region.

lar to that reported by Minier et al. (2000), we do not see arcle  Linearly polarized emission was detected towards 3
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Fig. 4. Left panel: a view of the CEDH maser features detected around S255-IR (Table A.3).tRigiel: a zoom-in view of group B. Same
symbols as in Fig. 2. The assumed velocity of the YS®ds= +5.2 km s (Wang et al. 2011). The two arrows indicate the directiorhefried-
and blue-shifted lobe of the bipolar outflow (Rf= 75°; Wang et al. 2011).

CH3OH maser featuresP( = 0.8% — 1.7%), which were all (A1 and Ay) the second of which was also undetected by Minier
successfully modeled by the adapted FRTM code. They all agt-al. (2000). The overall maser emission is distributechglo
pear unsaturated. Thieangles are greater than 5hdicating two preferential directions. One is outlined by group A and i
that the magnetic field is perpendicular to the linear poéidn is almost perpendicular to the direction of the bipolar auwfl
vectors. The rms noise of our observations did not allowet uswith a position angle of P4, ,, = 28 + 8°, which is consis-
detect circular polarization at5for any of the maser featurestent with what was measured by Minier et al. (2000), and with a
(Pv < 0.4%). size of about 140 mas-(250 AU). A second direction is iden-
tified by combining groups B, C, and D and has an orientation
(PAZER,) = 147 + 12°) in agreement within the errors with the
position angle of the outflow (R = 133 + 5°, Ginsburg et al.
In the left panel of Fig. 4 all the 31 G3®H maser features 2009). i . )
are shown, which are listed in Table A.3 (named as S255.01— Because we cannot associate the maser emission with an
S$255.31). The CKDH maser features can be divided in threfdividual YSO unambiguously, we compare the maser veloc-
groups (A, B, and C) based on the overall spatial distritviod |t|e|§Ag\(/)|§glssthe average vlelocny of the parent molecular dlou
similar line-of-sight velocities. While groups B and C waieo  (Vier = -175kms™). All the velocities of the maser fea-
detected previously (e.g., Goddi et al. 2007) the maseufest tures are red-shifted w.r¥;345953%8py more than 2 km's.
of group A were undetected. The overall spatial distributid We measured linear polarized emission fromzCii maser
the maser emission is mainly extended on an arch struciomg al features of group A and C, with a polarization fractiaB 86 <
the N-S direction, perpendicular to the CO-outflow {RA= 75°, Pi < 113 %, with the lowest one from group C. From the
Wang et al. 2011), with the most blue-shifted masers wire. t TbAQ values obtained using the adapted FRTM code we found
systemic velocity of S255-IR clustered to the south. that three maser features out of five are partially saturatid

A linear polarization fraction between 1% and 4.5% wagf which are part of group A. In S231 the magnetic field is
measured for 5 CkOH maser features. The adapted FRTM cod#so perpendicular to the linear polarization vectors. NeGHz
indicates that only the brightest feature S$255.30 is diyrat- CHsOH maser Zeeman-splitting was measured in this source,
urated because it measurésAQ= 3.2 x 10° K. For all the unlike IRAS222726358A, pointing to a relatively weak mag-
maser featureg > 55°, so also in this case the magnetic fieldnetic field Py < 0.06 %).
is perpendicular to the linear polarization vectors. Alfil?lz
CH3OH maser Zeeman-splitting &fVz= 3.2 + 0.7 ms— was ; ;
measured for S255.30. 6. Discussion

5.3. S255-IR

6.1. The linear polarization fraction and the saturation state

of CH3;0OH masers
5.4. S231 ) . . . .
Modeling the total and the linearly polarized intensity of

32 CH;OH maser features were detected towards S231. ThelsOH masers with the adapted FRTM code enables us not only
are named in Table A.4 as S231.01-S231.32 and are showmoiderive the orientation of the magnetic fields and to mesthe

Fig. 5. Following the naming convention adopted by Minier eeeman-splittings accurately, but also to estimate thaston

al. (2000), the maser features are divided in four groupB(A, state of the CHOH masers.

C, and D). Actually, group D was not detected by Minier et al. As we have already mentioned in Sect. 4, the 6.7-GHz
(2000). Furthermore, we have divided group A in two subgsouH;OH maser can be considered partially saturatdgAQ >
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Fig. 5. Left panel: a view of the CEDH maser features detected around S231 (Table A.4). Riglel p@zoom-in view of group A1. Same symbols
as in Fig. 2. The arrow indicates the direction of the bluiéeth lobe of theH,-outflow (PAy, = 133; Ginsburg et al. 2009).The dashed line is
the best linear fit of the C¥DH maser features of group A (@,%OH = 28 + 8°), while the dotted line is the best linear fit of the gbH maser

features of groups B, C, and D (%‘&E’OH =147 £12).

2.6x10°K sr. Surcis et al. (2011b) derived this value by consid-
ering the stimulated emission rate)(and the theoretical con- , | ]
dition for masers unsaturated or saturated. We refer thderea 12 3 b
to Surcis et al. (2011b) for more details. The informatiomhef I ]
unsaturated or saturated state of the maser was used bg 8urci | Jﬁ
al. (2012) to determine a correlation between the saturatiate bl 3 ]
of the CHBOH masers and their linear polarization fractid)( , i 1 ]
They found that the 6.7-GHz GJ®H masers withP?, < 4.5 % ’ | 1
are unsaturated. Adding the 19 new §MH masers that we have
detected in this work, for which it has been possible to deiee
TpAQ, to the previous measured 72 masers we confirm the value
of 4.5 % as found by Surcis et al. (2012) but with the excepifon
IRAS06.30 (see Fig. 6 and Table 2). The model of IRAS06.30 is o o 3 1
probably influenced by the brightest maser (IRAS06.22)ctvhi L | ]
is located within 15 mas. This maser is twice a bright andlgigh R
linearly polarized. I

log(T,AQ) [K sr]
T

6.2. Magnetic fields in the second EVN group

6.2.1. Magnetic field orientations

. . . . - . Fig. 6. The emerging brightness temperatures\Q) as function of the
Before discussing the orientation of magnetic fields in ther f linear polarization fractionR;). The blue and red circles indicate the

massive YSOs, it is important to estimate whether the mediyfRsaturated and saturated masers, respectively, deiech@C7538
between the source and the observer could produce a signifiq&urcis et al. 2011a), W51, W48, IRAS 18588.38, and W3(OH)
rotation of the linear polarization vectors. This phenooters (Surcis et al. 2012), IRAS06052138-NIRS1, IRAS222726358A,
known as foreground Faraday rotatiabg) and, as derived for S255-IR, and S231 (this work). The red arrows indicate that t
the 6.7-GHz CHOH maser by Surcis et al. (2012), it can bdbAQ values obtained from the adapted FRTM code are lower lim-

written as its. The red full line is the limit of emerging brightness teenature
above which the CEDH masers are considered saturat€éghQ >
O[] = 2.26 ( D ) (1) 2.6 x 10° K sr; Surcis et al. 2011a), and the dotted line gives the lower
[kpc])’ limit to the linear polarization fraction for saturated rees@, ~ 4.5 %,

. Surcis et al. 2012).
where they assumed for the homogeneous interstellar etectr urel )

densityne ~ 0.012 cnt® and for the interstellar magnetic

fields By = 2 uG. Because the massive star-forming regions

investigated so far are at a distance of a few Kpds estimated is also true in the case of the four YSOs presented in this work
to be within the errors of the linear polarization anglestwf t for which @ is estimated to range between abouafd 4.

CH3OH maser emission (Surcis et al. 2009, 2011b, 2012). This Another éfect that may fiect the measurements of the linear
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Table 2. Comparison between position angle of magnetic fieldg@H maser distribution, outflows, and linear polarizatioglas.

(@) @ ©)] (4) ©®) (6) @] ®) ) (10)

Source <(X)> <((Dl;) P?(;ut PAC(H)30H o \PAout(—)(fI)B)l |PACH3&:)H -l \PACH30H)— PAoud ref?
Cepheus A —57+28 +30x19  +40+4&° —79x9 0.34 10+ 19 22+ 29 61+ 107 [ON®)
W75N-group A -13+9 477+ 9P +66+ 15° +43+10  +0.96 11+ 18 56+ 14 23+18 (3), @)
NGC7538-IRS1 -30+69 +67+70° -40+10' +84+ 79 +0.15 73+ 719 66+ 69 56+ 124 (5), (6), (7)
W3(OH)-group I +21+45 47+ 44° - -59+6 -0.84 - 80+ 45 - (8)
W51-e2 +33+16 -60+21° 50+ 20 +57+8 +0.70 10+ 29 24+ 18 73+ 22 (8), (9), (10)
IRAS18556-0138 —2+11  +88+11°  4+58+23 —40+2 -0.99 30+ 26 42+ 11 82+ 23 (8), (12)
w48 +23+7 677 - +55+10  +0.70 - 78+ 12 - ®)
IRAS06058-2138-NIRS1  +49+47 —-49+52  -50+15 +78+7 +0.64 1+ 54 29+ 48 52+ 17 (12), (13)
IRAS22272-6358A -80+15 +9+1% 40+ 15° -35+11 -0.87 49: 21 45+ 19 5+ 19 (12), (14)
S255-IR +36+12 -54+12 47515  —63x49%  -0.11 51+ 197 81+ 51 42+ 519 (12), (15)
S231 +28+49 -62+49 -47+5 +28+8 +0.97 15+ 49 0+50 75+ 9 (12), (16)
G291.27-0.70 -32+5 +52+5 - 77+ 14 - - 45+ 15 - @
G305.210.21 -51+14 28+ 14 - +48+ 23" - - 81+ 27 - 17), (18)
G309.92-0.47 +2+56  -75+56 - +35+ 5™ - - 33+ 56 - (17), (18)
G316.64-0.08 -67+36  +21+36 - +34+ 29 - - 79+ 467 - a7)
G335.79-0.17 +44+28  —41+28 - —69+ 25" - - 67+ 38 - 17), (18)
G339.88-1.26 +77+24  -12+24 - -60+17™ - - 43+ 29 - 17), (18)
G345.0%1.79 +5+39  -86+39 - +742 47 - - 69+ 39 - 17), (18)
NGC6334F (central) +77+20  -13+20 - 41+ 16 - - 62+ 26 - @n
NGC6334F (NW) -71+20  +19+20 - -804+ 38 - - 9+43 - @a”n

Notes. @ (1) Vlemmings et al. (2010); Curiel et al. (2006); (3) Sureisal. (2009); (4) Hunter et al. (1994); (5) Surcis et al. (BO)1(6) Scoville
et al. (1986); (7) Kameya et al. (1989); (8) Surcis et al. @019) Keto & Klaassen (2008); (10) Zhang et al. (1998); (Gibb et al. (2003);
(12) This work; (13) Wu et al. (2010); (14) Beltran et al. (&); (15) Wang et al. (2011); (16) Ginsburg et al. (2009);)(@@ddson & Moriarty
(2012); (18) De Buizer (2003 Before averaging we use the criterion described in Secteétimate the orientation of the magnetic field w.r.t
the linear polarization vector) It has been obtained by flux weighting the angles reporteciiiel2 of Curiel et al. (2006} The diferences
between the angles are evaluated taking into account that PA+ 180, () = (y) + 1807, and(®g) = (®g) + 180. @ We consider an arbitrary
conservative error of 257 The errors are evaluated considering the minimum and marifa of the CO-outflows reported by Scoville et
al. (1986).@ We do not consider group E of GBH masers in the fit" Keto & Klaassen (2008) reported that the orientation of theflaw

is along the rotation axis of the molecular accretion flonswe evaluate the arithmetic mean value {PRof the rotation axes measured from
the CHCN (PAcr,cn = 110°; Zhang et al. 1998) and the H&3lows (PAyss, = 150°; Keto & Klaassen 2008)Y We overestimate the errors by
considering half of the opening angle of the outfl®vThe PA, has been estimated from Fig. 4 of Wu et al. (2019)S255.30 and S255.31
were not included in the fit) The errors are overestimated by considering Figs. 1, 5,®18rof Dodson & Moriarty (2012Y™ The errors are
equal to the dference between the angles determined by Dodson & Moria@§/2Pand by De Buizer (2003).

polarization vectors is the internal Faraday rotation.cBuet CO-outflow and the linear distribution of the GBIH masers.
al. (2012) argued that because the linear polarizationovectThe magnetic field might be along the extended north-south
of 6.7-GHz CHOH masers are quite accurately aligned isomponent of the €0 emission detected by Beltran et al.
each source, the internal Faraday rotation should be rielglig (2006). By looking at each single linear polarization vesto
This general result applies also to the sources presented hé-ig. 3), we speculate that the GBH masers might probe a
Furthermore, the saturation state of the masers seems to tmasted magnetic field around the linear distribution of eras
affect the linearly polarized emission of GBH masers as also or around the CO-outflow.
noted by Surcis et al. (2012).

In the following, we discuss separately the orientatiorhef t

magnetic field in each of the current sources. S255-IR. According to the linear polarization vectors and to

the measured angles, the magnetic field has an error weighted
orientation of(®dg) = 126> + 12°. In this case the magnetic

IRAS06058+2138-NIRSL. We measured angles for six out of . 45 ot aligned with the CO-outflow (Rf = 75°; Wang

11 CHOH masers. For the GIOH masers for\gvh|ch we could et al. 2011) but it may be associated with the rotating torus
not measure_theangles we supposed that- 55°, as generally PAors = 165; Wang et al. 2011), like what was measured
K)+undA§Sur(flsf ettﬁl'géélﬁ' 2012)I'Rxg{)%°\3’8r’ Vﬁ? hmeasur NGC7538-IRS1 (Surcis et al. 2011b). Also in this case,
< A onlyfortnhe 1 maser 1RASYO.3D, WNICN MeaNS, .., q4ing taA Vs, the magnetic field is pointing away from us.
that the magnetic field is parallel to its linear polarizati@ctor Since the spatial distribution of the,B masers in S255-IR
(see Sect. 4|)0-| Asa ffsfgiotfeg);r_mé_Wet'.ghtfr‘]’ f{;\ema“"”"“*t’.f is well aligned with the outflow direction (Goddi et al. 2007)
magnetic field IS®g) = > indicating that the magneuc ;o terometric polarization observations ob® masers will

field is along the bipolar CO-outflow (Bf = 13C; Wu et : : : e
al. 2010). Remembering that ¥V, > 0 the magnetic field is be crucial for interpreting the overall magnetic field masjuyy.

pointing away from the observer andAV; < O towards the

observer, from the Zeeman-splitting measurements we can &231. The error-weighted orientation of the magnetic field is

state that the magnetic field is pointing away from us. (Pg) = 118 + 49°. Despite that the angle of the linear polar-
ization vector of S231.11 is more than one hundred degregs mi

IRAS22272+6358A. The magnetic field is perpendicular to allaligned with the other vectors, the magnetic field is alonthbo

the linear polarization vectors measured towards the spuec  to the CO-outflow (PAy = 133 + 5°; Ginsburg et al. 2009) and

(®g) = 9° + 15°. The orientation of the magnetic field is rotatedo the linear fit of groups B, C, and D (BA%,,, = 147 + 12,

by about 50, i.e. within 3¢ , w.r.t. the direction of both the see Sect. 5.4).
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Fig. 7. Left:The probability distribution function (PDF, top pdhand the cumulative distribution function (CDF, bottonmp§ of the projected
angle between the PA of the GBH maser distribution and the linear polarization angle8dy,on — (x)l). Right: The PDF and the CDF of the
projected angle between the PA of the {HH maser distribution and the outflow ax¢RAch,on — PAoud). I both panels the dashed line is the
CDF for random orientation of outflows and magnetic fields,all angular diferences are equally likely.The results of the Kolmogoravr8ov
test can be found in Table 3

6.3. The importance of magnetic fields in high-mass star
formation.

The importance of magnetic field in star-forming regions loan 0.015
estimated by evaluating the rafibbetween thermal and mag-

netic energies. I < 1 the magnetic field is dynamically impor- & o0,
tant. To measurg we need to know the magnetic field strength.
As we mentioned in Sect. 1 the Landé g-factor of the 6.7-GHz
CH3OH transition, from whichvz is evaluated, is still uncertain
(Vlemmings et al. 2011). Consequently we can only parametri

0.005 —

the ratios as function ofrz by considering the eq. 2 of Surcis et ] -

al. (2012) ]

0.8 - //’ ]

AVZ| | ]

= 611602 cos{O) [—=-| . 2 _o8f ]

p= 611602 cos(o) L5 @ :

0.4 _ .

We find thatﬂmAsoezz ~ 124 x a/é and ﬂ325530 ~ 8 X /,/'/ ]

a3. Considering a reasonable value far in the range *Er /,/” 1
0.005 kms'G™ < @z < 0.05 kms?! G (Surcis et al. 2011b), S S S

we have a range ¢ between 10* and 10?2 for both sources. Projected angle between PA.,, and (8,)['

As it was found for all the previous massive star-formingoag

investigated using the 6.7-GHz GﬁH_maser emission (Surcis Fig.8. The probability distribution function (PDF, top panel) attne
9t al. 2009, ZQllb, 2012), magnetic fields play an importiat r cumulative distribution function (CDF, bottom panel) oétprojected
in the dynamics of IRAS0605&138-NIRS1 and S255-IR. angle between the magnetic field and the outflow ap&%,( — (Dg))).
The dashed line is the CDF for random orientation of outflomésrmag-
netic fields, i.e. all angular fierences are equally likely. The results of
the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test can be found in Table 3

In the last four years a total of 20 massive star-forming re-

gions were observed at mas resolution at 6.7-GHz all over the

sky to measure the orientation of magnetic fields around masimple, gives us the opportunity to start a statisticalyasmabf
sive YSOs. They all are listed in Table 2. In the northern henthe results so far.

sphere the sources were observed using the EVN (Surcis et al. We compare the orientation of the @BH maser distri-
2009, 2011b, 2012, and this work) and the Multi-Element Badbution (PAcn,on, Col. 5 of Table 2) with the error weighted
Linked Interferometer network (MERLIN) (Vlemmings et al.value of the linear polarization anglegf, Col. 2) and with
2010), while in the southern hemisphere by using the Auatrathe orientation of the molecular outflows (RA Col. 4), i.e.
Telescope Compact Array (ATCA) (Dodson & Moriarty 2012)|PAch,on — (¢}l (Col. 8) and|PAcHon — PAcud (Col.9) respec-
This total sample, which we refer to as the magnetic field totdvely. In Col. 6 the correlation cdicients p) of the linear

6.4. Magnetic fields and outflows.
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Table 3. Results of Komogorov-Smirnov test. 7. Conclusions
@) POEEORERC) ®) We observed 4 massive star-forming regions at 6.7-GHz in ful
Angle N D 1 Qus(d) polarization spectral mode with the EVN to detect the lihear
o 20 017 078 060 and circularly polarized emission of GABH masers. We de-
:ngzg::gglm, 9 024 076 060 tected a total of 128 6.7-GHz GB®H masers and linearly po-
IPAGut — (Dg)l 9 039 123 010 larized emission towards 24 of them. The linear polarizatio

fraction is between 0.8 % and 11.3 %. We were also able to
measure Zeeman-splitting in IRAS06058L38-NIRS 1 AV; =
3.8+ 0.6 ms?t) and S255-IR4AV; = 3.2+ 0.7 ms?).

We considered all the massive star-forming regions observe
fits made by us are also reported. For our statistical arglysi full polarization mode at 6.7-GHz, so far, anywhere ongkye
we require the uncertainties of all the angles. While thersrr By comparing the projected angles between magnetic fields an
of PAch,on and(y) are easily determined, the uncertainties ajutflows, we find evidence that the magnetic field around mas-
PA..t are unknown for most of the sources, so either, when pagve YSOs are primarily oriented along the large-scale mele
sible, we estimate them (see footnotes of Table 2) or we densilar outflows. This is supported by a Kolmogorov-Smirnov test
a conservative uncertainty af15°. Moreover, we also com- that shows a probability of 10 % that our distribution of an-
pare the error weighted orientation of the magnetic fiélek§, gles is drawn from a random distribution. In the MFTS, the
Col. 3) with PAyy, i.e |PAgu — (@g)| in Col. 7, for the 9 sources CH3OH masers are not primarily distributed along the outflows.
for which an outflow has been detected. Note that all the angle Moreover, we empirically found that the linear polarizatio
in Table 2 are the projection on the plane of the sky. The ufraction of unsaturated G4OH masers i$| < 4.5 %.

certainties in Cols. 7, 8, and 9 are equabtp, = /0% + o2,

where x and y are the two angles taken in consideration in ea&ppendix A: Tables
column.

Fig. 7 shows the probability distribution function (PDF)dan In Tables A.1-A.4 we list all the C4OH maser features
the cumulative distribution function (CDF) of the projetten- detected _towards the four massive star-form_mg regions ob-
gles|PAcH,on — (x) and|PAcH,or — PAou- Because the ang|esserved with the EVN. Th_e Tables are organized as follows.
for the diferent sources haveftirent errors, which need to be'he name of the feature is reported in Col. 1 and the group
taken into account, we treatin Fig. 7 the full distributiomstead t0 Which they belong is in Col. 2. The positions, Cols. 3 and
of the histograms. The CDFs show that there is currently no ify: are referred to the maser feature used for self-caldorati -
dication of a relation between RA,on and the anglegy) and NO absolute positions were measured. The peak flux density
PAout. Indeed, a Kolmogorov-Smirnov (K-S) test shows that thé), the LSR velocity V), and the FWHM Av,) of the total
probabilities thaPAcw,or— ()| and|PAch,on— PAoud are drawn intensity spectra qf the maser features are rep_orted in. Gols
from random distributions (dashed lines in Fig. 7), i.eaaljular 6. and 7, respectively. Vis;, and Av, are obtained using a
differences are equally likely, are in both casé8 %. In Table 3 Gau;smn fit. The linear pollarlzatlon fractldh_Xand the linear
the results of the K-S test are reported, whBréCol. 3) is the Polarization anglesy( are instead reported in Cols. 8 and 9,
maximum value of the absolutefflirence between the data seti€sPectively. The best-fitting results obtained by usingoaieh

composed ofN (Col. 2) elements, and the random distributiorPased on the radiative transfer theory of methanol masers fo
and I'+T, = 1s? (Vlemmings et al. 2010, Surcis et al. 2011b) are

reported in Cols. 10 (the emerging brightness temperatune)
N ) - 11 (the intrinsic thermal linewidth). The errors were detgred
Qk-s() = 22:(—1)’"1 g2t (3) by analyzing the full probability distribution function.h®&
=1 angle between the magnetic field and the maser propagation
direction @, Col. 14) is determined by using the observed
in Col. 5 is the significance level of the test. Here= (VN + P, and the fitted emerging brightness temperature. Alsogfor
0.12+0.11/ ¥N) x D (Col. 4). The K-S test becomes asymptotthe errors were determined by analyzing the full probapilit
ically accurate adl becomes large. distribution function. The circular polarization fraatiaPy/)
On the contrary, if we consider the angle between,PA and the Zeeman-splitting\{/z) are finally in Cols. 12 and 13,
and(®g) we find that the outflows are primarily oriented alongespectively. The Zeeman-splitting is determined by fittihe
the magnetic fields. The corresponding CDF is shown in Fig.\8stoke spectra by using the best-fitting resut¥(andTpAQ).
where, as in Fig. 7 we treat the full distributions, the daidivee
is the CDF of a random distribution of the angles. The K-S ted¢knowledgements. We wish to thank the referee Dr. A. Sanna for
in this case gives a probability of about 10 %. making useful suggestions that have improved the papes.r€bearch
Although the sample is still small, this statistical analy‘f"asup?]rt't);]zugﬁ:’r::EdNbgeerDngg:éﬁ orrs;:r?tucgasglmegng%ml\}
SIs suggests tha’g the magnetic fle_lds Clos_e to_ the central Y nkgs the JIVE Suymmer Student Prograr?‘lme 2012. The IlE\)NliBE;le
(< 1000 AU) are likely correlateq with the direction O,f the Ia_rg facility of European, Chinese, South African, and othefo@stronomy
scale outflows+ 1 pc) detected in massive star-forming regiongsstitutes funded by their national research councils.
At the same time any biases introduced in the magnetic field an
gles due to for example compression of maser gas are ruled out
To improve the statistics it is important to enlarge the nandd References
sources of the magnetic field total sample for which the erienIecian E. Peralta. R.. Oksala. M.E. et al. 2012. Annuatting of the Erench
tation of the .molecular outflow is \{vell determined. To do IhisA Society of Astronomy and Astrophysics, Eds.: S. Boi:s'gmavemy’ N
we are carrying out a large campaign to observe outflow tsacer Nardetto, R. Samadi, D. Valls-Gabaud and H. Wozniak, 401
towards several massive star-forming regions. Banerjee, R. & Pudritz, R.E. 2007, ApJ 660, 479
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Table A.1. All 6.7-GHz methanol maser features detected in IRAS06@3838-NIRS 1.

(1) (2) 3) 4 (5) (6) @) (8) C)] (10) 11) (12) (13) (14)
Maser Group RA Dec Peak flux Visr Avp P X AV, TrAQ Py Vz 4
offset dfset Density(l)
(mas) (mas) (Hpeam) (kmis)  (kmys) (%) ) (kmys)  (logKsr) (%) (ts) ()
IRAS06.01 B -101.002 242539 .1 +0.01 1.68 0.22 = - - = = - -
IRAS06.02 A -56.857 -34.304 .85+003  11.63 0.32 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.03 B -53.453  -252.033 .18B+0.01 3.13 0.22 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.04 A -49.836 -29.320 .01+0.01 8.66 0.16 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.05 A -48.453 -15.698 .09+ 003  10.37 0.23 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.06 A -47.815 11.005 .89+ 001 8.71 0.28 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.07 A -46.485 -17.204 . $5+014  11.03 015 2+01 23x12 - - - - -
IRAS06.08 A -35.582 -31.330 .&3+001  11.87 0.87 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.09 A -34.359 -11.194  g5+008  11.16 018 Bx03 76x6 061 9.8%01 - - 9013
IRAS06.10 A -32.284  -26.491  .41+002  11.82 0.33 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.11 A -30.104  -11.690 221+036  10.77 052 B+05 69+10 - - - - -
IRAS06.12 A -23.190 22720 .32+003  11.60 0.28 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.13 A -20.956 6.157 .06+ 0.01 8.40 0.15 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.14 B -20.424  -240.074 .@+0002  3.13 0.19 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.15 A -19.839 -0.356  .25+006  11.21 0.85 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.16 A -18.881 -6.853  .64+002  11.69 0.29 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.17 A -18.669 41.107  .B2+001 8.53 0.19 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.18 A -14.733 22949  .D4+001 8.79 0.20 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.19 A -12.659 39.961  .88+013  11.12 0.28 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.20 A -11.223 80.557  .P5+0.01 7.87 0.25 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.21 A -6.489 -1.888 B81+003  11.30 0.28 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.22 A 0 0 9329+ 016  10.86 028 @®+13 76x5 1203 9.6+38 03 38x06 73
IRAS06.23 A 1.117 43.013  187+029  10.68 0.18 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.24 A 1.649 4.763 2604+023  10.42 036 A+03  49+2 - - - -
IRAS06.25 A 2.819 2.865 17+003  11.30 0.27 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.26 A 6.542 -12.850  187+030  10.68 013 2+42 -84:4 - - - - -
IRAS06.27 A 11.169 -40.705  149+023  10.72 024 2+08 61+6 - - - - -
IRAS06.28 A 15.371 11.868  .&1+017  10.99 0.27 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.29 A 15.743 58.292  .P0+0.01 8.44 0.21 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.30 A 15.797 0.828 524+023  10.59 021 B:02 67x4 089} 9.9%04 - - 6413
IRAS06.31 A 26.274 43127  188+021  10.33 0.15 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.32 A 32.391 3.937 19+ 001 9.98 0.15 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.33 A 34.093 15.846  .37+012  10.29 0.13 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.34 A 43.560 3.336 118+ 0.05 9.76 0.22 2+01 19+8 11702 9.1+03 - - 84'¢,
IRAS06.35 A 45.103 24460 .¥3+022  10.55 016 3+08 69+10 o7j§;§ 9.3j§;§ - - 84j§6
IRAS06.36 A 47.496 -6.975  .09+0.01 9.41 0.35 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.37 A 49.996 12.009  1®+033 1055 015 DP+04 59+10 08'92 8.9'93 - - 7612
IRAS06.38 A 69.037 11.696 .85+ 0.04 9.67 0.22 - - - - - - -
IRAS06.39 A 76.908 15.019  .@5+001 9.76 0.22 - - - - - - -
Notes. @ Because of the degree of the saturation of thesgd@HHmasersT,AQ is underestimatedyV; andé are overestimated.
Table A.2. All 6.7-GHz methanol maser features detected in IRAS225B58A.
1) (2) 3) 4 (5) (6) @) (8) 9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14)
Maser Group RA Dec Peak flux Visr Avp P X AV TpAQ Py AVz [4
offset dfset Density(l)
(mas) (mas) (Hpeam) (knfis)  (kny's) (%) ) (kmys)  (logK'sr) (%)  (fs) @)
IRAS22.01 173256  265.579 .Gb2+0.004 -1051  0.23 - - - = = - -
IRAS22.02 -138.277 144.333 .1¥1+0005 -10.20  0.16 - - - - - - -
IRAS22.03 -123.872  140.640 .8B4+0005 -10.15  0.23 - - - - - - -
IRAS22.04 -115.587  130.711 .378+0.005 -10.20  0.22 - - - - - - -
IRAS22.05 -101.605  128.204 .@®4+0.006 -10.15  0.26 - - - - - - -
IRAS22.06 97.550  130.402 .@P8+0.008 -10.90  0.17 - - - - - - -
IRAS22.07 -69.710  157.776 .364+0.007 -10.86  0.24 - - - - - - -
IRAS22.08 -69.213  133.293 .ID2+0.008 -10.90  0.19 - - - - - - -
IRAS22.09 -67.695 62.641 .D18+0.005 -9.93 0.14 - - - - - - -
IRAS22.10 -65.755  179.375 .@B1+0.005 -11.16  0.17 - - - - - - -
IRAS22.11 -65.008  169.689 .%67+0.008 -10.94  0.20 - - - - - - -
IRAS22.12 -64.784  168.640 .467+0008 -10.86  0.21 - - - - - - -
IRAS22.13 -56.848 155,579 .220+0.008 -1090 021 @®+02 -75+5 11%01 85104 - 77413
IRAS22.14 -47.295  140.812 .989+0008 -10.90 023 D+01 68+17 12j§f§ 8.6§§{§ - 80j§§
IRAS22.15 -44210  129.570 .FM0+0.008 -10.72  0.20 - - - - - - -
IRAS22.16 -36.796  121.681 .GR9+0005 -10.72  0.17 - - - - - - -
IRAS22.17 -35.900  130.512 .M5+0007 -11.03  0.14 - - - - - - -
IRAS22.18 -34.830  143.387 .Z»1+0.008 -10.94  0.14 - - - - - - -
IRAS22.19 -29.780 96.726 .@58+0007 -10.77 031 ¥+07 -78x4 152 8.9%01 - - 90'%4
IRAS22.20 -22.491 87.498 .81+0.004 -11.30 0.22 - - - - - - -
IRAS22.21 -13.783  47.733 .P0+0006 -10.15  0.25 - - - - - - -
IRAS22.22 0 0 838+0.005 -12.83  0.30 - - - - - - -
IRAS22.23 0.373 -10.288 .050+0.004 -1257  0.26 - - - - - - -
IRAS22.24 1.319 29.022 .P17+0.005 -12.31  0.17 - - - - - - -
IRAS22.25 47.668  216.942 .ML7+0.008 -10.99  1.08 - - - - - - -
IRAS22.26 215.898  319.664 .I19+0.008 -10.99  0.15 - - - - - - -
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Table A.3. All 6.7-GHz methanol maser features detected in S255-IR.

@) @] ® @) ) (6) @) ®) © (10) (Y] (12) (13) (14)
Maser Group RA Dec Peak flux Visr Avp P $% AV, TprAQ Py AVz 4
offset dfset Density(l)

(mas) (mas) (Jpeam) (kgs)  (kmys) (%) 0 (kmys) (logKsn) (%) (nts) @)
$255.01 A 217801  97.237  A9x0009  4.96 013 - - - - = - -
$255.02 B -217.039  -41.428 1660003  5.70 a3 - - - - - - -
$255.03 B -212.685  -62.891 .212+0005  5.48 13 - - - - - - -
$255.04 B -212.522  -124.538 .133+0015  4.87 07 2205 39x2 0892  90'93 - - 8039
$255.05 B -212.413  -109.398 5D1+0.007  5.00 @1 - - - - - - Z
$255.06 B -206.100  -53.278 .7D7+0005  5.57 017 38+02 39x4 0791 9351 - - 854,
$255.07 B -205.610  -86.506 .33+0004  5.22 016 - - - - - - .
$255.08 B 204522 -132.717 .323+0018  4.74 016 10+03 60+11 Q891 8604 - - 7434
$255.09 B -203.923  -19.556 .3®9+0.006  5.44 o4 - - - - - - .
$255.10 B -201.583  -70.501 4520005  5.35 o4 - - - - - - -
$255.11 B -199.624  -87.763  .6B6+0014  4.78 o4 - - - - - - -
$255.12 B -195.977  -140.797 .297+0011  4.47 15 - - - - - - -
$255.13 B -195.488  -104.160 .200+0.004  5.40 13 - - - - - - -
$255.14 B -193.800  -58.836  .AB6+£0.005  5.40 063 - - - - - - -
$255.15 B -187.760  -151.674 .1®8+0.004  4.25 B4 - - - - - - -
$255.16 B -172.086  -97.004 .106+0006  4.39 129 - - - - - - -
$255.17 B -164.521  -108.042 .250+0.004  4.08 @0 - - - - - - -
$255.18 B -162.126  -156.319 .3@4+0003  4.12 @2 - - - - - - -
$255.19 B -160.276 ~ -155.373 .334+0003  4.08 @4 - - - - - - -
$255.20 B -158.534  -188.637 .106+0004  4.17 @0 - - - - - - -
$255.21 B -148.194  -146.700 .6B8+0.003  4.03 @2 - - - - - - -
$255.22 B -144.548  -138.336 2590004  4.17 a7 - - - - - - -
$255.23 A -142.207  231.489 .AB8+0016  4.82 015 - - - - - - -
$255.24 C -135.513  -399.889 .10+ 0.003  3.38 018 - - - - - - -
$255.25 o -128.166  -393.681 .1@3+0004  2.23 @7 - - - - - - -
$255.26 c -125.989  -373.406 .361+0003  3.03 @3 - - - - - - -
$255.27 C -125.935  -361.589 .180+0.003  2.28 B4 - - - - - - -
$255.28 C -120.166  -351.229 .104+0004  1.31 @3 - - - - - - -
$255.29 A -69.172  409.050 .ZB0+0.016  4.82 068 - - - - - - -
$255.30 B 0 0 10636+ 0015  4.61 @4  45+03 23+5 11701 9503 03 32:07 82%
$255.31 B 6.694 5.865  .@89+0014  4.78 @0  18+04 21x7 0.9j§-§ 9.0j§-§ - - 79f§_

Notes. @ Because of the degree of the saturation of thesgG@Hmasers,AQ is underestimatedyV; andd are overestimated.
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Table A.4. All 6.7-GHz methanol maser features detected in S231.

@ @] ® @) O] (6) @) ®) ©) (10) (@) (12) (13 (14
Maser Group RA Dec Peak flux Vist Avp Py X AV, ThAQ Py Vz 0
offset dfset Density(1)

(mas) (mas) (Jpeam) (knps)  (km's) (*0) 0 (kmys) (ogKsr) (%) (ws) ()
$231.01 C -108.670  51.949 .2B7+0003 -11.82 042  @8+04 -7=5 1977 8577 - - 90°0
$231.02 B -68.055  47.474  W7+£0003  -11.51  0.22 - - - - - - -
$231.03 B -54.975 34267 .A24£0003 -11.20  0.22 - - - - - - -
$231.04 B -53.140  70.908  .@53+0003 -11.29  0.14 - - - - - - -
$231.05 B -50.597 -3.765  .@3+0003 -11.29  0.18 - - - - - - -
$231.06 A -48.914  -104.523  062+0003 -14.27  0.19 - - - - - - -
$231.07 B -47.498 32341  @P6+0003 -11.20  0.15 - - - - - - -
$231.08 B -46.860 45284  .17+0003 -11.86  0.23 - - - - - - -
$231.09 B -46.790  33.001  .Gy3+0003 -11.33  0.22 - - - - - - -
$231.10 A -45.954  -87.692  (10+0004 -14.01  0.29 - - - - - - -
S231.1% Az -42.031  -74.463  272+0004 -13.79 032  1B+06 -74x2 <05 = 11373 - - 828,
$231.12 A -40.418  -90.500  B95:+0003  -6.37  0.32 - - - - - - -
$231.13 B -38.131 21629  .@B5:0003 -11.20  0.19 - - - - - - -
S231.14 A -32.884  -82.264  (156+0003  -7.69  0.36 - - - - - - -
$231.15 B -27.870  30.174  7®9+0003  -11.46  0.21 - - - - - - -
$231.16 A -21.973  -36.274  @57+0003 -15.02  0.39 - - - - - - -
$231.17 A -19.071  -30.800  ®20+0003 -14.23  0.33 - - - - - - -
$231.18 A -16.947  -23.762  (143+0003  -1454  0.27 - - - - - - -
$231.19 A -9.147 11.021  (A74+0006 -13.18  0.42 - - - - - - -
$231.20 Ay -7.882 -11.410  300+0004  -14.14 034  Bx11l  47x1 1270% 9635 - - 837,
S231.21 A -3.471 -13.863 ~ @61+0008 -13.13  0.33 - - - - - - -
$231.22 A -2.403 -4.982 ($39:0004 -13.66  0.39 - - - - - - -
$231.23 A 0 0 23419+ 0010 -12.96 034  ©x04  48x1  17*32 9304 - - 808,
$231.24 A 5.467 9.663 $12+0005 -13.31  0.38 - - - - - - -
$231.28 Ay 5.815 4520 634+0011 -12.87 030 3+06  48x1 1392  963% - - 828,
$231.26 D 14231  -108.620 .IM5+0003 -12.17  0.22 - - - - - - -
$231.27 A 15.206 18288  (389+0005 -13.22  0.34 - - - - - - -
$231.28 A 17.330 21.011  (53+0004 -1335  0.40 - - - - - - -
$231.29 D 22588  -116.097 .A4+0003 -12.08  0.25 - - - - - - -
$231.30 D 25038  -109.062 .3D2+0010 -12.96  0.15 - - - - - - -
$231.31 D 28.148  -117.458 .IB8+0006 -13.18  0.90 - - - - - - -
$231.32 D 28949  -67.051 .AM03+0.003 -1239  0.18 - - - - - - -

Notes. @ Because of the degree of the saturation of thesgG@Hmasers,AQ is underestimatedyV; andd are overestimated.
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