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ABSTRACT

The temperature of interstellar dust particles is of greddrtance to astronomers. It plays a crucial role in thentioelynamics of
interstellar clouds, because of the gas-dust collisionapling. It is also a key parameter in astrochemical stutfiasgoverns the
rate at which molecules form on dust. In 3D (magneto)hydnadyic simulations often a simple expression for the dusperature

is adopted, because of computational constraints, white@semical modelers tend to keep the dust temperaturgasdnsver a
large range of parameter space. Our aim is to provide anteasse parametric expression for the dust temperature @sctidn of
visual extinction Ay) and to shed light on the critical dependencies of the duspésature on the grain composition. We obtain an
expression for the dust temperature by semi-analyticallirsg the dust thermal balance forfidirent types of grains and compare to
a collection of recent observational measurements. Weeadslore the fect of ices on the dust temperature. Our results show that a
mixed carbonaceous-silicate type dust with a high carbdmnve fraction matches the observations best. We find thdbroeation
allows the dust to be warmer by up to 15% at high optical defAfis> 20 mag) in the interstellar medium. Our parametric expogssi
for the dust temperature is presentedas: [11+ 5.7 x tanh(0.61 — log,o(Av))] Y50 whereyyy is in units of the Draine (1978) UV
field.
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—1. Introduction absolute reaction rates (see e.g., Tielens & Hagen 198dCha
_ ) _ ~etal. 2007; Cazaux et al. 2016). Nonetheless, a study orethe d
QN Dust chemistry plays an important role during the evolutibn pendencies of the dust temperature is highly desirable.
interstellar clouds. The presence of dust is ubiquitousnin-
terstellar medium (ISM) and it is an important constituefithe A third and fundamental importance of the dust temperature
Galaxy. Having a mass of only about 0.7% of the gas (Fish@llows from its impact on the gas temperature. The gas-dust
[~ etal. 2014), these microscopic particles greatly impaettiem- collisional coupling is the single most important heat sfen
N istry and thermodynamics of gaseous clouds (Gerola & Glaggechanism for gas at number densities above ad&@ cm-3
© gold 1978; Dopcke et al. 2013; Hocuk et al. 2014), along i typical Galactic conditions (Hollenbach et al. 1991a8ps
< dominating the continuum opacity. Gas-phase species oan gssilk 2006). This process dominates the gas cooling as lsng a
¢ ‘grain surfaces as a third body to form more complex moleculgge dust temperature is lower than the gas temperature.rt de
[~ hereby catalyzing reactions which may otherwise be tow slgities of roughly>10° cm2, the temperatures of the two phases
] {0 be significant (e.g., Gould & Salpeter 1963; Cazaux et @ke irrevocably linked, such that the gas temperature isness
.. 2005, Garrod et al. 2008, Gavilan et al. 2012, Ruaud et a|5201t|a|| set by the dust temperature_ In regions with deng&&)w
= 'Atoms and molecules can, on the other hand, also be depletad>cm-3, where line emission regulates the gas temperature,
from the gas phase when the dust temperature is too cold {igé temperature of the dust still plays a role. Here, dustreftn
+_ 'species to overcome the thermal desorption energy (efiesJaence the gas temperature because the molecular abundénces o
CG & Williams 1984; LIppOk et al. 2013) In this way, the dust temspecies such as CO and Hlt T>100 K)’ which depend on sur-
perature crucially controls whether gas-phase speciegdreut face chemistry, control the amount of ro-vibrational lim®ting
onto dust, or are enriched from the chemistry occurring cst dl{lsee e.g., Hocuk et al. 2016).
grains (Tafalla et al. 2002; Garrod & Herbst 2006; Hocuk et al
2016). In this work, we have derived the dust temperature semi-
The dusttemperature is also an important parameter in chemnalytically for various types of grain material througtvéing
ical reaction rates. An exponential dependence on the durst t the energy balance. We compare our results to a collectioh-of
perature lies at the heart of most surface reactions. Att@ld served dust temperatures with tHerschel Space Observatory.
temperatures, for example, thetfdrence of a single Kelvin canIn this way, by constraining our calculations with the obser
imply a variation of the reaction rates by orders of magretuddust temperatures, our study sheds light on the composifion
Thus, a precise knowledge of the dust temperature is imperadust in the ISM. The dust temperature is also explored for the
when performing rate calculations. Fortunately, cal@datbun- presence of ices on dust surfaces. To substantiate our dhetho
dances seem to be more sensitive to the relative reacties rate test our semi-analytical solutions against a numerioal, o
between those which compete with each other rather than tlee, radiative transfer calculations.

Article number, page 1 of 16


http://arxiv.org/abs/1704.02763v2

A&A proofs:manuscript no. Hocuk_Tdust_2017

In Sect. 2, we report on a collection of observations of the
interstellar dust temperature from the literature. In S&ctve 20T T T T
describe the analytical method that we use in order to derive [ S~ T,=14.4 373 log,(A) K
the dust temperature, where we discuss the parametersdetail
in Sect. 4. We present our semi-analytical solutions fordihst
temperature for various grain materials as well as for icte ! .
grains in Sect.5. In Sect.6, we compare our semi-analytical I
solutions against computations with the Monte Carlo rackat
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transfer coda;ADMc-SDl (Dullemond 2012). We then !ntroduce 10+ « Co244 (S 2010) §£ %E i E?E .\ i
our parametric expression for the dust temperature in 3elet. [ e oot o) % ool
Sect. 8, we discuss our theoretical solutions with respetite [ e EPoS (Launhardt+ 2013) P TN
. . . CB17 (Schmalzl+ 2014) ® ~J
observed dust temperatures. Finally, in Sect. 9, we suramari [ © L1495.20 cores (Varsh+ 2014) ' ;
- - + -

our conclusions. St o ey
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2. Observed dust temperatures Visual extinction A,, (mag)

We first looked at observations reported in the literaturehteck
if a simple expression for the dust temperature as a functionFig. 1. Observed dust temperatures from eight independent studies
Ay can be found. We show that this is not practical because onéyst temperature is plotted as a function of visual extimctiA least
probing diferent environments andftrent conditions among Sauares semi-log linear line is fit through the data as giyehédashed
the various sources included and because of a missing gen@fgk line.
understanding of the physics. We will use these observatibn
a later stage to derive our parametric formalism from theriefd  the protostellar cores. Also from the bok globule CB244 {Stu
dust properties (in Sect. 8). et al. 2010), we only considered the starless core measateme
The only filament in our collection is the dense filament of the
Taurus molecular complex L1506 (Ysard et al. 2013), which ap
pears to have a density of; > 10°cm™3, where a 3D radiative
Recent observations with tierschel space telescope providedransfer model is used for estimating the emission and etiim
a large number of measurements of the dust temperature-in withe dense filament.
ious sources. These sources consist of dense filamentgpglum In the studies of the isolated starless core B68 (Nielbock
starless and prestellar cores, and protostellar cores.elgets et al. 2012), the star-forming core CB17 (Schmalzl et al. 4901
eight independent studies that report the dust temperfduee the dense cores in the L1495 cloud of the Taurus star-forneing
variety of sources and adopt their values, but exclude tbe pgion (Marsh et al. 2014), and the starless cores B68 and LB.689
tostellar cores from our selection as these have fundathentéRoy et al. 2014) various techniques have been used to re-
different environments due to protostellar feedback. We pteserove the line-of-sight (LOS) contamination, always resglin
a compilation of the published dust temperatures at thefepaic a lower dust temperature (by about-04 K) than the ones ob-
column densitiesNy, or Ay. To stay within the same units, wetained from dust spectral energy distributions (SED) érilihe
convertNy to Ay using the conversion factor2x 10°* cm?  used LOS correction techniques are, in the order of the above
mag? (Guver & Ozel 2009; Valencic & Smith 2015). listed sources, an employed ray-tracing model, a modifiadkbl
Fig.1 displays the collection of observationally obtaineldody technique together with a ray-tracing technique, &atae
dust temperatures, with the references given in the legétieto transfer modeldorerr/mopust), and an inverse-Abel transform-
figure. We have drawn the best fit semi-log linear line througiased technique.
the data points, but the functional form is arbitrary. Thenfi Despite such mixed origins in Fig. 1, i.e., with and without
function we obtain isT4(Ay) = 14.4 - 3.73log;(Av) K. How- LOS corrections, the fierence is not directly obvious from the
ever, there is no physical basis for this behavior and such apfiot, except that data points corrected for LOReets generally
cannot show the dependence in the radiation field. Furthermdiave a lower temperature toward highy. This can be per-
by using this fit, one is not able to extrapolate with certalme- ceived by looking at the red and black points.
yond the bounds of the observed rangg & 0.2 — 70 mag).
The error bars are considered wherever they are availalﬁlez Environmental differences
though, only for the dust temperatures. The error bardfpor =~
Ay are often not reported and, if given, can have large uncahe external radiation field strength in many of these sauixe
tainties. For example, in the case of the 21 cold clumps stugyt known. In units of the Habing field (Habing 1968), the ones
by Parikka et al. (2015), two methods for calculatd¢H,) are that are known have the best estimate§gf 1 for L1506 and
given, that is, from dust continuum and molecular lines,clhi B68 (Ysard et al. 2013; Roy et al. 20148, = 0.18 to 1.18 for
diverge greatly in some cases and thereby influence thetsesihe dense cores in L1495 (Marsh et al. 2014, their stangasg
We adopted the one that is recommended (dust continuum)dayresponds t&y = 1.31), andG, ~ 2 for L1689B (Steinacker
these authors. For the study of starless and prestellas @oreet al. 2016a), which was initially (over)estimated toGg~ 10
L1495 of Taurus by Marsh et al. (2014) we recovered the cqRoy et al. 2014). For the cores CB244, B68, and CB17, Lippok
umn densities by computing this ourselves using the pravidet al. (2016) estimate an enhancement of factor 2.5, 2.234nd
number densities, radii, and the Plummer-like density [@ofi respectively, relative to their interstellar radiationdi¢lSRF).
From the 14 low-mass molecular cloud cores (EPoS projeThe thermal dust temperature in théfdse medium surround-
Launhardt et al. 2013), we took the 7 starless cores andaadlu

2.1. Herschel observations

2 When simply using SED fitting, the average dust temperatiarega

1 httpy/www.ita.uni-heidelberg.dedullemondsoftwargradmc-3d the sight line is obtained.
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ing the remaining objects ranges betweeri6 to 20K. These for the heating of dust grains are cosmic rays (CR). Upon hit-
values are typical for the Milky Way ffuse ISM and the ISRF is ting a dust grain or a molecule, cosmic ray particles careeith
thus assumed to be close to the standard Galactic radiagidn fheat the grain locally, i.e., impulsive spot heating (Legeal.

(Go ~ 1-2). Other diferences, such as, number density, dust-th985; Ivlev et al. 2015), or globally, e.g., due to secondavy
gas mass ratio, type and size of grains, turbulence, andetiagnphotons generated following Hluorescence in the Lyman and
field are all important factors not taken into account. Festh Werner bands. CRs are insensitive to a gas column density of u
reasons, we targeted similar types of environments, thiesga to Ny > 10°°cm2 (Padovani et al. 2009; Indriolo et al. 2015) and
cold dense regions, where the above mentioned conditi@ns laave an attenuation length bf; ~ 6 x 10?°cm~2 (Umebayashi
not expected to vary greatly. In spite of the unknown intdns& Nakano 1981). This renders the energetic secondary UV pho-
differences, we still proceeded to overlay the various obsert@aas nearly independent on the cloud optical depth, whieh re
tions in a single plot (i.e., Fig. 1) to give us a general iatiizn  sults in a constant contribution to the right-hand side efeh-
about the dust temperature in such environments. ergy balance equation. For heating the dust grains by secpnd
UV photons, adopting a CR induced UV photon (CRUV) flux
of Fuy = 2x 10*stcm (the ‘low’ proton model of Ivlev

et al. 2015) and a photon energy of 13eV per CRUV, the total
A simple way of obtaining the dust temperature is by solvivg t intensity becomeker = 4.2x 10" erg s cm ?sr !, From these
dust thermal balance for equilibrium. The underlying agsumestimations, we can already report that the CR impact on the
tion is that an equilibrium is quickly reached and maintdinedust temperature for a standard Milky Way ionization rate, i
The primary heating and cooling processes are fast enough{s, = 5x 107*'s™, turns out to be minimal. We find that due to
the order of 16° seconds (radiative cooling) to minutes an&Rs the dust temperature increases\iy <0.1K. Higher CR
hours (heating by interstellar photons, e.g., Draine 2j0®a rates have been reported (e.g., Indriolo et al. 2015) ane S
justify this approach. Presuming that the main heating sf éu attenuation is expected (e.g., Ivlev et al. 2015). The irhpac
caused by the ISRF and that the primary cooling comes from fhigher cosmic ray rates for the considered simplified case (i
isotropic modified black body emission, the energy balance fokithout attenuation) is explored in appendix A.

a single grain can be set up as follows (cf. Kriigel 2008)

2 ® _ 2 <
Ara fo Q,B,(Ty) dv = 2ra L Q,J,D,(Av) dv. (1) 4. parameter details

Here,Q, is the absorptionféiciency (Sect. 4.2) that depends ory.1. J,, the ISRF

a, the grain radius] 4 is the dust temperatur®, is the Planck

function, J, is the ISRF flux (Sect.4.1), and,(Ay) is the at- Each parameter in the integral of Eq. 1 is a function of fremye
tenuation factor (Sect. 4.3), with, the visual extinction. In this that goes from 0 to infinity. In actuality, however, this linig
work, we assume a geometry that is spherically symmetric aset by the ISRF, whichfects the other parameters. Typically,
that the interstellar radiation is coming from all directsy but the Galactic ISRF covers the wavelength regime between mi-
that the cloud is large enough to shield the radiation from onrowave (300@m) and far-ultraviolet (FUV, 0.A4m), with con-
side. Hence, we tak2r for the right-hand side. Our choice istributions from stars (OB stars and late spectral classkst
best described by a semi-infinite slab. This representsdges (cold, warm, and hot), and the cosmic microwave background
of a cloud very well, whereas the center of a cloud should tef@dMB). Starlight dominates the emission between the FUV and
to 4r. Assuming that a medium is in radiative equilibrium, for ghe near-infrared (NIR), while dust mainly emits reproegss
distribution of dust grains, one may apply a second intemyat  starlight between the NIR and the far-infrared (FIR). Beyon
grain sizes in Eq. 1. The integral equation becomes indeppendhis range, there is little emission to be significant for thust

of aif a fixed size is adopted. In this work, due to the complebemperature. The shorter wavelengths are more importaattb
and evolving nature of dust grains, we present our solufions lower Ay, while the longer wavelengths become more relevant at
the canonical size af = 0.1 um (e.g., Kruegel 2003). higher optical depths.

This relatively simple concept is often adopted to obtaé th  Because the ISRF has contributions from various sources,
dust temperature. This usually involves assumptions fdat® it results in a continuum spectrum that goes from the FUV to
aspects of the calculation (i.€,, J,, or D,) or is simplified by the CMB. The shape and power of this spectrum is described
limiting the solution to a desired range, which we discusthé by Mathis et al. (1983) and Black (1994), though, we do note
next section. Equilibrium solutions are, of course, alway® that the Galactic ISRF of most cores is anisotropic and depen
independent and tend to consider simple geometries, likeba sdent on the location within the Galaxy. In the work of Zucconi
or a sphere. The benefit is that the calculation is fast afdestaet al. (2001), henceforth to be referred as ZWGO01, the ISRF is
while the solutions are considered to be satisfactory. approximated by a parametric fit to the data of the above men-

It is advisable to note that for small dust graisg 50A), tioned authors. However, the UV part of the spectrum is omit-
the equilibrium solution will not hold, since there will barge ted, because the aim of ZWGO01 was to model the temperature
temperature fluctuations following single-photon heatimgnts at Ay, > 10 mag. This part of the spectrum can be covered by
(Draine & Li 2001). Although the mass in small grains is lowadopting the UV background of Draine (1978). This approach
a substantial fraction of the emission fronffdse clouds may is also reported by Glover & Clark (2012) and Bate & Keto
be coming from them (Draine & Li 2001; Li & Draine 2001).(2015). Aside from adding the UV part of the spectrum down to
Non-equilibrium solutions should therefore be used for tiebe 1 = 0.091um (13.6 eV), we also adapt the mid-infrared (MIR)
treatment of very small grains inftlise regions. part of the spectrum to a smooth modified black body instead of

One can expand the energy balance equation by adding mie power-law with a cut at 100um of ZWGO01*. Our modi-
heating and cooling terms. One factor that may be important

3. Solving for the dust temperature

3 Here we mean lower than unity emissivity, but witdependence. 4 the ZWGO01 power-law best matches the data for the rangegdmxm.
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Fig. 2. Parameters for the dust equilibrium. Top panel, the ISR&nisity as a function of frequency. The green line repredbetadopted ISRF
in this work. Bottom left panel, experimental and calcubadsorption iiciencies for various grain materials. Scattering is noluided in these.
Bottom right panel, extinction curves from various studiBise filled black circles show the observed data from Math@90). The black solid
line is a fit to the data as given by Cardelli et al. (1989), wtigadopted in this work. The sub panel zooms in at the loweemwambers where
the adopted extinction curve below 048%™, given by the black solid line, is interpolated from Mathl990).

fied function at the MIR (around = 2 x 103s1) is

2hy? W
cz exphv/ksT) -1’

in the current work, shows the combined ZWGO01 and Draine
ISRFs, which covers the whole frequency range, in consensus
with earlier works (Glover & Clark 2012; Bate & Keto 2015).

Bmir = 2)
whereh is the Planck constankg is the Boltzmann constant,4.2. Q,, the absorption efficiency
c is the light speed, an@ is the weighting factor. Our fitted ) ) ]
values give usV = 3.4 x 10 andT; = 250K. This approach Interstellar dust grainsficiently absorb photons with wave-
approximates the data better than the mentioned partiaépowlengths smaller than their own size. Longer wavelengtharadi
law (see the top panel of Fig. 2), albeit that this part of fecs tion is not entirely absorbed and there is dificéency related to
trum is actually not smooth and largely dominated by polyicyc this, which is given by the frequency dependent paran@fer
aromatic hydrocarbon (PAH) emission, see for example gPorbcattering is not considered in théieiencyQ, since scattered
et al. (2006). The full expression of the adopted ISRF ismjine radiation will not thermally &ect a dust grain. Scattering may
appendix B (Egs. B.1 and B.2). extend the path length of a photon which increases the pilebab
In the top panel of Fig. 2, we plot the ISRF as mean intensitly of absorption of radiation. For this, one ideally neeal&eep
J, (erg stem2sriHz 1) versus frequency. The black filled cir-track of all the scattered radiation at each pointin a cldlds
cles in this figure represent the original data from Blacko@)9 can be done numerically. We consider scattering throughthe
and Mathis et al. (1983), which have a low UV contributiorf€nuation of radiation, which is discussed in Sect. 4.3tt8dag
whereas the black long-dashed line displays the Draineg)L97 Very indficient at wavelengths much larger that the size of the
UV field. The red short-dashed line shows the fit of ZWGO01. WeEattering object 1~*), but may become important at wave-
have also added in this figure the ISRF adopted by HollenbdeAgths around < 1um.
etal. (1991), from here on HTT91, by two separate functites: We takeQ, = 1 for 2 <« 2ra, i.e., the geometric optics
FIR/CMB part is given in blue (dot-dashed) and the UV part inpproach, an®@, = oex/7a, which is less than unity, in the
purple (triple dot-dashed). The green solid line, that ispeld Rayleigh limit A > 2ra, whereoey (cnP) is the extinction
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Table 1. Considered dust material types adopted from literature.

Model material carbon  bulk density literature reference fenrence data
fraction (gcnd) label link
Graphite carbon 1 2.26 Laor & Draine (1993) LD93 1
Silicate A  SiO, 0 3.0 Henning & Mutschke (1997) HM97 2
SilicateB  MgFeSiQ 0 3.5 Draine (2003b) Dr03 1
Mixed A carbon-silicate mix 0.41 2.531 Ossenkopf & Henning (1994) OH94 3
Mixed B carbon-silicate mix 0.36 3.2 Weingartner & Draine (2001aibe (2003a) WDO01 4
Mixed C  carbon-silicate mix 0.48 3.05 Kdhler et al. (2015) KYJ15 5
Mixed D  carbon-silicate mix  0.33 2.65 Ormel et al. (2009, 2011) Ori1 5

Notes. data fromilhttp ://www.astro.princeton.edu/~draine/dust/dust.diel .html, 2http ://www.astro.uni-jena.de/Laboratory/OCDB/amsilicates.html,
3https ://hera.phl.uni-koeln.de/~ossk/Jena/tables.html, 4http ://www.astro.princeton.edu/~draine/dust/dustmix.html, 5n0 online data.

cross section. The dust emissivity for cooling is an equiably In our selected list of material&raphiteis calculated for
portant aspect as dust extinction is for heating. Both &&téd 0.1um grains at 25K Silicate A (quartz glass) is measured at
by the same ficiency paramete®, . It is generally acceptable 10K, Silicate B (astronomical silicate) is composed for @rh
to assume that the emissioffieiency equals the absorption ef-grains at 20 K, and/ixed D is calculated at 10 K. FoMixed A
ficiency, i.e.,Q,em = Q,, Since a good absorber is also a goode adopt the uncoagulated model, fixed B we adopt the
emitter. Milky Way Ry = 5.5 model, whereRy is discussed in the next
The absorption ficiency can be theoretically constructedsection, and forMixed C we adopt the uncoagulated ‘CMM’
where the simpler models assume a power-law dependenceanodel. Other details can be found from the original papers.
can be experimentally measured, with material-specifiomis
tion features. When the function follows a power-law, sitge .
is on both sides of Eq. 1, only the slope of the function, thee, 4.3. Dy(Av). the attenuation factor
power of v, matters for the dust temperature. In reality, howFhe attenuation of radiation in the ISM mostly arises fronstdu
ever, dust has material-specific absorption features. \@éth and large molecules. Depending on frequency, these pertti-
tailed semi-analytical calculations or direct laboratorgasure- sorb and scatter light. For radiation traveling through aline,
ments it is possible to obtain the opacity fiagentx, (cm? g™*), when calculating the optical depth considering only absorp-
also known as the mass absorptionféeeent, with high preci- tion, one has to integrate the absorption fiicnta, (cm?)
sion. The relation betwee, andx, for spherical grainsis as  along the pat's, that is,

4 S
Q = :_))Kvapd’ (3) T, = f a,ds. (4)

where pq is the bulk mass density of dust, which is roughly ) i i
around 3 g crm for silicate grains, but actually depends on th@» i related to the opacity, through the relation, = p«,. Since
dust refractory material composition. attenuation scales as exp(v_), one need_s to know the optical

In the present work, we adopt a realistic set of absorptig¢Pth atall frequencies to find the solutionfior. _
efficiencies. The opacities for the considered dust materials a At Visible wavelengths { = 55004) the relationship be-
gathered from the references provided in Table 1. The adopt&eenty andAy is straightforward and the attenuation factor
absorption iciencies are either experimentally measured §implifies to expt0.921Ay). Taking this as a reference, the at-
theoretically calculated from the optical properties @f tefrac- tenuation at dferent wavelengths is scaled by the wavelength-
tory materials. The obtained data is in units@f(LD93), opti- dependent attenuation dieienty, (= Ai/Av), such that the
cal constants, k (HM97, Dr03), ork, (OH94, WD01, KYJ15, attenuation factob,(Av) becomes
Orl1l). The Mie theorem allows the calculation«ffrom n, k _ 2
(e.g., Bohren & Hifman 1983), whilex, is converted toQ, D/(Av) = exp(-0921y.Av). ©)
using Eq.3. This shows that we could just as well integralde codficienty,, that is given by the extinction law, is param-
Eqg. 1 overa’k, (mass) instead ai?Q, (surface). Since some ofeterized by Cardelli et al. (1989) for the Milky Way. The ex-
the models have an underlying size distribution, the caigar tinction law accounts for both absorption and scattering, its
with a fixed grain size makes the assumption that the canlonishape is the result of the contribution of three main comptme
value of grain radius 0/Am represents the mass weighted avePAHs, small carbon grains, and silicates. We use their 5-par
age over the grain size distribution (Mathis et al. 1977;d¢el function for the wavelength range Quin to 3.4um. For longer
2003). We expect that the size of the grains will not signifiba wavelengths we adopt the tabulated values of Mathis (1990).
change during the evolution of afflise cloud to a prestellar  The attenuation cdicientis now only a function of the opti-
core (e.g., Chacon-Tanarro et al. 2017, submitted; Hitashi cal parameteRy, which is the total-to-selective extinction ratio
Omukai 2009; Schnee et al. 2014). Ry = Ay/E(B - V). Two typicalRy’s in the ISM are for difuse

In the bottom left panel of Fig. 2, we show the absorptioclouds withRy = 3.1 and for dense clouds witR, ~ 5. For
efficiencies obtained from detailed calculations and laboyatahe present work, we adoft, = 5, but also discusBy = 3.1
experiments for the various types of dust material. To havebdefly. In Table 2, we show, for a number of wavelengths.
matching wavelength coverage, we extrapolate the dataewh&he impact ofRy on the extinction curve is quite large at shorter
there are no measurements and we li@jt < 1, i.e., remain wavelengths, however, aboxe~ 0.55um (ory, < 1) the diter-
within the geometric optics approach (not allowing morenthances iny, are small € 16%, for a nice overview see figure 2 of
100% absorptionféciency), following Hollenbach et al. (1991).Mathis 1990).
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Table 2. Attenuation cofficienty, (Ry = 5). This is because of the prominent ice features in the infrdRy
which increase the opacity at those wavelengths. As heafing

Am) yo  A@m) v, Aum) v, fectively occurs throughout the spectrum, cooling of dasbin
0.10 236 0365 133 97 0.068 the other hand, temperature dependent. Therefore, due toeh
0.11 1.97 0.44 120 10 0.063 bands in especially the near-IR (NIR) and the far-IR (FIR} t
0.12 1.74 0.55 1.00 12 0.032 dust grain is either cooled or heated more depending omnits te
0.13 1.60 0.7 0.794 15 0.017 perature (see for a review Woitke 2015).
0.15 149 0.9 0.556 18 0.027 OH94, KYJ15, and Orl11 have also modeled grain opacities
0.18 152 125 0.327 20 0.025 by coating dust surfaces with ices. Their method utilizespti-
0.20 1.74 1.65 0.209 25 0.016 cal properties of water ice and by applying thfeetive medium
0.218 197 2.2 0.131 35 42073 theory (see e.g., Min et al. 2008; Woitke et al. 2016). The ®H9
0.24 1.68 34 0.065 60 2403 modeled icy mantles range from having a few monolayefs
0.26 150 5 0.035 100 3073 ice to> 100 monolayers.
0.28 142 7 0.023 250 490 Using the OH94 ice models, we display in the right panel of
0.33 135 9 0.051 Fig. 3 the dust temperatures for ice covered dust grainsthiitk

ice mantles (ice volume 4.5 x grain volume, i.e., all water is
frozen), thin ice mantles (ice volume0.5 x grain volume), and
In Fig. 2 bottom right panel, we show, as a function of no ice mantles. While not drawn in this panel, the KYJ15 asd th
wavenumber (11). Here, one can notice the broad band featu®r11 ice models also indicate the same trend, having onty thi
at 2175 A and the FUV rise toward shorter wavelengths. The oide and bare surface models to compare. We note that both the
gin of the prominent 2175 A feature is not fully understoaat, bKYJ15 and the Orl1 base ice model opacities are not entirely
is believed that carbonaceous materials, such as PAHsn@®raeparable from coagulation, hence we did not display them in
2003a; Xiang et al. 2011; Zafar et al. 2012) or amorphous hyig. 3, but we review and show them in appendix C. We thus can
drocarbons (Jones et al. 2013), are responsible. We alge oeenclude that ice formation has a clear and notable impact on
lay the extinction curves used by HTT91, ZWGO01 (assumingtlae dust temperature, and that’at = 150 mag, the ices make a
reference frequency af/5500 A), and Garrod & Pauly (2011),difference of about 0.8 K. Where thick ices resulfin= 6.1 K
henceforth GP11 (assumiiy = 5). In the sub panel of Fig. 2 atAy = 150 mag, bare grains cool I = 5.3K.
(bottom right), we zoom in on the lower wavenumbers to high- Itis, however, not expected to have thick ice mantles on dust
light the diferences, which are important for embedded regior@fains at lowAy (<3 mag), since UV radiation can photodes-
orb ices. Moreover, the adsorption rates will be quite lowhat
] ] . cloud edge because of the lower densities. In dense corélseon
5. Dust temperature: Semi-analytical solutions other hand, the expectation is that thick ice mantles willeto
the cold dust surfaces where UV radiation no longer playg-a si
nificantrole. In a realistic case, one should go from thelliae
We display the dust temperatures obtained by solving Eqtil w{bare grain) in Fig. 3, left panel, to the blue triple-dotlded line
our semi-analytical model (described in Sect. 3) for theamals (thick ice) transitioning arounéy, ~ 3 — 6 mag. We emphasize
graphite, silicate (SiO2, MgFeSi]) and carbonaceous-silicatehat this results in a less curved, quasi linear, thermalilpro
mixtures in the left panel of Fig. 3. The adopted opacitiegtie This is an important point which should be taken into accaunt
seven diferent dust material types used in this work are provida@nulations.
in Table 1.
All model solutions arrive at a cloud edga( = 0.04 mag) ) )
temperature that lies between 248 K. The temperature vari- 6. Dust temperature: Numerical solutions
ation at high optical depths?({ = 150 mag) is quite small for

all dust types, ranging between 5 ‘fi.nd 6 K, where the silicase d,o¢ temperatures using the same opacity models (Sectvidh?)
types are generally warmer. The silicate dusttypes havelesm o \onte Carlo radiative transfer codeomc-3o (Dullemond

temperature dierence be“"’e‘?n the mi”".““”.‘ and maximam 2012). The numerical approach for solving the radiativedfer
and have dterent dependencies with extinction compared to t%%

; " oblem allows us to calculate the dust temperature in it
carbonaceous and mixed dust types. The graphitic dust tem b rarly

, . O ometries and density distributions. Despite its fleitipiit is
ature profile, on the other hand, is hard tfefientiate from the . always suitable forylarge scale hydrodF;/namicaI S}?m
mixed dust profiles. The largerfirences that arise at loway

S o= 7TV that require time-dependent solutions, because the Moatie C
are a result of the greater variation in the absorptiticiencies

| : - approach is computationally intensive.
at higher frequencies, see Sect. 4.2. The similar tempestor PP b y

hit dmixed dust and the | ilicate t ", There is a noteworthy fundamentaligrence between the
graphite and mixed dust and the lower silicate emperatuota gomj_gnalytical and the numerical method. In the formeegcas

Ay is expected, since the opacity of carbon grains in the dptiqﬁe dficiencies adopted for the heating and cooling (throQgh
af?d near-infrared is higher than that O.f silicate grainsilsVior in Eq. 1) difer from the opacity adopted for the attenuation of the
mixtures, the carbon component dominates. ISRF (i.e.,.D, in Eq. 1). Where we choose to use the observation-
ally obtained attenuation factor provided by Cardelli e{2989)
5.2. Icy grains and Mathis (1990) for all our semi-analytical solutions(3a-
) _ ble 2), and thus independent of the considered opawityjc-3p
We also examine the dust temperature when the grain sugfacgdes the given dust opacities to calculate the attenuaaictorf

covered by (pure water) ice. Ice formation changes the 0padiet-consistently. This means that the same absorpffariency
of dust in a way that it may reduce the dust temperature at the

cloud edge, though, noice is expected in these regionsevdal ° A monolayer is when the whole dust surface is covered by one
formation increases the dust temperature at high optiqathde molecule thick ¢ 3 A) layer of ice.

5.1. Bare grains

In addition to the semi-analytical solutions, we calculdie
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Fig. 3. Dust temperature solutions. The left panel displays theainbtl dust temperatures for various grain materials, whake no ices. The
right panel shows the impact of ice formation.

(or opacity) is responsible for the attenuation of the ISB& noise of the Monte Carlo radiative transfer method, we set th
spite its self-consistency, the latter may not be a trueesgr- number of propagated photon packages tg thich is a rela-
tation of the conditions in space, e.g, when pure materiigds | tively high number for an féectively 1D model. The estimated
silicate are considered, and especially at UV wavelengtiesw error will be on the order of/l./Npr10t0ns where the photons will
small grains or large carbon-chain molecules, such as Patés, be spread out among the resolution elements causing thedtigh
neglected. error to be at the core.

Due to this diference, we expect moderate deviations be- Therapmc-3p code takes the opacity instead of the absorp-
tween the methods. Furthermore, our numerical model usetioa eficiency Q, as input parameter. We convert between the
one dimensional spherical coordinate system in contrasieo quantities according to Eq. 3 and fix the grain radius touénl
plane-parallel approximation applied in the semi-anagltap- as we do for the semi-analytical calculations. The considler
proach. The visual extinctions measured in one system neusidpacity model types are listed in Sect. 4.2.
converted to the other before a comparison is made (see e.g.,The code gives the radial distribution of dust temperatures
Flannery et al. 1980; Roéllig et al. 2007). for the opacity models as result. The radial position is eoted
to visual extinction by calculating the visual optical dept each
location from the cloud edge. The visual extinction at eachial
position of the model grid is defined according to

We utilize version 0.39 okapmc-3p and take advantage of the, _ 1.0861.. ©6)
multi-threading mode of the code. We consider the same ISIé‘lf - 55000

and dust opacity tables as discussed in the previous seclibe \yherer. - - is the optical depth at = 5500 A and is given by
dust temperature is then calculated as a function of radia®i Eq. 4. ISSSOGr modeliggy: is independent of the position in the
for a spherically symmetric idealized molecular cloud. Tae ¢|o,q and can, therefore, be brought out of the integral.ifihe
dial density distribution of the cloug(r), fO"OVyg a power-law aqra| then simplifies to a summation of the dust column dgnsi
profile and is given according fefr) = po(r/Reer)™*, wherer, the  \yhereas the optical depth is given by the product of the colum
radial position, runs from 0.1 AU (cloud center) to 6 pc (do,udensity and the opacity. In order to have a one-to-one cosgrar
edge)._To ensure that the m_odel prc_)bt_es both Iow_and_Ng_hstmh the semi-analytical models, we need to rescaleheo ac-
extinctions, the radial coordinate grid is set logarithatlicwith - nt for the geometry, i.e., spherical geometry to sefiiite

2000 resolution elements and finer resolution at the cloge edgap The rescaling factor is given by Réllig et al. (2007):
The reference radiuR.s is taken as 0.5 pc angh, the density

at the reference radius, is410-21 g cnv. This is equivalent to Yexplut,) |\ Av
a gas number density of; = 1 x 10°cm™ with a gas-to-dust Aver = —In (fo Td )—
ratio of 0.01. The solutions for the dust temperature argelsr
independent of the parameter choicRg( po) or the profile, but whereu = cosd is the cosine of the radiation direction angl is
gives us the necessary resolution and the dynamic range inthe optical depth at UV, evaluated aB@m in the present work.
that is desired in this work.

The model cloud core is isotropically irradiated by an exs
ternal radiation field as shown in the top panel of Fig.2 (gree’
line). No internal heating source is considered. Besidefréitk- We show in Fig. 4 the dust temperature solutions obtainel wit
ing of absorption and re-emission events of photon packagém rapmc-3p code for the dust materials graphite, silicate, and
which is inherently dierent from the semi-analytical calcula-carbonaceous-silicate mixtures. We find similar trendscrad/
tions, Rabmc-3p is capable of taking into account (an)isotropithe same conclusions for theffidirent dust materials as we did
scattering of photons. We turn this mod# for better consis- with our semi-analytical solutions. This means that thieaié
tency with the semi-analytic model, but discuss and quatiié dust types have, in general, a lower dust temperatusg, ak
effect of scattering in Sect. 6.3. To reduce the intrinsicstigdl 2 mag and a higher one &, > 150mag as compared to the

6.1. The rabmc-3p code

()

b
Tuv

2. Numerically obtained dust temperatures
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Fig. 4. Dust temperature solutions obtained with ghemc-3p code for
various grain materials as given in Table 1. Fig. 6. The dust temperatures with scattering. The dashed lines sho
the rabmc-3p solutions (2D in blue, 3D in yellow) when scattering is
20 . . . . treated. The midplan® & 0) values are adopted and for 3D, the median
[ Graphite (LD83) — | of ¢ is taken.
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to the semi-analytical solution. For three out of the seved-m
els, i.e.,Graphite Silicate B (worst match), andMixed A (best
match), we show and highlight theffiirences in Fig. 5.

Taust (K)

6.3. Scattering

The numerical approach allows us to change the geometry and
include the scattering of interstellar photons on dustrgrai
We test and discuss the results at higher spatial dimeng&en g
ometries in appendix E. While the choice of geometry does not
greatly impact the results, the expectation is that séatienay
play a more appreciable role, especially for the attennatio
energetic photons (at short wavelengths). Here we distiess t
Fig. 5. Co_mparisons between the s_olutions obtaine_d v_vith the nm_iieri impact of scattering.
e o T e pen e iy, BECaUSe e 00 1ot have the scalterng opaciies for al e
from the underiving att tion ceient Yust models, the modélllcateB_|s alone computed and qlls-
ying attenuation lent.
played as an example. From Fig.6 we can see that the impact
of scattering is such that the dust temperature rises atidhel c
carbonaceous materials, which results in a smaliertince in €d9€, while the temperature decreases at higheilhe difer-
temperature between the two boundaries. The temperatrire V31C€S are larger for 3D than for 2D. This is easily explaingd b
ation between all models at the edg& (= 0.04 mag) ranges the fact that due to the higher dlmensmns_, the path_ Iengt_h of
from 14.8 to 18K, similar to the semi-analytical solutioaad & Photon increases (the photon can travel in more dimersions
when drawn further (tdy ~ 0) they completely match the semi-2nd, therefore, gets more extincted and absorbed abloWhis

analytical solutions. The agreement also holds at hightgeptc@uses the lowek, temperature to be higher and the highgr
thatis,Ay > 150 mag. temperature to be lower. By not considering scattering utie

grestimation from the 1D model is about 0.3K2¢%) at low
v, Whereas the overestimation, peakingwat= 5mag, is 1.5K
(~14%). At maximumAy (150 mag), the dierence between 1D
and 3D is about 0.8 K§13%). We point out, once again, that in
Kthe semi-analytical calculations, scattering is congdénrough
the extinction curve (see Sect. 4.3).

5} semi-analytic
| — — RADMC-3D

0.1 1.0 10.0 100.0
Visual extinction A, (mag)

The main diferences as compared to the semi-analytic
models come from the silicate grains. The temperature p
files of the silicate grains are shapedfeiiently from the semi-
analytical solutions. The silicate dust temperatures fkanmc-
3p can diter by up to 2.4K, though mostly is less than 1
We attribute the dferences obtained withabmc-3p to the at-
tenuation of radiation, which is self-consistent inste&dd<ing
the observed extinction curve. Therefore, for pure siéisathis
misses the important carbon opacity contribution at shaxtes.
We compare the élierences in extinction curves in appendix Di-rom the theoretical models that best approximate the vhser
which clarifies the found discrepancies. As expected, thelt® tional results (these are the models that include the mixed d
from the two diferent methods do not match for pure silicatenaterial compositions, i.e., OH94, WDO01, KYJ15, Orll) we
dust opacities, whereas they do match well for the mixed duseate a simple and useful expression for the dust temperatu
materials, especiallMixed A (OH94). Therapmc-3p dust tem- This is achieved by finding a function to match the model re-
perature solution for thé/ixed A dust is practically identical sults. We find that the correlation is best reproduced byjta

7. New parametric expression for Ty
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opacity) or grain size distribution among sources, howetbher
T uncertainties in the physical conditions and, especitil/|SRF

AT ] may also just be the cause. Furthermore, when ices starvé&s co
P = the surface of the dust, the composition of the refractorypo-

nents tend to become less relevant. Indeed, when only seject
the LOS corrected observations and excluding the higliem-
vironments, i.e., L1689B and CB17 (Roy et al. 2014; Schmalzl
] et al. 2014), the match improves greatly, as shown in Fighé& T
- indicates that the uncertainties arising fr@nat Ay > 10 mag,
1 i.e., when not considering ices, does not influence the éust t

> \.\\\ perature significantly.

Taust (K)

______________ 3 We find that all models match the data reasonably, but the
. . . , ] best match, with the lowest, is Mixed C (KYJ15), the amor-
0.1 1.0 10.0 100.0 phous carbon-silicate mix with a carbon volume fraction.d80
Visual extinction A, (mag) This model has the highest carbon fraction among the coreside

mixed dust types. We also find that if we take ices into account
in our models above aAy of 6 mag, the correlation to the ob-

Fig. 7. The T"°¢ parametric expression as a functionfef. We present . .
g d P P el b servations improves.

our best fit to the theoretical calculations in this work andnpare it

to other parametric expressions found in the literaturea @itey band V liter at Th tri . f th
illustrates the variation we get from considering thin ackhices or ersusiiterature. 1he parametric expressions from the se-

from using three models to fit our expression instead of four. lected literature studies do not agree well with the tempera
tures acquired observationally, with the exception of ZVE@GO

Ay > 10 mag (Fig. 8 bottom left). Where the considered litera-
hyperbolic curve through the semi-analytical solutionsr &- ture expressions were derived for a fixed parameter spatrenwi
pression is formulated as the bounds of their respective studies, the expressiometta

from this work has a broad range of validit andGgy. We
T§° = [11+ 5.7 x tank(0.61 - logyo(Av))] xu>*, (8) find that the greatestfiierence agwng the Iit)ég‘{ure exgressions
where the expression is scalable wig,, the Draine Uy &rises from the adopted absorptidii@encies, i.e.Q,, which
field strength (Draine 1978). This matches duggr, the in- N all cases are power-law functlons of.frequency in .the men-
terstellar radiation field flux, where the mean flux in the radiioned studies. Our calculations are an improvement indhis

ation field with energy between-613.6eV isGo times 16 x Main, since we are not committed to a strict power-law, bifrena
103 ergcm2sL. For the Draine fieldG = 1.7. In Fig. 7, we adopt the measured and the intricately calculated opacitie

compare our expression with the expressions from pastestudi
(i.e., Hollenbach et al. 1991; Zucconi et al. 2001; Garrocb&ily di
2011), which we describe in detail in appendixF. In greyssal
we highlight the variation that we get from our expressionef
consider only thick (instead of thin) ices & > 20mag, or
when we exclude the ice model, i.8ixed D (the turquoise line
as given in the left panel of Fig. 3).

It is interesting to note that we finda, (or Fisgp) with a
power of ¥5.9 to best match the solutions, in close agreem
with the analytical prediction of /6 by Draine (2011, see his
equation 24.19). The given formula is tested and validated
the rangey = 0.01-400mag ang,, = 0.1-10°ergcnt?s™L.
The latter is shown in appendix G. To account for ices, wedfitt
our line through bare dust results in the rangg @, < 6 mag
and icy dust foAy > 6 mag (taking thick ices from OH94). This
expression is constructed for &y of 5, but we find only small
differences when compared agaiRgt= 3.1. The fitting func-
tion for Ry = 3.1is given in appendix H, where the expression
also provided for other parameter choices.

Versus rapmc-3p. The temperatures obtained with the ra-
ative transfer code are slightly lower, yet similar to geami-
analytical ones. Compared to observations, the dust teatyres
obtained withrabmc-3p seem to agree well especially at |dw,
but are generally below the observegs atAy > 2 mag, that s,
except forSilicate B (Dr03). This indicates that using the ob-
served extinction curve for the attenuation of radiatioryrima
deed provide a more accurate picturefgt > 2 mag than the

If-consistent extinction from the adopted opacities asic-
tSD does. Moreover, along the LOS a mixture of dust types and
sizes will eventually be responsible for the attenuatideally,
one should modify the opacity input for radiative transfal-c
Culations to take the components of the extinction curveH&A
carbon grains and silicates) into account. It is, on therdihad,
also true that the dust temperatures from observations thave
difficulties of the LOS. Even with the corrections, these may
cause an overestimation of the dust temperature, espetiall
Embedded regions (cf. Schnee et al. 2006, 2008; Roy et &1)201
Thus, a lower dust temperature as compared to the obsersatio
at higherAy is expected.

8. Discussion: Observed versus Theoretical T ¢ . . . .
Ver sus active star-forming regions. Our expression for the

We compare the observationally derived dust temperaturksst temperature, i.€T}'°°, scaled by the ISRF (see appendix
against the theoretical solutions and show them in Fig. 8eHeFig. G.1), is in agreement with the observed dust tempezatiir
we discuss our main findings with respect to observations. p Oph A. For an environment with a 3G, and atA, = 20 mag,

Ver sus semi-analytic. Our solutions provide a good matchour expression gives a dust temperature of 22.3 K, similéneo
to the observational data as can be seen from the top panelesiults obtained from line emission 08, (22+ 3K, Bergman
Fig. 8. Both the curvature as well as the values are captuedid wet al. 2011b) and not far from HOmeasurements (16 3K,
Nevertheless, there appears to be a spread in the obsealatiBarise et al. 2012). While for &%, = 100 mag, we obtain 17.6 K
dust temperatures, particularly arouag ~ 10 mag. This may from our expression, similar to the results retrieved fropCD
hint toward a spread in the underlying dust materifie@ing measurements @fOph A (17.4K, Bergman et al. 2011a).
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Fig. 8. Dust temperature solutions compared against observalioppanel displays the obtained dust temperatures fromaeatytical solutions
(Sect. 5) for various grain materials, without ices. Thedmotleft panel shows the observed dust temperatures agfaiastparametric expressions
found in the literature (appendix F). The bottom right paswhpares the observed dust temperatures againsiie-3p solutions (Sect. 6).

9. Conclusions

20 Graphite (LD93) = - ] The motivation of this study was to find and provide a paraimetr
e Sgiiﬁg‘aeteAé?DMrgQ -] expression for the dust temperature to use in numericallaimu
___________ Mixed A (OH94) — tions and chemical models. To this end, we calculated the dus

15 = NG Mines & () — - ] temperature from basic principles for dust in thermal ériiim

< I Mixed D (Or11) ] by considering in detail the ISRF, the attenuation of radimgt
e - ; and the dust opacities. We did this for various grain malteria
|_§ 10'_ compositions, i.e., for graphite, silicates gi@nd MgFeSiQ,

and carbonaceous silicate mixtures. We compared our ealcul
tions against solutions obtained with the Monte Carlo riada

[ o BGS (Nielbock+ 2012) transfer codeeabmc-3p and against recent observational results

L1506 (Ysard+ 2013)

B * Shash 20 cores (Marsh 2014 = from Herschel that we collected from the literature.
[ \ . . L] We find that our semi-analytical solutions as well as our nu-
0.1 1.0 10.0 100.0 merical solutions match the range of observed dust tempesat
Visual extinction A, (mag) well at low and at high optical depths and also captures tee-ov

all extinction dependence (barring uncertainties in theHp
: . . . . Mix rbon ili material compositiontim
Fig. 9. Semi-analytical solutions compared against the LOS ctedec ed carbonaceous silicate dust material composition&ima

; . the observed temperatures of starless regions better thvan p
observed dust temperatures. Only sources consistentGyith 1 are - X .
considered. The match improves markedly. materials and give a narrow range temperature solutiondsstw

15.2 and 17.7K at the edge, thatAg = 0.04 mag. This con-
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forms to 5— 6 K around arAy = 150 mag. However, the dustiviev, A. V., Récker, T. B., Vasyunin, A., & Caselli, P. 2018pJ, 805, 59

surface should be covered by ices at ighmaking the compo-
sition of the refractory components less relevant in thigme.

Considering the impact of ices, we find that ice formatio
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changes the opacity of dust significantly enough to reduee tkugel, E. 2008, An introduction to the physics of interstetlust, 377380
net cooling atAy > 10 mag. This allows the dust to be slightlyLaor, A. & Draine, B. T. 1993, ApJ, 402, 441
warmer (15% for thick ice and around 8% for thin ice) in highly-aunhardt, R., Stutz, A. M., Schmiedeke, A., et al. 2013, A&A1, A8

embedded regions, which may be crucial in avoiding the ﬁee%

out of H, molecules in models (typically belowWy =~ 7K).

eger, A., Jura, M., & Omont, A. 1985, A&A, 144, 147
i, A. & Draine, B. T. 2001, ApJ, 554, 778
Lippok, N., Launhardt, R., Henning, T., et al. 2016, A&A, 5951

Ice formation helps to raise the dust temperature at high optippok, N., Launhardt, R., Semenov, D., et al. 2013, A&A, 5681
cal depthsAV > 20 mag) by about 0.5to 1K, depending on icdarsh, K. A., Grifin, M. J., Palmeirim, P., et al. 2014, MNRAS, 439, 3683

thickness. The ices also aid in flattening the temperatw#igr
which helps in explaining the near (semi-log) linear profiile

Mathis, J. S. 1990, ARA&A, 28, 37
Mathis, J. S., Mezger, P. G., & Panagia, N. 1983, A&A, 128, 212
Mathis, J. S., Rumpl, W., & Nordsieck, K. H. 1977, ApJ, 217542

ferred from the observed dust temperatures. We find that wifih, M., Hovenier, J. W., Waters, L. B. F. M., & de Koter, A. 2B0A&A, 489,
ices (atAy = 6 mag) our models give a better match to the ob- 135

served dust temperatures.

From our best matching lines, we provide an analytical eR!

Nielbock, M., Launhardt, R., Steinacker, J., et al. 2012 AA&47, A1l
rmel, C. W., Min, M., Tielens, A. G. G. M., Dominik, C., & Pasz, D. 2011,
A&A, 532, A43

pression as a function @y, given by Eq. 8 (detailed further in ormel, c. w., Paszun, D., Dominik, C., & Tielens, A. G. G. MOBOA&A, 502,

appendix H), which can be scaled by the ISRF.
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Appendix A: Scaling with cosmic rays 0.1 1.0 10.0 100.0

. . . Visual extinction A, (ma
As a test to the impact of higher CR rates, for example in CR- v (Mag)

dominated regions (e.g., Papadopoulos et al. 2011; Bayadt et_. h i0s.2 and 3. th d th

2011), the calculations are also performed with elevated (gltk?s'ttBe.#plgr;tSr:igﬁti\gr?g (%thé%'ar:glot?'eé aelrsgsgiivr((t)gq)ssg the

L?;?]zrlr(]:lglgéfg 1i tgngu_Stéimlp;rl‘i‘tslfrﬁ;c;)l:"et'soennzga a ;:ng d (yellow dotted line, top) is used for calculating the dustperatures.
,ih.eln, = .

before, only the heating by UV photons created from CRs are
considered, not the direct CR impact or other CR processes. gpectrum is adopted from Draine (1978), rewritten in theemtr
With an increased CR rate, the resulting dust temperatufgm to match the units, that is given as

above arAy ~ 5 mag are much higher, while at lower extinctions

this is not the case. CRs essentially set a floor temperaiuted - uv _ 2 40 3\3 4 N

dust grains, below which they cannot cool, though, this ddel 3 = 4280)" - 347x 10%(m)" + 6.96x 16Y(m)".  (B.2)

overcome by the magnetic mirroring process (Padovani & Gafl,o combined radiation field is given BIFRF = Jnowv ;. Juv i

2013). Itis interesting to note that the higher grain terapees, | o of ergstcm2sriHz L, v v

that is seen from the observations around®gn~ 10 mag, can

be reproduced by assuming a 1000 times higher CR rate.
Appendix B.1: Testing with a different ISRF

Appendix B: The ISRF In order to see how strong a dependence on the chosen ISRF

. . . . there is, an online available, observationally consti@&in8RF
The full expression for the ISRF that is used in the calcorei is taken fromGalprop (Strong et al. 2007; Ackermann et al.

of this work is reported here. The five modified black bOdieft)lz) and used for the computations. TBelprop code cal-

from the work by Zucconi et al. (2001) is adopted, except fQr .
the MIR range which is changed as was presented in Eq. 2 i%#iates and extrapolates the ISRF for every part of the Milky

a sixth modified black body. To this function the UV part of th% 5y. For this exercise, the Galactic plane value at a distafc

. . - Kpc is adopted. In Fig. B.1, we see the results for thiHSR
spectrum is added. The part of the spectrum without UV isrgive . .
by the six modified black bodies as The dust temperatures are slightly higher at the edge, but

lower at highAy. The first is due to a higher radiation flux at op-
ooy 23 W tical and UV wavelengths from th@alprop ISRF, while the lat-
3= 2 Z explv/ksT) — 1° (B-1) ter follows from the excluded flux at FIR and microwave wave-
! lengths (notice the missing CMB part in t&lprop ISRF).
where the values fow andT; are given in TableB.1. The in-  We point out that a recent study by Steinacker et al. (2016b)
cluded values for the MIR match the 10 micron emission corderives a factor 4 higher flux for the local MIR and FIR compo-
ing from hot dust, but is highly smoothed out. The UV part & thnents of the ISRF of L1689B.
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Appendix C: The temperature impact of ices can be used in astrophysical models. We report here soubipn
Simil hat is sh in Fia. 3. riah | thei -y three diferent groups in order to have a basis for comparison.
Imilar to what is shown In Fig. 3, right panel, the Impactasis g parametric expressions that will be discussed are iaattjui

on the dust temperature from two other studies, i.e., frofrﬂOrfrom Hollenbach et al. (1991), Zucconi et al. (2001), andrGer

and KYJ15, is displayed here. See Fig. C.1. The sole exaept payy (2011), which we had identified as HTT91, ZWGOL,
is that the Or11 model does not reproduce the suggested trend spq11 respectively.

at Ay < 0.8 mag, where the ice covered dust results in a higher
T4. However, this is not relevant in a realistic case, becates® i
should not be present in this regime. While in his work OrlAppendix F.0.1: The HTT91 expression

does provide two other types of ice mixtures which yield moaehe solution by Hollenbach et al. (1991) assumes a one-sided

consistent results at lofyy, . It is advisable to note that, as state lab qeometry and the expression for the dust temoerattoe is
before, the KYJ15 and the Or11 base ice models are not mtir%%la%ed as y P P

separable from coagulation. The KYJ15 models include fagir g
grain aggregates, while the Or11 models perform a minimum-pngT(AV, Go) = {8.9 x 107 1y0Goe 8~ 1 2.7° 4 3.4 x 1072
30 Kyr coagulation, which is a relatively short timescaletiB s
of these models demonstrate the same trend as indicate by th X [0,42_ In(3.5 x 1@27100T0)] TlOOTg} K. (F.1)
OH94 models in Fig. 3.
Here,vo represents the main absorbing frequency over the visual
and UV wavelengths and is suggested@s 3 x 10°s™1, Gy is
Appendix D: Comparing extinction curves the UV flux in terms of the Habing field (Habing 1968)q is
the emission optical depth at 106, andTy is the equilibrium
dust temperature at the cloud edge due to the unattenuaied in
dent FUV field alone. Given the condition f@g, this parameter
equates tdly = 12.17G(1)/5 K. HTT91 assume that the incident
YV flux equals the outgoing flux of dust radiationTa, such
ngi]at‘l'loo = 2.7 x 10°GoT,>. Knowing Ty, fixestigo to a value of
001.
The HTT91 expression is a useful function which combines
dhe heating by UV, CMB, and the re-processed IR. Itis a fuomcti
a'f Go andAy, but theAy dependence is only for the attenuation
of the incident UV field. The authors assume a fixed scaling of
1.8 for the UV attenuation with frequency, which is roughly a
Planck averaged value over the extinction curve. The esfmes
Appendix E: Geometrical dependence is scalable with the background UV field such that it can be ap-
plied to photodissociation regions. The assumed one-sitddxd
The higher dimension models are set up similarly to the Ifxometry will not &ect the solution for the cloud edge, but will
model ofrabmc-3p (Sect. 6), a spherically symmetric cloud corghape the transition region and center temperature, ulalegs
with a power-law radial density profile (see Sect.6.1), ut enough column densities are consider@g.is set to unity for
spherical coordinates,, ¢). In Fig. E.1 the dimensional depen-everyy > v, and tov/vo when this is not the case. This gives
dence is shown for two separate modé#ixed A (OH94) and 3 linear scaling with frequency for the absorptighiagiency. In
Silicate B(Dr03). reality, however, the extinction features from the type tHingy
With higher dimensions, due to the increased number of gighterial should make it highly non-linear. The HTT91 expres
cells, and without changing the number of photon packages, Gion is often adopted and highly referenced in other studies
loses precision. This results in a higher noise with indrepay, .
One can patrticularly notice this from the 3D curves. Sinezéh ) ,
are the angles, andg, to be considered, for simplicity, the mid-APpendix F.0.2: The ZWG01 expression

plane value fop at higher dimensional geometries are adoptegihe expression provided by Zucconi et al. (2001) is defined as
However, allg angles for the 3D model is given in greyscales.

The median radial temperature profile along ¢gheoordinate is TZWG(A,) = {Td(VNIR)s'G T To(ur)®® + Td(FIR)s'G}l/S'e K, (F.2)
drawn in black. Between all dimensions, and for both dust-mod®

els, the diference is always less than 0.7 K, that is, when cowhere VNIR, MIR, and FIR stand for contributions from the vi-
sidering the median value for the 3D model. There seems todial plus near-infrared (NIR), mid-infrared, and far-artd, re-
some geometrical dependence, but this dependence is $imall. spectively. The individual dust temperatures are given as

1D model is consistently higher in temperature than thedrgh
spatial dimension solutions. Due to the introduced noiséthe  Ta(vNIR) = 43A,0%° — 77 A M2,
finer details of the code, it is hard to state if there is anyesys

The attenuation cdicienty, = A,/Av of the extinction curve
from Mathis (1990) and the self-consistent opacities afvc-
3p are compared, see Fig.D.1.

The Mixed A (OH94) model shows a very similar wave
length dependence in the range as the observed curve.
this model, the resulting temperature profiles from the se
analytical and thekapmc-3p methods are practically identical™"
(Sect.6.2). The extinction curves resulting from purecati
materials are very €lierent than the observed extinction curv
At long wavelengths the ffierences are more complicated an
highly wavelength dependent.

[l

N ~0.089 05 5 715)\1/56
atic variation between the 2D and the 3D results. Ta(mir) = 7.9A, (1'8 —0.098A,”+7.9x 107 A; ) ’
Tg(FR) = 6.2 - 0.0031A. (F.3)
Appendix F: Analytical expressions from the The ZWGO01 solution for the dust temperature is designedor t

range 10s Ay < 400 mag. An additional expression is provided
for Ay = 1-2mag, which we will not consider hereafter because
There are several other studies that describe a method-to oéthe narrow range.

culate the dust temperature from first principles, assurfieg The ZWGO01 expression is based on the observed dust tem-
mal equilibrium, and provide simple parametric expressitiat perature of L1544 at various,. These authors solve the thermal

literature
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Fig. C.1. T4 as a function oA, with ices. Similar to the right panel of Fig. 3, the impact cé$ on the dust temperature is displayed. Top panel
shows the OH94 models, but coagulated fot iQwhile the bottom panels show the KYJ15 (left) and the Qright) models.

gions with highAy where UV light will be extincted. The ISRF

10.000 ™ T @ Mathis (1990) 3 spectrum is represented by a sum of five modified black bodies
! — Sﬁaﬁ(é.k'iggff ] employing the data of Black (1994) and Matl’.]I.S et al. (1983),
! " - - - Sil. B (Dr03) T and a power-law for the MIR. The dust opacities are adopted
1.000F & 2 T Mo B Svood) 3 from OH94 for the thin ice, 10yr coagulated case. ZWG01 do
KO ‘; ----- Mix. C (KYJ15) 3 this by considering the opacities of a few peak frequenaies a
nt M Mix. D (Or11) e . . L
< ooy T ' assume a power-law behavior rather than usmg_the enti@tgpa
< 0.100 : ' 3 table. They scal®, as ¢/vpeay’, Wheren is obtained from the
OH94 models.
p i ” The authors note thaks'V© can be scaled with the back-
0.010 p/~ > ground radiation field by multiplying the dust temperatuiithw
] a factor of the field intensity to the powef516 (Zucconi et al.
0.001[ . . 2001; Galli et al. 2002). This notion presumes, to an actépta

degree, that the whole spectral shape of the ISRF scalegin th

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 same manner, albeit the CMB should certainly not.

Wavenumber (um™)

Fig. D.1. Extinction codficients A;/Ay as a function of wavenum- APPeNdix F.0.3: The GP11 expression
ber /4 (um™t). A comparison is made between Mathis (1990), blackpe expression by Garrod & Pauly (2011) is presented as

points, and self-consistent opacities, colored linesq tyaapmc-3p.
TP(AV) = 1867 -1637Ay +0.07518A2 - 0.001492A3 K, (F.4)

balance using observed quantities and provide a pararfietdc Which is only valid in the range 8 Ay < 10 mag.

the solution. The dust temperature expression is solelyna-fu ~ The GP11 formulation complements the Iéw regions and
tion of Ay. The thermal balance is solved without considerirnig designed to be used in combination witfiV®. The authors
the UV field thereby purely concentrating on the visual and I&lopt a scaling of, « av? for the dficiency following Kriigel
part of the spectrum. This is justified, because the focus i®o (2008), and fixa, the grain radius, to 04m. This gives a steep
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found in the literature.
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It is clear that the dferences between the models are quite
large. The temperatures at cloud edge, which is the simgbest
dition because of no depth or geometry dependence, alreagy v
between 12.2K and 18.9K. This disparity mainly arises from
a different treatment of absorptiorfieiency @Q,, see Fig. 2).

At high optical depths, that i&y, = 150 mag, the solutions of
HTT91 and ZWGO01 result in the dust temperatures of 4 and 6 K.
Here, the diference mostly comes from thefiirent treatment

of the FIR part of the spectrum. Among the three expressions,
the dust temperature profile from the ZWGO01 solution is more
in line with the observations.

In Fig. F.1, we also show one extra curve, which is given by
the red dot-dashed line. This is taken from Van Borm (2016).
Using a similar approach to ZWGO01, the author derived anralyt
cally the dust temperature with a better treatment for tiRH 3t

Fig. E.1 The dust temperature infiiérent geometries. The top paneis worthwhile to note that this parametric expression rdpoes
shows the dimension impact for tidixed A dust material type. The the observed dust temperatures better than the ones frdier ear
bottom panel shows this for ti&ilicate Bdust material. Blue line shows studies. The full expression fd’rVBorm can be found in Chapter
the 1D model results, green line the 2D results, and blacktlie 3D 3 2 H of that work.

results. The greyscales illustrate the variation fromfadl angles in

the 3D model.

Appendix G: Scaling with background field

scaling toQ,, which is only expected at long wavelengths. Theifhe thermal balance equation (Eq.1) is also solved for vari-
choice results in a high value ), below < 30um and a low ous diferent radiation field strengths. The assumption is that
value in the submillimeter. This results in a higher dustgem- Fsge (notincluding CMB) scales proportionally to the UV field,
ture at lowAy. A critical note is that GP11 adopt the right-handvhich is characterized by,,. Here, the semi-analytical solu-
side of Eq. 1 from ZWGO01, which means that UV is not taketions are compared against the parametric fitting functmm f
into accountinto the ISRF either. This is a rather importamis-  various radiation field strengths, i.g. = 0.1, 1, 10, 18, 10,
sion at lowAy. GP11 also add a corrective value of 0.316 K ta0*, 10° (Egs. 8 and H.1). The CMB part of the radiation field
their solution to ensure continuity with ZWGO01Ay = 10mag. spectrum is not scaled with this factor for the semi-anedyti
For D,(Ay), see Eqg. 1, the authors follow Cuppen et al. (200@glculations. The example given in Fig. G.1 is for mixed gsai
thereby using the tabulated values of Mathis (1990), tinfasa bare dust. The parametric fits match the semi-analyticatisols

tor 0.8, to evaluaté\,/Ay. This is an improvement over fixing excellently. We note that even A = 150 mag, heating by the

it to a single value as was the case in HTT91 and also over #&&kF dominates over the heating by the CMB.

three-part power-law method as was favored by ZWGO01.

Appendix H: Additional expressions
Appendix F.0.4: Comparison between expressions

Additional parametric expressions constructed from treettit
The three dust temperatures derived from the three expressithe semi-analytical solutions are given here. The fits aveiged
in the previous sections are presented in Fig. F.1. In thigdig for every type of grain material (graphite, silicate, mixedith
we compare the three solutions for the ISRF as provided by #red without ices, and fdR, = 3.1 (fiducial model iRy = 5). A
respective studies, whichftir from each other. slightly more accurate and an extended version of the egiores
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TableH.1. Three- and five-parameter fit déieients

Type a B Yy Type a B 0 €
Graphite 11.12 6.37 0.65 Graphite 11.10 6.95 0.65 -0.74 0.50
Silicate grains not a good fit Silicate grains 992 285 046 256 1.06
Mixed grains, bare dust 10.69 5.87 0.64 Mixed grains, bare dust 1041 5.12 0.62 1.06 1.40
Ry = 3.1, mixed bare dust 10.70 5.78 0.67 Ry = 3.1, mixed bare dust 10.57 4.97 0.67 1.04 0.94
Mixed grains, with ices 10.98 5.73 0.61 Mixed grains, with ices 1056 476 058 141 152
Ry = 3.1, mixed with ices 10.96 5.60 0.64 Ry = 3.1, mixed withices 10.64 470 0.62 1.26 1.36
Mixed grains, with thickices 11.23 5.56 0.56 Mixed grains, thick ices 10.75 4.14 052 196 1.29
Observations, LOS corrected 11.68 5.80 0.58 Observations, LOS corrected 11.44 466 0.60 2.47 0.68
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Fig. G.1. The dust temperatures from semi-analytical solutionshglds Fig. H.1. Comparison between selected (graphite, mixed, and wif) ice
lines) and from parametric fits from Eq. 8 (solid lines) forigas ISRF hyperbolic fits overlaid on top of observations (red cross@bserva-

strengths. The correspondence is noteworthy.

tional data only include LOS corrected points. Includingsiénto the

mix brings the solutions nearer to the observed dust terhpes

in Eq. 8 is provided here, i.e.,

THC = [o + Btank(y - X) + s tant(e — X)°| 3>, (H.1)
whereX = log;o(Av). The codicientse, 3, v, (J, €) are givenin
Table H.1 for the three-parameter and the five-parameter fits

In Fig.H.1, the diference between the various parametric
fits, considering the 5-parameter fits, are highlighted dott p
ted on top of the observed dust temperatures. The obs&gsed
consisting of only LOS corrected data here, are fit with the hy
perbolic function of Eq.H.1, rather than the linear fit givien
Sect. 2.

Appendix I: Scaling with redshift

In order to scale our expression with redshijfthe increase in
CMB temperature has to be considered. The CMB temperature
will rise according to the relatiolcys(2) = Té:,\j’B X (1+2). This

will change the dust temperature solutions in the follovwiray

TH) = |(THooz = )7 + (Tke)” (W + 2°° - 1)]1/,5'9 (1.1)

see, for example, da Cunha et al. (2013).

This simple prescription is not taking into account the
changes in the UV field at high redshift due téfeient star for-
mation rates and various other processes.
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