
Astronomy & Astrophysics manuscript no. OI_fine_structure_line_profiles_in_MonR2_and__M17SW_CGuevara ©ESO 2024
April 29, 2024

[O i] fine structure line profiles in Mon R2 and M17 SW: the puzzling
nature of cold foreground material identified by [12C ii]

self-absorption
C. Guevara1, J. Stutzki1, V. Ossenkopf-Okada1, U. Graf1, Y. Okada1, N. Schneider1, P.F. Goldsmith2, J.P.

Pérez-Beaupuits3, 5, 6, S. Kabanovic1, M. Mertens1, N. Rothbart4, and R. Güsten5

1 I. Physikalisches Institut, Universität zu Köln, Zülpicher Str. 77, 50937 Köln, Germany
e-mail: guevara@ph1.uni-koeln.de

2 Jet Propulsion Laboratory, California Institute of Technology, 4800 Oak Grove Drive, Pasadena, CA 91109-8099, USA
3 European Southern Observatory, Alonso de Córdova 3107, Vitacura, Santiago, Chile
4 Institute of Optical Sensor Systems, German Aerospace Center (DLR), Rutherfordstr. 2, 12489 Berlin, Germany
5 Max-Planck-Institut für Radioastronomie, Auf dem Hügel 69, D-53121 Bonn, Germany
6 Centro de Astro-Ingeniería UC, Instituto de Astrofísica, Pontificia Universidad Católica de Chile, Avda Vicuña Mackenna 4860,

Macul, Santiago, Chile

Received date / Accepted date

ABSTRACT

Context. Recent studies of the optical depth comparing [12C ii] and [13C ii] line profiles in Galactic star-forming regions revealed
strong self-absorption in [12C ii] by low excitation foreground material, implying a large column density of C+ corresponding to an
equivalent AV of a few, up to about 10 mag.
Aims. As the nature and origin of such a large column of cold C+ foreground gas are difficult to explain, it is essential to constrain the
physical conditions of this material.
Methods. We conducted high-resolution observations of [O i] 63 µm and [O i] 145 µm lines in M17 SW and Mon R2. The [O i]
145 µm transition traces warm PDR-material, while the [O i] 63 µm line traces foreground material as manifested by absorption dips.
Results. Comparison of both [O i] line profiles with [C ii] isotopic lines confirm warm PDR-origin background emission and a
significant column of cold foreground material causing self-absorption visible in [12C ii] and [O i] 63 µm profiles. In M17 SW, the C+
and O0 column densities are comparable for both layers. Mon R2 exhibits larger O0 columns compared to C+, indicating additional
material where the carbon is neutral or in molecular form. Small scale spatial variation of the foreground absorption profiles and the
large column density (∼ 1018 cm−2) of the foreground material suggest emission from high-density regions associated with the cloud
complex, not a uniform diffuse foreground cloud.
Conclusions. The analysis confirms that the previously detected intense [C ii] foreground absorption is attributable to a large column
of low excitation dense atomic material, where carbon is ionized, and oxygen is in neutral atomic form.

Key words. ISM:clouds – ISM:individual objects: M17 – photon-dominated region (PDR) – ISM:individual objects: MonR2

1. Introduction

The fine structure emission lines of [O i], together with the [C ii]
158 µm emission line and high-J CO lines, are the main cooling
lines for photodissociation regions (PDRs, Tielens & Hollenbach
1985; Hollenbach & Tielens 1999) in the interstellar medium
(ISM). The spin-orbit coupling in neutral atomic oxygen leads to
three fine-structure levels and, correspondingly, to two [O i] fine
structure transitions. The lower transition, [O i] 3P1 →

3P2, has a
wavelength of 63.2 µm, corresponding to an energy of its up-
per level of 227.7 K; the collisional rate coefficients with H
give a critical density at 77 K of 7.8×105 cm−3, and with H2 as
collision partner the critical density is 5×105 cm−3 (Goldsmith
2019). The upper transition, [O i] 3P0 →

3P1, has a wavelength
of 145.5 µm. Its upper state energy is 326.6 K above the ground
state, or 98.9 K above the mid-level, with a critical density of
5.8×106 cm−3 for H2 as collision partner (Goldsmith 2019). The
[O i] fine structure emission from PDRs is thus bright if the gas is
dense. It is, therefore, together with the [C ii] 158 µm fine struc-
ture line, commonly used for tracing the warm and dense gas in

star-forming regions, locally and out to high redshift galaxies.
The [O i] 63 µm transition rapidly reaches a high optical depth
in low-temperature gas (T≪ 230 K), so high that the intensity
is no longer a measure of the column density. The fine structure
lines of the oxygen isotopes, in particular 18O , are so close in
frequency that they blend with the Doppler-broadened main iso-
tope transition in astronomical sources, so that the isotopic line
ratios cannot be used to determine the [O i] optical depth. Early
indications of high optical depth have been reported by Stacey
et al. (1983) and Boreiko & Betz (1996) through comparison of
the integrated line intensity ratio of the [O i] lines, but the opti-
cal depth could be only inferred indirectly. High signal-to-noise
line profiles are required to measure the fine structure line op-
tical depth directly, showing saturation or self-absorption. With
the high spectral resolution and high signal-to-noise available
with the GREAT (Heyminck et al. 2012) instrument on SOFIA
(Stratospheric Observatory for Infrared Astronomy, Young et al.
2012; Temi et al. 2018), several authors Leurini et al. (2015);
Schneider et al. (2018); Mookerjea et al. (2019); Kirsanova et al.
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(2020); Goldsmith et al. (2021) have recently reported velocity
resolved [O i] 63 µm observations showing complex line pro-
files. A recent survey of [O i] 63 µm line profiles towards 12
star-forming cores in the Milky Way by Goldsmith et al. (2021)
showed self-absorption by foreground material for half of the
sources. In addition, high optical depth and self-absorption in
[O i] are often invoked to explain the observed too-low [O i]
63 µm intensities in comparison to model predictions from other
observed lines.

In a recent study of several Galactic star-forming regions
comparing the [12C ii] and [13C ii] line profiles at high signal-
to-noise ratio (Guevara et al. 2020), we have shown that the
[C ii] 158 µm emission is optically thick in a wide range of
physical conditions. The two sources, Monoceros R2 (Mon R2)
and M17 SW, were studied and show deep and narrow self-
absorption in the line profiles against the bright and broad back-
ground line emission. The analysis of those spectra showed that
the bright background line emission, derived from the optically
thin [13C ii] line profile and compatible with originating in PDRs,
is absorbed by a large column density of ionized carbon in cold
foreground material, with a low excitation temperature (Tex ≲
25 K). A lower limit for the foreground material, derived un-
der the assumption that all carbon is in the form of C+, gives
a corresponding visual extinction of several, up to ten, magni-
tudes. The amount of material can be considerably larger if the
carbon is only partially ionized and the foreground gas contains
more carbon in the form of neutral atoms or bound in molecules,
particularly CO. However, there is no correlation between the
self-absorption features in the ionized carbon line profiles and
low-J CO line profiles. To present knowledge, ionized carbon is
present mainly in PDR layers at temperatures above 60. Hence,
the nature of such large amounts of ionized carbon in low exci-
tation layers of gas is very puzzling. Low excitation may imply
low density (well below the critical density of [C ii]), but such
diffuse gas would need to fill large volumes to explain the ob-
served total column density. Kabanovic et al. (2022) have pre-
sented a scenario for the source RCW 120, where the carbon is
present in a diffuse envelope with neutral hydrogen.

Mon R2 is a star-forming region at a distance of 778 pc
(Zucker et al. 2019). The region contains a reflection nebula,
and the UCH ii region is surrounded by several PDRs with dif-
ferent physical conditions. The molecular cloud associated with
Mon R2 has a hub-filament structure and contains clumps of
density up to 106 cm−3. The radiation field in the interface re-
gion between the H ii region and the cloud is about 105 Go
(Pilleri et al. 2012). The sources have been studied through
several atomic and molecular tracers (e.g. Pilleri et al. 2012,
2013; Treviño-Morales et al. 2014; Rayner et al. 2017; Treviño-
Morales et al. 2019).

M17 is one of the brightest and most massive star-forming
regions in the Galaxy, located at a distance of 1.9 kpc (Wu et al.
2019). M17 SW is the sub-region located in the southwest, where
an H ii region is localized and is associated with a giant molecu-
lar cloud and PDR interface. M17 SW is considered a prototype
of an edge-on PDR. The H ii region is ionized by a highly ob-
scured (with a visual extinction AV > 10 mag) cluster of many
(>100) OB stars (Hoffmeister et al. 2008). The gas near the H ii
region is distributed in high density clumps (n ≤ 105 cm−3 ) em-
bedded in interclump material (n ∼ 103 cm−3) surrounded by dif-
fuse gas (n ∼ 300 cm−3), irradiated by a strong UV field of Go =
5.6×104 (Meixner et al. 1992). Recently, Klein et al. (2023) us-
ing non-velocity resolved observations of several infrared lines
such as [C ii], both [O i] lines, [O iii] or [N iii] from FIFI-LS
(Colditz et al. 2018; Fischer et al. 2018) derived hydrogen nuclei

density and UV radiation maps, with an average hydrogen den-
sity of 105.9 cm−3 for the molecular cloud. They found that the
ionization and photodissociation fronts are nearly merged with a
sharp density jump from the ionized region to the neutral one.

To characterize the nature of the absorbing layer in these two
sources, Mon R2 and M17 SW, we followed up on the investi-
gation we started in Guevara et al. (2020) by observing the two
sources in both [O i] fine structure lines with the upGREAT1 in-
strument (Risacher et al. 2016) on board SOFIA along the same
lines-of-sight as previously observed in [C ii].

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 details the ob-
servational setup and data reduction. Section 3 shows the ob-
served [O i] 145 µm and [O i] 63 µm line profiles and a com-
parison against [12C ii] and [13C ii] profiles. Section 4 presents a
multi-component double-layered Gaussian profile analysis using
both [O i] lines to estimate oxygen column densities and excita-
tion temperature. Section 5 discusses the results and the possible
nature of the background and foreground layers. Finally, Sec-
tion 6 summarizes the present work.

2. Observations and data reduction

We observed the [O i] 63 µm and [O i] 145 µm fine-structure lines
in Mon R2 and M17 SW with the 7-pixel High-Frequency Array
(HFA) and the 7x2-pixel Low-Frequency Array (LFA) arrays of
the upGREAT receiver on board SOFIA. Mon R2 was observed
in December 2018 and M17 SW in June 2019 and April 2022.
For Mon R2, the LFA was tuned to observe the [O i] 145 µm
in the H-polarization array (LFAH) and [C ii] 158 µm line in
the V-polarization (LFAV) simultaneously. The single-sideband
(SSB) system temperatures at the source velocity (Tsys) were
3500 and 3050 K, respectively. In parallel, the HFA was tuned
to [O i] 63 µm, with a Tsys(SSB) of 4700 K. The parameters are
summarized in Table 1. As the former [C ii] spectra (Guevara
et al. 2020) were observed with the old single-pixel configu-
ration of the GREAT instrument at two discrete positions, we
had no information on the spatial variation of the [C ii] line pro-
files. Hence, we first observed a small, fully sampled map (for
the three lines) of 180′′×180′′ extent in on-the-fly mode with a
grid separation of 3′′ in the horizontal and vertical directions.
Then, we performed deep integrations in total power mode of
5 min ON-source time for the two positions previously observed
in [C ii] (Fig. 1). Appendix A lists the coordinates of each po-
sition in detail and the OFF positions used. The two [C ii] posi-
tions were selected to follow the peak emission. The average pre-
cipitable water vapor column was 7 µm. The OFF position pre-
sented some weak contamination of ∼2 K, corrected through the
same procedure for [C ii] as described by Guevara et al. (2020),
Appendix B, fitting a Gaussian profile to the OFF position spec-
tra and then adding the fitted profile into the ON spectra to re-
cover the lost emission.

In June 2019, we observed a fully sampled small [O i] map
for M17 SW using upGREAT in OTF mode with a grid sepa-
ration of 3′′ in horizontal and vertical directions. The LFA was
tuned to simultaneously observe the [O i] 145 µm in LFAH and
[C ii] 158 µm in LFAV, with a Tsys(SSB) at the velocity of the
source of 3000 and 2000 K, respectively. The map has an extent
of 220′′×220′′. The average precipitable water vapor was 8 µm.
The HFA was tuned to [O i] 63 µm, but the telluric line was lo-
cated in the central velocities of the emission profile, rendering

1 upGREAT is a development by the MPI für Radioastronomie and
KOSMA/Universität zu Köln, in cooperation with the DLR Institut für
Optische Sensorsysteme.
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Table 1: Observational parameters

Sources RA DEC LFAH Tsys LFAV Tsys HFA Tsys <pwv>a

(h:m:s) (◦:′:′′) (K) (K) (K) (µm)
Mon R2 06:07:46.2 −06:23:08.0 [O i] 145 µm 3700 [C ii] 158 µm 3150 [O i] 63 µm 4800 7
M17 SWJune2019 18:20:27.6 −16:12:00.9 [O i] 145 µm 3000 [C ii] 158 µm 2100 - - 8
M17 SWApril2022 18:20:27.6 −16:12:00.9 - - - - [O i] 63 µm 5200 6.5
a Average over all pixels of the precipitable water vapor column.

Fig. 1: Mon R2 [C ii] integrated intensity map for the velocity
range between 0 and 30 km s−1 with the two [C ii] single point-
ings (in black) from Guevara et al. (2020). [O i] 63 µm integrated
intensity map in blue contours covering the same velocity range
of [C ii] (levels at 100, 150, 200, 240, 270 and 300 K km s−1).
The white circle represents the FWHM beam size of both maps,
15′′.

the observations useless. Hence, we repeated the same observa-
tions in April 2022 at a different time to avoid the telluric line
contamination for the [O i] 63 µm emission. The observations
were successful, but this time [O i] 145 µm was the line affected
by the telluric feature in the central velocities. The average pre-
cipitable water vapor was 6.5 µmwith a Tsys(SSB) at 63 µmof
5100 K. The [C ii] integrated intensity map shown in Fig. 2 is
the combination of the observations referred above and a map
observed within the SOFIA Feedback Legacy Project2 (Schnei-
der et al. 2020) (The full [C ii] map will be discussed in a sep-
arate publication3). The positions for the analysis below were
selected following the [C ii] peak emission along the ridge. The
seven positions were previously observed in [12C ii] and [13C ii],
already analyzed in Guevara et al. (2020). The OFF position was
apparently free of emission.

The data were calibrated to an intensity scale in main beam
brightness temperature, Tmb, with the kalibrate task (Guan et al.
2012), part of the standard GREAT pipeline. Then, we subtracted

2 https://feedback.astro.umd.edu/
3 For details on the observing scheme, see Schneider et al. (2020).

Fig. 2: M17 SW [C ii] integrated intensity map for the velocity
range between 0 and 40 km s−1 with the original [C ii] single
pointings (in black) from Guevara et al. (2020) (equivalent to a
LFA array pointing). [O i] 63 µm integrated intensity map in blue
contours covering the same velocity range of [C ii] (levels at 40,
70, 100, 120, 140 and 160 and 200 K km s−1). The black circle
shows the FWHM beam size for both maps, 15′′.

baselines with the CLASS 90 package, part of the GILDAS4

software, and resampled the data to 0.3 km s−1 channel width,
the same as used for the [C ii] data.

For Mon R2, the atmospheric 63 µm atomic oxygen line
at the time of the observation was located at -10 km s−1 LSR-
velocity, sufficiently far away from the emission of the source,
and hence not affecting the analysis of the line profile. For inter-
comparison, we have convolved the three maps to a 15 ′′ beam
size from the nominal 6.3′′ for the [O i] 63 µm and 14.1′′ for the
[O i] 145 µm and [C ii] lines. For M17 SW, the maps observed
at different times of the year allowed us to avoid the telluric line.
Hence, both OI maps were convolved to a 15 ′′ beam size on a
5′′ grid with a velocity resolution of 0.3 km s−1. All the maps
were gridded and convolved into a joint resolution to compare
them in identical conditions, avoiding the difference in intensi-
ties given by the dissimilar beam sizes.

4 https://www.iram.fr/IRAMFR/GILDAS/
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Fig. 3: Mon R2 [O i] 63 µm, [O i] 145 µm, [12C ii] and [13C ii]
spectra for the single pointings previously observed in [C ii]. All
spectra have been convolved to a beam size of 15′′. The vertical
dashed lines at the 8 and 11 km s−1 absorption dip are present in
both spectra, below the horizontal dashed line at 0 K. The [13C ii]
has been smoothed in velocity for a matter of display.

3. [O i] Line profiles

The [C ii] and [O i] emission in Mon R2 is compact (see Fig. 1),
extending over ≈ 60′′ in all three lines, in contrast to M17 SW,
where the emission in both lines is extended along the PDR edge
(see Fig. 2). Fig. 3 compares the line profiles of the newly ob-
served [O i] spectra in Mon R2 obtained in deep integration and
the previously observed [12C ii] and [13C ii] spectra, the [13C ii]
profiles shown are the average of the two outer hfs-satellites, as
explained in Guevara et al. (2020). The [O i] 145 µm profiles are
very similar to those of the [13C ii] line, though the latter, being
very weak, have lower signal-to-noise. The line profiles agree in
peak position and width but also show similarities in the detailed
profile structure, which is composed of two Gaussian compo-
nents overlapping in velocity and added together, as expected
for optically thin emission. In contrast, the [O i] 63 µm profile
shows deep absorption notches at 8 and 12 km s−1 velocity and
possibly a number of additional weaker ones. The overlay with
the [12C ii] profiles shows that the [O i] absorption matches in
center velocity and line width with the self-absorption notches
visible in the [12C ii] line.

The match in the absorption notches between [12C ii] and
[O i] 63 µm is present not only in the two positions mentioned
above. As shown in Fig. 4, the self-absorption notches are strong
across the source and show spatial variation over distances as
close as 10′′ to 20′′, corresponding to 0.6 to 0.12 pc at the dis-
tance of Mon R2, (see Sect. 5.4 for a discussion of this variation).

The absorption to negative intensities (after baseline subtrac-
tion) at 11 km s−1 can be explained by a weak 63 µm dust contin-
uum. Additional diffuse gas is present in the line of sight. Pilleri
et al. (2013) found foreground absorption through observations
of small hydrocarbons at the referenced velocity, with an equiv-
alent AV of 1 magnitude, detached from the source. The absorp-
tion by this component is insufficient to explain the absorption
dips but may weakly contribute to the absorption at this veloc-
ity (see Sect. 3 for an analysis of the absorption dips). The self-
absorption notches strongly reduce the [O i] 63 µm integrated in-
tensity (Fig. 5). The [O i] 63 µm emission is almost completely
absorbed out between 10 and 12 km s−1. Consequently, the [O i]

63 µm line shows a more fragmented structure in the channel
maps.

The comparison of the line profiles shows a similar behavior
for M17 SW (Fig. 6): the [O i] 145 µm line profile is very similar
to the formerly observed [13C ii] profiles (where, in this case, the
similarity can be confirmed in detail, because of the high S/N
of the deep [13C ii] integrations). The [O i] 63 µm profiles are
heavily affected by self-absorption, and the absorption features
are well correlated in position and width with those identified in
[12C ii] (see the next section for more details). Only the lower
velocity component at around 11 km s−1 in the [12C ii] line is
not reproduced in [O i] 63 µm. As discussed in Guevara et al.
(2020), this component is associated with the [N ii] emission and
also visible in H i, thus presumably associated with diffuse and
ionized gas. It is also not traced by the low-J CO lines (Pérez-
Beaupuits et al. 2015a,b).

To check for positional variations of the [O i] self-absorption
profiles at small angular scales, we plot a mosaic of the ob-
served line profiles on a grid with 10′′ separation, smoothed to
the common spatial resolution of 15′′. Figure 7 shows the spec-
tra in [O i] 63 µm, [O i] 145 µm and [C ii]. The [C ii] spectra
show spatial variations in their profiles from position to posi-
tion, namely across 10′′, resp. 0.10 pc, both in the absorption
depth and the velocity of the absorption dips. The variations are
similarly present in the [O i] 63 µm spectra, although the deep
absorption down to close to the zero intensity level makes the
variations less pronounced in intensity. The velocities of the ab-
sorption dips are well correlated between the [O i] 63 µm and
the [C ii] emission (same as above, see Sect. 5.4). In contrast,
the [O i] 145 µm shows a relatively simple profile of smoothly
superimposed emission components. Fig. 8 shows the channel
maps for both [O i] lines in M17 SW. Like in Mon R2, the [O i]
63 µm seems to disappear in some areas at the velocity of the ab-
sorption dips, in particular at 22 and 24 km s−1. We find a third
absorption component located south of M17 SW at 16 km s−1.
Future papers will study the whole maps, for the moment we will
focus on the positions already observed in [C ii].

Table 2 compares the peak and integrated intensities between
both [O i] line transitions for both sources. In general, the [O i]
145 µm peak intensity overshoots the [O i] 63 µm peak inten-
sity by a factor of a few due to the self-absorption effect, ex-
cept for M17 SW position 4. The latter shows a comparable
peak intensity but at different velocities, again a result of self-
absorption. The difference is more evident in the integrated in-
tensity, with relatively larger [O i] 145 µm integrated intensities,
giving a 145/63 integrated intensity ratio between 1.2 and 7.
The self-absorption effects thus significantly enhance the inte-
grated intensity ratio. This effect must be considered when an-
alyzing data, particularly non-resolved data without velocity in-
formation, such as high-redshift extra-galactic observations. Al-
though this self-absorption effect has already been observed un-
der different environments of Galactic molecular clouds (such
as Leurini et al. 2015; Gusdorf et al. 2017; Kristensen et al.
2017; Schneider et al. 2018, and references there in), it has also
been observed in the large scale [O i] 63 µm spectra of extra-
galactic sources like Arp 220, NGC 4945, NGC 4418, and even
in the [O iii] 88 µm of IRAS17208- 0014 (for example González-
Alfonso et al. 2012; Fernández-Ontiveros et al. 2016).

4. Gaussian Multi-component Analysis

For a quantitative comparison, we utilize in a two-layer radiative
transfer model (Gaussian multi-component fit to the [O i] pro-
files) similar to what was introduced in our previous [12C ii] and

Article number, page 4 of 30
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Fig. 4: Mon R2 [O i] 63 µm, [O i] 145 µm and [C ii] mosaic spectra for the central area of the source. The dotted lines are located at
5, 10, 15 and 20 km s−1 respectively. The angular resolution is the same for [C ii], [O i] 145 µm and [O i] 63 µm (15′′), with a grid
spacing of 10′′. The offset coordinates of each spectrum with respect to the source position are given in the top left corner of each
box.

Fig. 5: Mon R2 channel maps of the velocity-binned emission of [O i] 145 µm in contours (with levels at 15, 24, 33, 42, 51, 60 and
70 K km s−1) and [O i] 63 µm in color. The angular resolution for both lines is 15′′ with a grid separation of 5′′. The velocity bin for
the channels is 1 km s−1, therefore we can express the integrated intensity units of K km s−1 as purely K.

Article number, page 5 of 30
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Table 2: Mon R2 and M17 SW [O i] 145 µm and [O i] 63 µm integrated and peak intensity.

Positions Peak Intensity Integrated Intensity
[O i]145 [O i]63

[O i]145
[O i]63

[O i]145 [O i]63
[O i]145
[O i]63

(K) (K) (K km s−1) (K km s−1)
MonR2 1 65 12 5.4 394 111 3.5
MonR2 2 85 53 1.6 495 228 2.2
M17SW 0 60 23 2.6 260 119 2.2
M17SW 1 41 6 6.8 197 30 6.6
M17SW 2 42 4 10.5 233 33 7.1
M17SW 3 26 18 1.4 199 77 2.6
M17SW 4 71 71 1.0 421 363 1.2
M17SW 5 11 7 1.6 74 46 1.7
M17SW 6 66 27 2.4 339 129 2.6

Fig. 6: Same as Fig. 3 but for M17 SW. The dotted lines mark
the two absorption dips present for both fine structure lines at 21
and 24 km s−1.

[13C ii] study (Guevara et al. 2020). The formal solution of the
radiative transfer equation for a two-layer model with b = 1 . . . B
number of background components and f = 1 . . . F number of
foreground components gives for the brightness temperature of
the line transition t (t = 145, 63 denoting the [O i] 145 µm and
the [O i] 63 µm transition respectively):

Tmb,t(v) =

Jν(Text )

1 − exp

−∑
b

τb,t(v)

 exp

−∑
f

τ f ,t(v)

+
Jν(Text )

1 − exp

−∑
f

τ f ,t(v)




(1)

Here, Jν(T ) = hν
k

(
ehν/kbT − 1

)−1
is the expression for the

equivalent brightness temperature of a blackbody emission at
temperature T . The optical depth of each transition t and com-
ponent i = b, f is given by:

τi,t(v) =
c3

8πν3t
ϕi(v)Nut ,i At

(
exp

(
hνt/(kb Texi,t )

)
− 1

)
(2)

with the upper and lower state of transition t given by ut and
lt respectively, its upper state column density by Nut ,i, and its
Einstein-A-coefficients At = Aut ,lt . The numerical values of the
latter are A145 = 1.75×10−5 and A63 = 8.91×10−5 s−1 (Wiese &
Fuhr 2007). The line profile of each component is:

ϕi(v) =
(

4 ln(2)
π

)1/2 1
∆vFWHM,i

exp

−(v − vLSR,i)24ln(2)
∆v2FWHM,i

 (3)

where vLSR,i the local standard of rest (LSR) velocity and
∆vFWHM,i the full-width-half-maximum velocity line width of the
line from component i. The upper and lower state column densi-
ties of a particular transition are related through the Boltzmann-
equation by the excitation temperature of the transition:

Nut,i

Nlt,i
=
gut,i

glt,i
exp

(
∆Et,i

kbText

)
(4)

where ∆Et = h νt. The optical depth of transition t and com-
ponent i can thus be alternatively expressed by its lower state
column density as:
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Fig. 7: M17 SW [O i] 63 µm, [O i] 145 µm and [C ii] mosaic. The two dotted vertical lines per spectrum are located at 22 and 24 km
s−1 respectively, added to guide the eye to the absorption dips. The left upper corner in each box gives the offsets of each spectrum.

τi,t(v) =
c3

8πν3t
ϕi(v)
gut

glt
Nlt ,i At

(
1 − exp

(
−hνt/kb Texi,t

))
(5)

The parameters describing the line (t = 145, 63) intensity of
each background (i = b) and foreground (i = f ) component are
thus four parameters: its excitation temperature, Texi,t , either its
upper-state, Nut ,i, or lower state, Nlt ,i column density, and its line
width, ∆vFWHM,i and its line center position, vLSR,i.

We assume that the excitation temperatures of all back-
ground components is the same (sufficient to obtain good fits,
see below), so that we have one common value for the excitation
temperature of the [O i] 145 µm transition: Texb,145 ≡ Tex145,bg ; b =
1 . . . , B and another common one for the [O i] 63 µm transition:
Texb,63 ≡ Tex63,bg ; b = 1 . . . B, and correspondingly for the [O i]
63 µm foreground lines. Note that for the three-level [O i] sys-
tem, the upper-state column density of [O i] 63 µm is the same
as the lower-state column density of the [O i] 145 µm line. Thus,
three parameters, namely the column density in any one of the
three states (or the total column density) and the two excitation
temperatures of both transitions, are sufficient to completely de-
scribe each component.

4.1. Fitting the background emission

The observed line profiles are then fitted by a two-layer model
with a background in emission (b) composed of several compo-
nents (Nb) and an absorbing foreground ( f ) with a different num-

ber of components (N f ), each with the fit parameters above. As
we do not know the details of the excitation of the three levels
(two excitation temperatures) of the atomic oxygen fine struc-
ture level system, we have used the peak main beam brightness
temperature of [O i] 63 µm, shining through in between the ab-
sorption notches, for the estimation of the background excitation
temperature of [O i] 63 µm by applying the inverse Rayleigh-
Jeans correction. Then, we derive the background [O i] 145 µm
excitation temperature via the analytic solution to the balance
equation between collisional excitation and de-excitation with
spontaneous emission. See Appendix B for a detailed descrip-
tion of this procedure. The outcome is almost independent of the
assumed density. The resulting kinetic temperatures in the back-
ground layer are given in Table 3 for a density of 106 cm−3. In
Section 5 below, we further investigate how sensitive the derived
column densities of the background and foreground layers are
against variations of the assumed density and kinetic tempera-
ture of the background layer.

We start with the fit of the observed [O i] 145 µm line pro-
files. First, we fit the background emission in the [O i] 145 µm
line profile by several Gaussian emission line background com-
ponents. The excitation temperature is fixed to the common
value, Texb,145 ≡ Tex145,bg , as discussed above. The fit parameters
are the upper state column density of each background compo-
nent b, Nu145,b, their LSR velocity vLSR,b, and their line width
∆vFWHM,b, using the lowest possible number of Gaussian com-
ponents. The process is iterative, and we increase the number of
components one by one until there is no substantial decrease in
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Fig. 8: M17 SW channel maps of the integrated intensity emission of [O i] 145 µm in contours (with levels at 6, 13, 19, 26, 32, 39,
45, 52, 58, 65, 71 and 78 K km s−1) and [O i] 63 µm in color. The angular resolution for both lines. Same as Fig. 5, we can express
the units of the map as K.

Table 3: Mon R2 and M17 SW background excitation temper-
atures for both transitions and their respective kinetic tempera-
tures.

Positions Texb,63
a Texb,145

b Tkin
b

(K) (K) (K)
MonR2 1 78 144 90
MonR2 2 140 227 152
M17SW 0 95 200 114
M17SW 1 65 113 74
M17SW 2 70 125 80
M17SW 3 86 170 102
M17SW 4 145 240 158
M17SW 5 67 117 77
M17SW 6 100 222 122
a RJ-corrected peak Tmbb,63 shining

through.
b Derived from 3-level rate equation so-

lution, see App. B, at nH2 = 106cm−3.

the chi-square of the fit with additional components, hence we
stop the iteration. This way, the simple, close to Gaussian pro-
files of [O i] 145 µm require one or two Gaussian components,
B = B145, for the fitting.

Next, we identify the contribution of these B145 components
to the line wing emission of the lower transition, [O i] 63 µm.
The [O i] 63 µm upper-level column density is fixed at the value
derived from the upper state column density of the [O i] 145 µm
line, converted using the excitation temperature of the back-
ground via the Boltzmann-relation (Eq. 4). The line center po-
sition, vLSR,b, is also fixed within a narrow range (10% of the
value) for each component, namely to the value fitted for the
[O i] 145 µm profile, and the [O i] 63 µm excitation tempera-
ture is fixed to the value of Tex63,bg derived above. The fit results
(see tables C.1, C.2, and C.3 to C.9) show that the fitted width
is typically less than 10% smaller for the [O i] 63 µm line, and
thus consistent with the width fitted for the upper line. The fit-
ting is restricted to the [O i] 63 µm line wings not affected by
foreground absorption; the relevant velocity ranges are from 2 to
5 and 14 to 18 km s−1 for Mon R2 and from 12 to 15 and 25 to
28 km s−1 for M17S SW respectively.

The thus fitted [O i] 63 µm line profiles, resulting from the
b = 1 . . . B145 background components, show (outside of the
core emission, which is heavily blended with the self-absorption)
weak fit residuals requiring B63 additional background velocity
components, which we number by b = B145 + 1, . . . , B145 + B63.
We fit these by fixing the excitation temperature to the value
used for the background emission. However, we now allow the
column densities of the additional [O i] 63 µm emission com-
ponents, Nu63,b, to vary freely, as well as their line widths and
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central velocities, ∆vFWHM,b, vLSR,b. These components are not
visible in [O i] 145 µm due to their low column density as de-
rived from the fit. This effect is verified by calculating the cor-
responding [O i] 145 µm background emission, which turns out
to be of the order of 0.1 K or lower. We follow a step-by-step
procedure instead of a simultaneous fitting of both [O i] lines be-
cause the weak background components are only visible in [O i]
63 µm while the main components come from [O i] 145 µm.
Therefore, we do not expect a one-to-one correlation between
the two [O i] lines.

The total column densities of oxygen are listed in Table 4,
obtained from the upper and lower [O i] transitions derived from
fitting the background emission profiles for the [O i] 145 µm
transition (background only) and the [O i] 63 µm transition.
These column densities are obtained by adding up all velocity
components, where, however, the total column density is domi-
nated by the one to two components b = 1 . . . B145 dominating
the [O i] 145 µm emission. The detailed fit parameters of all com-
ponents and levels are listed in the Appendix C.

4.2. Fitting of the foreground component

In the next step, we deal with the foreground absorption visible
in the [O i] 63 µm line. The column densities of the foreground
absorption components are derived by fitting the absorption pro-
files against the fitted line profile of the [O i] 63 µm background
emission. The intensity in the self-absorption notches drops to
very low values. This requires correspondingly low [O i] 63 µm
excitation temperatures of the absorbing material. Due to the
high energy of the [O i] 63 µm transition, the resulting optical
depth hardly depends on the exact value of Tex. Therefore, we
fix the foreground excitation temperature to a single and low
value of Tex f = 20 K. The population of the [O i] 63 µm up-
per level is very small at these low excitation temperatures, so
the total column density also is very insensitive to the fixed Tex f .
In Section 5.2, we quantify this minimal sensitivity of the fitted
foreground column density on the exact value of the assumed
value of Tex f . Because of the low excitation temperature of the
[O i] 63 µm transition the [O i] 63 µm upper level, providing the
lower level of the [O i] 145 µm transition, is hardly populated
so that the foreground does not contribute to the observed [O i]
145 µm line profile at all, neither in emission nor in absorption,
independent of its assumed excitation temperature. Therefore,
the foreground fit is done to the [O i] 63 µm profile alone. This
approach is backed up by the lack of any self-absorption nodges
in the observed [O i] 145 µm line profile.

With the excitation temperature fixed to this low value,
this leaves the foreground column densities, Nl63, f , line width,
∆vFWHM, f , and line center, vLSR, f as the fitting parameters of the
foreground components. As the [C ii] and [O i] absorption dips
are very similar in line center velocity and width, we use the
line center position and width of the [C ii] foreground compo-
nents fitted by Guevara et al. (2020) as initial guesses for the
foreground [O i] fitting of the most substantial absorption com-
ponents. We keep the velocity of the [C ii] components fixed,
allowing for a minor variation in width, and we freely vary the
oxygen column density. An example of the fitting is shown in
Fig. 9, which shows the results for position 2 in Mon R2 for both
[O i] lines. The thus fitted column densities of the foreground are
listed in Table 5. In the tables in Appendix C, we have marked
in bold letters the column density of the components that signif-
icantly contribute to the total column density at every position.
We also added a column with the [C ii] column densities per
component (extracted from Guevara et al. 2020) for the compo-

(a) Mon R2 [O i] 145 µm fitting for position 2. Top Left - This panel
represents the fitted model in blue and the observed spectra in red. Bot-
tom Left - Residual curve between the observed spectra and the model.
Right - Composition of each fitted component in cyan.

(b) Mon R2 [O i] 63 µm fitting for position 2. Top Left - This panel rep-
resents the fitted model in blue and the observed spectra in red. Bottom
Left - Residual curve between the observed spectra and the model.Top
Right - Composition of each fitted component in cyan and the fitted [O i]
63 µm background profile in orange. Bottom Right - Foreground optical
depth for the [O i] 63 µm line of each Gaussian component in pink.

Fig. 9: Mon R2 [O i] fits for position 2 for both transitions. The
background fit needs 7 components, the 2 coming from the [O i]
145 µm line carrying the bulk of the column density, plus 5 ad-
ditional weak ones. The foreground fit needs 6 components.

nents where we have a match in velocity between the [O i]and
[C ii].

Some Gaussian components have unphysically narrow line
widths, well below 1 km s−1. We can attribute these components
to the constraints of the fit. We are fitting emission profiles that
are not necessarily Gaussian with Gaussian shapes. This creates
a need to cover some gaps in the fit with these narrow compo-
nents. They all have small amplitudes so that they do not con-
tribute significantly to the column densities derived.
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Table 4: Mon R2 and M17 SW [O i] 145 µm and [O i] 63 µm
background column density per position for the two layer model.

[O i]145 [O i]63

Positions # τ∗bg
a # τ∗bg

a Nbg(O0)b

Back. Back.
Comp. Comp. (cm−2)

MonR2 1 3 0.8 7 42.1 5.1E+19
MonR2 2 2 0.3 7 6.3 1.3E+19
M17SW 0 3 0.3 7 11.1 1.3E+19
M17SW 1 1 0.8 2 72.1 5.0E+19
M17SW 2 1 0.7 2 48.5 3.9E+19
M17SW 3 2 0.2 3 9.7 1.3E+19
M17SW 4 2 0.3 3 5.4 9.8E+18
M17SW 5 3 0.1 3 6.6 1.3E+19
M17SW 6 2 0.4 2 13.5 1.5E+19
a τ∗ corresponds to the peak optical depth of the peak compo-

nent, calculated from the fitted parameters according to eq. 2.
b Total column density, calculated from the sum of the three

levels.

Table 5: Mon R2 and M17 SW [O i] 63 µm foreground column
density per position for the two layer model.

Positions # τ∗fg
a N fg(O0)

Fore.
Comp. (cm−2)

MonR2 1 4 12.1 4.6E+18
MonR2 2 6 5.4 3.9E+18
M17SW 0 7 3.6 1.8E+18
M17SW 1 4 5.7 3.3E+18
M17SW 2 6 3.1 3.4E+18
M17SW 3 5 3.9 3.0E+18
M17SW 4 8 2.8 2.5E+18
M17SW 5 5 3.0 3.9E+18
M17SW 6 6 1.8 2.5E+18
a Same as in Table 4, resp. eq. 2.
b Same as in Table 4.

4.3. Foreground and background column densities

The derived total column density of the [O i] background and
foreground, given by the sum of the individual velocity com-
ponents are listed in Tables 6 and 7, respectively. For easier
comparison, the column densities are also converted to hydro-
gen column densities, NH , and to equivalent visual extinctions,
assuming that all oxygen is in the form of O0. From Wakelam
& Herbst (2008, their table 1, for high-metal elemental abun-
dances), we use an O/H abundance ratio of 2.56 × 10−4. We con-
sider the canonical conversion factor between the total hydro-
gen column density and visual extinction of 1.87×1021 cm−2/AV
(Bohlin et al. 1978). Tables 6 and 7 also compare the total oxy-
gen column densities of the foreground and background compo-
nents to the ones derived previously for [C ii]. The C+ column
density also has been converted to an equivalent visual extinction
using a C/H abundance value from Wakelam & Herbst (2008,
same as above, table 1) of 1.2×10−4 and the canonical conver-
sion factor listed above to convert to magnitudes. The tables also
list the ratio of the [O i] and [C ii] column densities and the ra-
tio of the equivalent extinctions. The abundance ratio between
oxygen and carbon is 2.1, when using the elemental abundances
relative to hydrogen quoted above.

In order to easier visualize the multiple foreground and back-
ground components, both for the new [O i] and the former [C ii]
data, and in particular also for the discussion of the position-
to-position variations below (see Section 5.4), we compare the
fitted parameters for different components in the foreground and
background, namely their velocities, velocity widths and column
densities, in Figs. 13 and 14. For the same purpose, we visualize
these fitted parameters for both species and for both the back-
ground and foreground components in Figs. 17 to 16 by showing
each component in a bar representation.

We notice that the background column density ratio of
[O i] to [C ii] is close to the elemental abundance in most posi-
tions; correspondingly, the equivalent AV ratio is close to unity.
This is expected if all material is fully excited. However, due to
the higher critical density of the [O i] transitions it is likely that
more C+ is traced in emission. Therefore, we expect to measure
a background column density ratio between oxygen and ionized
carbon where the elemental abundance is the upper limit. How-
ever the value for Mon R2, position 1, in the background layer,
clearly sticks out; the other two cases for an [O i] excess in the
background layer well above the elemental ratio are positions 1
and 5 in M17 SW. We note that for these positions, we use a rela-
tively low Tex63,bg , derived from the relatively low peak brightness
of the [O i] 63 µm line. The latter is a lower limit, which holds in
the optically thick case; higher values for Tex are perfectly fea-
sible and would result in a correspondingly lower [O i] column
density, as discussed in Section 5.1. On the other hand, positions
0, 4, and 6 for M17 SW have a lower oxygen column density
compared to the other positions. As discussed above, these val-
ues could be an effect of a too-low density of the collision part-
ners to excite the oxygen; see Sect 5.1.1 for an explanation of
how density affects the results.

For the foreground layer, we expect an opposite situation. In
cold material some atomic oxygen may be left in overall molec-
ular material where most carbon is bound in CO. Therefore we
should measure a [O i] to [C ii] abundance ratio higher than the
elemental abundance in absorption. Mon R2 presents the higher
ratios for both sources. Given the likely scenarios for the struc-
ture of Mon R2 (see Sect. 5.4), it is expected that this excess is
due to the inherent structure of the source. M17 SW shows a dif-
ferent behavior. The values that deviate from what is expected
are found in positions 0, 2, 4, and 6. Interestingly, the affected
positions are closer to the main ridge (see Fig. 2). It is clear that
a particular spatial configuration plays a role here. But with the
foreground layer being invisible and only being detected through
the absorption profile of bright atomic lines, it is hard to specu-
late without much information about it. Future studies over the
whole map for the foreground layer in both lines could help to
resolve this issue.

5. Discussion

We have estimated the background and foreground column den-
sities for neutral atomic oxygen under the assumption of a lower
limit for the excitation temperature in the background layer
along the line of reasoning discussed in App. B. With the esti-
mated range of excitation temperatures for [O i] 63 µm between
65 and 145 K, we derive column densities from the fit to the ob-
served line profiles between 8.5 and 49 × 1018 cm−2 for the back-
ground layer and between 1.8 and 4.6 × 1018 cm−2 for the fore-
ground layer. In the following, we first evaluate how sensitively
the results are affected by the necessary simplifying assumptions
we made. Then, we turn to a discussion of the characteristics of
the foreground layer.
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Table 6: Mon R2 and M17 SW comparison between oxygen and ionized carbon column densities and equivalent extinctions for the
background columns.

Background

Positions Nbg(O0) Nbg(C+)a N(O0)
N(C+) AV,bgO0b AV,bgC+a AV,bgO0

AV,bgC+

(cm−2) (cm−2) (mag.) (mag.)
MonR2 1 5.1E+19 4.2E18 12.1 106 19 5.6
MonR2 2 1.3E+19 4.7E18 2.8 28 21 1.3
M17SW 0 1.3E+19 9.2E18 1.4 28 41 0.7
M17SW 1 5.0E+19 8.0E18 6.3 105 36 2.9
M17SW 2 3.9E+19 5.6E18 3.8 82 25 1.8
M17SW 3 1.3E+19 4.4E18 7 28 20 1.4
M17SW 4 9.8E+18 7.6E18 1.3 20 34 0.6
M17SW 5 1.3E+19 3.0E18 4.3 27 13 2.1
M17SW 6 1.5E+19 7.7E18 1.9 31 34 0.9
a [12C ii] column densities from Guevara et al. (2020).
b Equivalent visual extinction for the [O i] and [C ii] column densities (factors for

abundance and conversion from N(H) as discussed in the text), with N(H) =
1.87×1021 cm−2 AV.

Table 7: Mon R2 and M17 SW comparison between oxygen and ionized carbon column densities and equivalent extinctions for the
foreground columns.

Foreground

Positions N fg(O0) N fg(C+)a N(O0)
N(C+) AV, fgO0b AV, fgC+a AV, fgO0

AV, fgC+

(cm−2) (cm−2) (mag.) (mag.)
MonR2 1 4.6E+18 8.3E17 5.5 9.7 3.7 2.6
MonR2 2 3.9E+18 6.4E17 5.9 8.1 2.9 2.8
M17SW 0 1.8E+18 2.0E18 1.0 3.8 9.2 0.4
M17SW 1 3.3E+18 1.7E18 1.9 6.8 7.6 0.9
M17SW 2 3.4E+18 3.0E18 1.1 7.1 13 0.5
M17SW 3 3.0E+18 7.7E17 4.0 6.2 3.5 1.8
M17SW 4 2.5E+18 1.3E18 1.8 5.1 5.8 0.9
M17SW 5 3.9E+18 3.9E17 10 8.2 1.7 4.8
M17SW 6 2.5E+18 1.8E18 1.4 5.3 8.0 0.7
a [12C ii] column densities from Guevara et al. (2020).
b Equivalent visual extinction of the total [O i] and [C ii] column densities (factors

for abundance and conversion from N(H) as discussed in the text), with N(H) =
1.87×1021 cm−2 AV.

5.1. Effect of Variations in the background physical
parameters

The choice of the value for the excitation temperature of the
background layer in both [O i] transitions is a critical element
of the study. As presented above, we have taken the excitation
temperature of the [O i] 63 µm transition in the background as
the lower limit derived from the peak brightness temperature of
this transition observed at each position; with the assumption of
high density, necessary because of the high critical density of
the [O i] 145 µm transition, we then use the analytical solution
for the population of the three-level [O i] fine structure system
(see App. B) to derive the excitation temperature for the upper
transition (assuming 106 cm3 for the density). In order to esti-
mate how sensitive the derived column densities for background
layer components and the foreground components are to these
assumptions, we now analyze how the result depends on varying
first the density and then the kinetic temperature of the back-
ground components (along the algorithm presented in App. B).

5.1.1. Effects of varying the density of the background layer

First, let us start with the density. As the default, we have as-
sumed a density of 106 cm−3 for deriving the upper transition
excitation temperature from lower transition one, estimated from
the peak brightness of the [O i] 63 µm line. Fig. 10 shows how
changes in the assumed collision partner density, and hence dif-
ferent values for the derived Tex,145, result in different best-fit
results for the background (dashed line) and foreground column
density (solid line). We have selected two positions for each of
the sources to be shown for this analysis. The other positions are
affected in the same way.

The analysis shows that an increase in density leads to a cor-
responding increase in the estimated background column den-
sity and vice versa. This proportionality can be explained ac-
cording to Fig. B.2, which illustrates the effect that the upper
[O i] line shows a regime of population inversion. Any increase
in density results in a decrease in the [O i] 145 µm excitation
temperature (and vice versa) and, consequently, an increase in
the [O i] column density necessary to maintain the observed in-
tensity. In comparison, the [O i] 63 µm excitation temperature
remains constant. Note that M17 SW position 4 can only be fit-
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Fig. 10: Best fit column densities compared for selected posi-
tions against a range in the assumed density. The background is
indicated by dashed lines and the foreground in solid ones.

ted with densities higher than 105 cm−3. For lower densities, the
[O i] 145 µm peak intensity can not be reached. It is worth not-
ing that position 4 has the highest [O i] 145 µm intensity and it is
located at the [O i] peak, suggesting that the density here should
be much higher than the other positions.

The foreground column density necessary for the deep ab-
sorption features depends very little on the background layer’s
density variation. This insensibility is evident as the [O i] 63 µm
absorption is highly optically thick so that the increase in the
background intensity to be absorbed does not need to be com-
pensated by an enhanced foreground absorption. The modest
variations visible in the fit result originate in second-order ef-
fects. Depending on the details of the line profiles, the optically
thinner wings of the absorbing layers are more or less sensitive
to an increase or decrease in the background intensity resulting
from the density variations.

5.1.2. Effects of varying the kinetic temperature of the
background layer

Now, let us continue analyzing the sensitivity of the derived
background and foreground column densities against the sec-
ond physical parameter, the kinetic temperature of the back-
ground, keeping the density fixed at 106cm−3. Above, we have
assumed the kinetic temperature as derived from the upward
Rayleigh-Jeans corrected peak brightness temperature of the
[O i] 63 µm emission shining through in between the absorption
dips, giving a lower limit to the excitation temperature. As the
kinetic temperature is always larger than the excitation tempera-
ture (see Fig. B.2) for any density, this is also a lower limit to the
kinetic temperature of the background. We now vary the kinetic
temperature of the background from this minimum value up to
higher values. We calculate the excitation temperatures for both
[O i] lines from the analytic formulas at the given temperature
and density (see App. B), and perform the least-squares fit of the
line profiles with these parameters.

Fig. 11: Best fit column densities compared for selected posi-
tions against a range in the assumed kinetic temperatures.

We stop increasing the kinetic temperature of the background
once the background column density drops to the level of the
foreground, breaking our initial assumption of having most of
the material concentrated in the warm background layer. This
upper limit gives the maximum kinetic temperature used in the
fitting, which turns out to be roughly 50 K above our minimum
value. Therefore, we have a reduced range of about 50 K for
valid kinetic temperatures where our assumptions remain accu-
rate.

Fig. 11 shows the thus fitted column densities for both lay-
ers against the range of background kinetic temperatures for se-
lected positions fitted in Mon R2 and M17 SW. The figure shows
that in order to fit the observed brightness of the background
emission, the necessary background column density is roughly
inversely proportional to the excitation temperature and, hence,
the kinetic temperature.

The foreground column density is only slightly affected by
the changes in the background. Increases in the background ki-
netic temperature lead to a rise in the background excitation and
main beam temperatures, reducing the optical depth due to the
severe reduction in column density. Then, the higher background
intensity requires more foreground material to absorb the back-
ground emission for obtaining the observed self-absorbed pro-
file. In any case, the range of variation is lower than an order of
magnitude, keeping the foreground density well constrained.

To conclude, the discussion on the effect of varying the phys-
ical parameters of the background material, namely density (in
Section 5.1.1) and kinetic temperature (in this Section), shows
that the resulting background column densities span a range in
physical scenarios of warm PDR material with correlated tem-
peratures; they reach to about 10 times larger column densities
for the background compared to the minimum derived for the
nominal parameters and cannot be constrained further. However,
the important result about the foreground column density is that
it is very well constrained independent of the assumptions about
the physical parameters of the background.
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Fig. 12: Best fit foreground column densities compared for se-
lected positions against a range in the assumed foreground exci-
tation temperatures.

5.2. Effect of variations in the foreground excitation
temperature

We now analyze how changes in the foreground excitation tem-
perature assumed for the [O i] 63 µm line affect the foreground
column density. For the previous analysis, we have assumed a
temperature of 20 K. Figure 12 shows how the foreground col-
umn density derived from the line profile changes when the fore-
ground’s excitation temperature varies. The foreground excita-
tion temperature was varied from 15 K to 45 K. We have selected
15 K as a lower limit because this value is the lowest possible
for [C ii] from the energy balance (Kabanovic et al. 2022), a rea-
sonable assumption where both atoms should coexist. There is
insufficient material to absorb the background in some positions
for lower values than this, establishing a lower limit to the fore-
ground excitation temperature. The upper value of 45 K is an
appropriate upper limit for the foreground gas to still produce
visible absorption nodges; higher values come too close to the
background values.

The column density is not much affected by the assumed
value for the foreground excitation temperature, changing mono-
tonically by not more than 20% over this temperature range.
Thus, we conclude that the foreground column density of the
absorption components, derived from the fit to the complex line
profiles, is a relatively robust result.

5.3. Column Densities of the different components of the
Background Layer

One of the central motivations behind this work is to study
the nature of the foreground layer identified through the self-
absorption traced by both cooling lines, [C ii] and [O i]. Never-
theless, we also discuss the nature of the background layer. In
Fig. 13, we plot the column density for each fitted Gaussian ve-
locity component for both [C ii] and [O i] for each position an-
alyzed. [C ii] is characterized by diamonds and [O i] by circles.
Figs. 17 and 15 compare the fitted background components for
each position in a column density bar plot.

One or two components dominate the background column
density contribution for both atoms around the systemic veloc-
ity, 10 km s−1 for Mon R2 and 21 km s−1 for M17 SW with
more than 80% of contribution from these main components. We
also see that the additional components tracing the line wings
contribute only marginally to the column density, with Mon R2
showing a red-shifted line wing and M17 SW showing emission
at both sides skewed to the blue side of the spectra.

We notice that main background emission, both in [C ii] and
in [O i], is fitted by a small number of well overlapping Gaus-
sian components, resulting in a smooth overall profile. Some-
time even only one single components dominates, in particular
in [C ii], where the bulk background emission is defined by the
[13C ii] line profile. The [O i] background emission, having to
match both the [O i] 145 µm profile and the line wings of heav-
ily self-absorbed [O i] 63 µm profile, sometimes needs several
more Gaussian components, which are, however heavily over-
lapping and sum-up to a similar total column density than the
single [C ii] component (an example are the three components
at M17 SW pos. 0, or the two components in [O i] matching the
single component in [C ii] at M17 SW pos. 3; Fig. 17).

Nonetheless, the dominant contribution in column density
comes from components, where both are present, and which
have similar velocities and line-width in [C ii] and [O i]. We can
clearly see that the background is not fully uniform and shows
some variations from position to position. To conclude, the back-
ground, at the different positions, shows a smooth line structure
dominated by one or two Gaussian components and consistent
velocities around the systemic velocity.

5.4. Physical Properties of the Foreground Layer

The significant result from the previous observations and anal-
ysis (Guevara et al. 2020) of the [C ii] self-absorption notches
was that they require a large foreground column of [C ii] with
very low Tex material (≤ 20 K). The present study shows that the
[O i] 63 µm line also shows deep self-absorption notches, which
agree well in general terms in velocity and line width with the
[C ii] self-absorption when both are present and correspond to
similar total column densities.

Similar to the background emission components analysis
shown in Fig. 13, we display the column densities, velocities,
and line widths of the individual foreground components in
Fig. 14. The figure demonstrates that the self-absorption notches
in [C ii] and [O i] 63 µm have similar velocities and narrow
line widths. Moreover, the different components at the differ-
ent positions can be grouped around common velocities, with
8 and 12 km s−1 for Mon R2, and 16, 18, 21, and 24 km s−1

for M17 SW. However, the exact velocity for each component
fluctuates around these average values, the magnitude of these
fluctuations being on the order of the line widths.

The total column density at each position is distributed be-
tween different velocities, and the column density of a given ve-
locity component varies from position to position. This is best
seen in Figs. 18 and 16. As discussed above, most velocity com-
ponents in the foreground are seen in both species, [O i] and
[C ii], with similar fit parameters. In several cases, the fore-
ground absorption being fitted by a single component in one
species, requires two velocity components with different widths
in the other. Examples are M17 SW, pos. 0, where the [O i] 63 µm
absorption at 24.1 km s−1 is fitted by a single component with a
width of 0.6 km s−1 (see Table C.3), whereas the corresponding
[C ii] absorption at 24.1 km s−1 needs two components, one with
a wider line width of 2 km s−1 and a narrower one with a width
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Fig. 13: Compilation of background Gaussian parameters for all positions from the multi-component analysis from Section 3. Each
position is plotted in columns along the velocity axis, showing both atomic lines. Circles symbolize the [O i] Gaussian components
for each position and triangles the [C ii] ones (from Guevara et al. 2020). The color of each symbol represents its column density.
The length of the vertical bars denotes half of the line width value for a better visualization.

of also 0.6 km s−1. A similar situation is shown for the 21.3 km
s−1 center velocity component in M17 SW, pos. 3, where the
[C ii] absorption is fitted by a single component of width 2.2 km
s−1 (Table F.4 in Guevara et al. (2020)) and the [O i] absorption
needs two fit components, one with width 2 km s−1, the other
one with a with of 1.1 km s−1 (see Table C.6). These difference
are presumably due to the oversimplifying assumption of purely
Gaussian absorption line profiles; the different fit components
nevertheless can safely be counted as contributions to the same
absorption feature.

There are very few occasions where an absorption compo-
nent only shows up in [O i], and not in [.C ii] This only occurs in
the line wings and for features with relatively low column den-
sity; examples are the 25.9 km s−1 and the 16.9 km s−1 compo-
nent in M17 SW, pos. 3 (see Table C.6), or the 15.5 km s−1 com-
ponent in M17 SW, pos. 6 (see Table C.9). In all these cases the

significance of the absorbing foreground fit components may be
spurious, as the absorption is fitted against the weak and some-
what noisy line wings of the background [O i] 145 µm emission
line profiles.

In contrast, there are several cases where the [C ii] line shows
clear absorption components, but where the corresponding [O i]
63 µm absorption shows much lower column densities or is al-
most absent. This is typically the case for the [C ii] absorption on
the low velocity side of the line profiles in M17 SW. Examples
are the 16.4 and 19.1 km s−1 components at pos. 0, see Table F4
in Guevara et al. (2020), and the corresponding [O i] 63 µm ab-
sorption component at 17.4 km s−1, or the 16.6 and 19.9 km s−1

[C ii] components in pos. 4 (see Table F4 as above) and the corre-
sponding [O i] 63 µm component at 19.6 km s−1 (see Table C.7).
As the [O i] emission does not show the weak wing emission be-
low 17 km s−1, these features cannot show up in absorption in

Article number, page 14 of 30



C. Guevara et al.: O i] fine structure line profiles in Mon R2 and M17 SW

[O i] 63 µm, even if they might be present in the foreground, as
they lack background emission to absorb against.

Both cases discussed above occur in the wings of the main
line emission. We conclude that the quantitative comparison of
[O i] and [C ii] column densities in these components might be
affected by the slightly different form of the emission line pro-
files from the background. Similarly, the quantitative compari-
son of the absorbing column densities from position to position,
as discussed in the next paragraph, will be affected, for the fea-
tures in the line wings, by corresponding variations in the line
profile of the background emission.

5.4.1. Spatial variations and density estimate

We can obtain a lower limit estimate for the density of the fore-
ground material from the variations in the column density be-
tween adjacent positions. Based on the uncertainties for column
density values of the foreground absorption against the back-
ground line wings, as discussed above, we focus for the anal-
ysis of the variation in column density of the foreground com-
ponents from position to position, on the absorbing components
in the line cores, namely the features at velocities between 18
to 25 km s−1. Comparing the absorption feature near 24.1 km
s−1 at pos. 0 and pos. 1 of M17 SW, i.e. between a position
on the bright interface ridge to one further into the molecu-
lar cloud, which has a total H i-equivalent column density of
2.8 × 1021 cm−2 at pos. 0 and drops to 0.8 × 1021 cm−2 at
pos. 1, hence shows a decrease by 2.0 × 1021 cm−2 in [C ii], and
from 4.5 × 1021 cm−2 to 0.6 × 1021 cm−2, hence a decrease of
3.9 × 1021 cm−2 in [O i]. Comparing the column density varia-
tions between positions along the ridge, i.e. pos. 3 and pos. 0,
the velocity components at about 21.3 to 21.7 km s−1 drop in
[O i] from (3.5+ 0.6× 1021 cm−2) to 2.0× 1021 cm−2, i.e. a drop
by 2.1, whereas it increases from 4.2 to 6.2, i.e. an increase by
2.0 in [C ii]. The increase in [C ii] versus the decrease in [O i] in
this case indicates a change in the chemical composition along
the line of sight from positions to position.

Repeating this comparison for all pairs of adjacent positions
(using the fit results as displayed in Figs. 18 and 16), we see that
the variations from position, both in [O i] and [C ii], are typically
of order 1 to 2 × 1021 cm−2 and peak variations are up to about
4 × 1021 cm−2. This includes the variations in column density
between the two positions measured in Mon R2.

In order to understand to what degree the variations in the
absorbing column densities from position to position might be
an artifact of the ambiguity of the foreground absorption fit with
several Gaussian components, we checked how the resulting fit
looks like, if we fix the foreground components to the parame-
ters from the adjacent position, first in all three parameters: line
center, width and column density. We have done this test for po-
sition 1 in Mon R2 with the parameters of position 2 and position
6 in M17 SW with the parameters of position 0. Fig. 19 shows
the resulting fit for position 6 as an example. In a second test, we
allow each component’s column density and line width to vary,
keeping the velocity (and excitation temperature) fixed (Fig. 20
shows an example of the resulting fit). The resulting fits are listed
from Tables C.10 to C.13. Both attempts were unsuccessful, as
demonstrated by the significant residuals well above the noise
level, with (obviously) slightly better results when we allowing
for more variations. Considering that the foreground absorption
is multiplicative, e−τ fg , implying that the optical depth is deter-
mined as a proportion of the background intensity and hence in-
dependent of its actual intensity and background intensity varia-
tion, this clearly demonstrates that the variation in column den-

sity, and hence optical depth, between adjacent positions derived
from the full fits of the two-layer model as discussed above, is
a significant result. Keeping the column density constant across
adjacent positions, as would be the case for a smooth and ho-
mogeneous foreground component, is in contradiction with the
observed line profiles.

Thus, we derive the variations in H i equivalent column den-
sity for each species to be between 1-2 and up to 4× 1021 cm−2.
These are either variations of the total column density, i.e. de-
crease or increase in both species; or they indicate variation of
the chemical composition along each line of sight, in case the
variation is in the opposite sense for both species. The spatial
scales associated with the rapid spatial variation at the distance
of the M17 SW positions correspond to 0.27 pc and 0.12 pc for
Mon R2.

As discussed in Guevara et al. (2020), assuming that the
components observed are not all pencil like directed along the
line of sight, the magnitude of the column density variation,
combined with the linear scale corresponding to the angular sep-
aration at the distance of the source, gives a constraint on the
variation of the density of the foreground material, and hence a
lower limit estimate of the density of the foreground material.
With the numbers quoted above, this results in minimum hydro-
gen volume densities of 1.2 to 2.4, maximum about 5× 103 cm3

for M17 SW, and correspondingly higher, according to closer
distance and hence smaller spatial scale of the distance between
the observed positions, i.e. 2.8 to 5.6 × 103 cm3, for Mon R2.

We emphasize that these densities are a lower limit due to
several factors: first, the densities are derived from beam av-
eraged column densities. Thus, if the source has structure on
scales smaller than the beam, the column densities, and hence
the derived densities, will be accordingly higher. Secondly, the
densities are derived from the smallest observed distance, the
pixel spacing of the upGREAT array; similar changes on smaller
scales, as suggested by the profile changes shown for the fully
sampled [C ii] map and the regridded [O i] map in Fig. 7 would
give correspondingly larger densities. In addition, the densities
can be higher if the absorbing material is a surface layer signifi-
cantly smaller than the spatial size of the variations. And lastly,
the derivation of the H i column densities assumes that all the
material is in the form of O0 and C+; they would be correspond-
ingly higher, and similarly for the volume densities, if only a
fraction of the material is in the form of O0 or C+, a possibility
that is already indicated by the variation of the O0 and C+ col-
umn density ratios for the different components and positions.

As a side note, we can estimate the kinetic temperatures for
these densities that would result in the excitation temperature
we have used for our analysis, 20 K, from the excitation tem-
perature plots in Appendix B. This gives a foreground kinetic
temperature of 30 K for Mon R2 and 38 K for M17 SW. The to-
tal column density of the low Tex, absorbing foreground is very
large as shown in Table 7, corresponding to an equivalent visual
extinction of several AV or more. The agreement in velocity im-
plies that it is associated with the source. Based on the arguments
above about the spatial (in projection) variation of the derived
column densities, we estimate it to have a relatively high density.
Both the column and the volume densities are lower limits, as-
suming that all its carbon is in the form of C+ and all its oxygen
is in the form of O0. These arguments together strongly suggest
that the material is not a diffuse, smooth foreground layer, but is
directly associated with the background material, i.e. the dense,
strongly UV illuminated PDR material.

The nature and origin of this material are rather puzzling:
one would need a mechanism that produces such a large column
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Fig. 14: Same as Fig. 13 for the foreground parameters.

of low Tex, dense material, but where the carbon stays ionized
although the high density should favor rapid recombination, as is
firmly predicted by PDR scenarios. At the same time, the oxygen
stays in atomic form despite the significant extinction and high
density that would tend to transform O0 to CO, depleting all the
available carbon and also forming OH or H2O.

5.4.2. Chemical composition

Assuming that carbon might be only partially ionized, with a
part as neutral atomic carbon or in a molecular form such as CO,
would increase the amount of material not visible in any other
tracer. In parallel, additional oxygen would have to be present in
molecular form, presumable water ice, frozen out on dust. The
attractive scenario of putting the additional carbon and oxygen
into carbon monoxide can be ruled out observationally, as the
low-J CO lines in particular those from rare isotopologues do not
show a comparable column of cold CO. This analysis holds for
the positions in M17 SW (Pérez-Beaupuits et al. 2015a), where

the O0 and C+ column densities are consistent with the elemental
abundances.

For the positions where the derived column density ratio
of oxygen to carbon is higher than the elemental abundance,
namely positions 3 and 5 in M17 SW and both positions in
Mon R2, we can assume that carbon in the foreground absorbing
material is indeed only partially ionized, with a fractional ion-
ization of 20 to 50%. Alternatively, the absorbing layer may be
composed of two chemically different components, where a col-
umn density of about 20 to 50% of the total would have to be low
Tex, fully ionized [C ii] material. For the Mon R2 lines of sight,
the assumption of additional absorbing material is perfectly rea-
sonable. It is known that Mon R2 is an embedded source with
several young stellar objects (YSO, Beckwith et al. 1976) inside
the molecular cloud illuminated from the backside. This darken-
ing could help to explain the large discrepancy between the O0

and C+ column densities, compared to M17 SW, but does not
explain the correlation between the [O i] and [C ii] emission, be-
cause we would not expect the presence of ionized carbon in the
dense molecular foreground material. Pilleri et al. (2012) pro-

Article number, page 16 of 30



C. Guevara et al.: O i] fine structure line profiles in Mon R2 and M17 SW

Fig. 15: The fitted components of the background emission in
Mon R2 at each position observed with high S/N, both for
[O i] (this paper; top) and [C ii] (from the former study by Gue-
vara et al. (2020), bottom) at different scales. The components
are shown as bars with an amplitude given in column density per
velocity width on an equivalent NH i column density scale. The
width of each bar is the FWHM width of the component. The
(integrated) column density of each component is indicated by
the number at the top.

Fig. 16: Same as Fig. 15, but for the foreground components at
the two positions observed for Mon-R2.

posed in their model for Mon R2, apart from the dense PDR, a
surrounding envelope with densities of 5× 104 cm−3, molecular
hydrogen column density of 5× 1022 cm−2 and kinetic tempera-
ture of 35 K, similar values that we find here for the foreground
layer and its estimated density from the differences between po-
sitions, confirming our results. Hence, we have for Mon R2 a
foreground separated in two phases, with a temperature gradi-
ent, where one part of the gas contains only O0 coexisting with
molecular material, while in the other, outer layer O0 and C+
coexist.

M17 SW shows a different picture. The foreground column
density ratios between [O i] and [C ii] are lower than the ele-
mental ratio inside the main ridge and higher outside, showing
some spatial correlation playing a role. As discussed above in
Sect 4.3, studies over the whole map are needed. Single point-
ings are insufficient for a proper analysis of spatial effects. More-

over, Hoffmeister et al. (2008) found an optical foreground ex-
tinction of 2 mag, a significantly lower value than the foreground
layer derived here. Therefore, we propose a scenario of a dense
atomic foreground layer where ionized carbon and oxygen co-
exist with a density of 103 cm−3, not ruling out the existence of
a density gradient towards the exterior, leading to an additional
atomic diffuse layer.

5.5. Comparison Between Gas and Dust

We compare the column densities derived above from the
[O i] and [C ii] fine-structure lines, both for the background and
foreground components, with the total gas column densities de-
rived from the sub-mm-wavelength dust emission. The column
density maps were derived from Herschel/PACS and SPIRE
(Griffin et al. 2010) 250, 350, and 500 µm for Mon R2 (Rayner
et al. 2017) and M17 SW (Schneider, N., priv. comm.), using the
method described by Palmeirim et al. (2013). The method esti-
mates the total gas column density from the optically thin dust
emission for both sources (Table 8) by fitting the spectral energy
distributions (SEDs) and computes the gas surface density dis-
tribution of the region pixel by pixel. Note that this method deals
with only a single temperature component of the dust emission
and is thus biased towards the bulk column density of the lower
temperature gas of the molecular clouds. It also traces parts of
the warm PDR material, which has bright dust emission, but
the analysis weighted it down by constraining the dust emission
wavelength bands to longward of 160 µm. Also, the values esti-
mated are upper values in a 18′′ beam because there is line-of-
sight contamination, with AV ∼10 mag for M17 and AV ∼2 mag
for Mon R2 (Schneider et al., in prep.).

For M17 SW, the gas column densities are between 54 and
336 magnitudes. Background equivalent extinction values de-
rived from [O i] at all positions are 1 to 10 times smaller than
the ones derived from dust. This difference is unsurprising as
the dust emission also traces the dense molecular material of the
bulk molecular cloud. The warm PDR traced by the background
emission in the fine structure lines contributes 10 to 25% of the
total column density traced by the dust emission (Table 8). We
also note that the column density of the warm PDR background
derived here is larger than the one derived from the mid-and
high-J CO lines (Harris et al. 1987; Pérez-Beaupuits et al. 2015a)
and quoted in previous studies of the [C ii] emission (Stutzki
et al. 1988). The low-velocity resolution of the previous [C ii]
observations ignored that the foreground absorption significantly
weakens the [12C ii] emission. We note that the cold and dense
molecular cloud material responsible for the bulk dust emission
is not traced by the column densities derived from the [O i] lines,
observed in emission. This disparity is plausible as oxygen will
be mainly in molecular form (CO, H2O) and partially frozen
out onto dust grains.

For Mon R2, the situation is different. The equivalent ex-
tinctions derived from dust for both positions are much closer to
those derived from the [O i] fine structure lines. This closeness
could be interpreted as neutral oxygen that coexists with dense
foreground molecular material, as has been suggested before by
several authors (Pilleri et al. 2012; Ginard et al. 2012; Treviño-
Morales et al. 2019). As discussed above in Sect 5.4, the dust
strengthens the scenario of a double-layered foreground, with a
component in molecular and another one in atomic form.

The comparison of the column densities derived for the
emission from the warm background in [C ii] and [O i] shows
that both are consistent with the emission originating in stan-
dard PDR material, with excitation temperatures between 60 and
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Fig. 17: Same as Fig. 15, but for the background components fitted at the M17 SW positions.

Table 8: Mon R2 and M17 SW dust equivalent extinction comparison.

Background Foreground
Component AV Dust AV,bgO0 a AvDust

Av,bg O0 AV,bgC+a AvDust
Av,bg C+ AV,fgO0b AvDust

Av,fg O0 AV,fgC+b AvDust
Av,bg C+

(mag.) (mag.) (mag.) (mag.) (mag.)
MonR2 1 73 106 0.7 19 3.8 9.7 7.5 3.7 20
MonR2 2 40 28 1.4 21 2.9 8.1 4.9 2.9 14
M17SW 0 253 28 9.0 41 12 3.8 64 9.2 28
M17SW 1 336 105 3.2 36 9.3 6.8 49 7.6 44
M17SW 2 282 82 3.4 25 11.3 7.1 40 7.6 44
M17SW 3 328 28 12 20 16 6.2 53 3.5 94
M17SW 4 167 20 8.4 34 4.9 5.1 33 5.8 29
M17SW 5 54 27 2.0 13 4.2 8.2 6.6 1.7 32
M17SW 6 88 31 2.8 34 2.6 5.3 17 8.0 11
a Extracted from Table 6.
b Extracted from Table 7.

140 K for the [O i] and between 150 and 250 K for the [C ii]. As
discussed in our previous analysis, the amount of material is sig-
nificantly larger than expected for a single PDR layer, so we have
to invoke multiple PDR layers within the beam with several tens
of magnitudes in Av. The column densities derived here refer
only to the bright PDR material in the fine structure line emis-
sion. A portion of the warm, dense PDR material will contribute

to the mid-and high-J CO emission. These lines can trace the
material because we have worked under the assumption that all
[O i] emission is in the form of atomic material, not considering
the molecular contribution.
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Fig. 18: Same as Fig. 17, but for the foreground components fitted at the M17 SW positions.

5.6. Comparison with other models

Are there alternative explanations for the nature of the fore-
ground layer? Goldsmith et al. (2021) discuss the [O i] profile
toward W3, which shows strong absorption, similar to what
this paper discusses. At first sight, the situation looks simi-
lar to the Mon R2 case discussed here. They find similar val-
ues for the neutral oxygen foreground column density, from 2
to 7×1018 cm−2, reinforcing the idea of a foreground layer of
atomic material with similar column densities. They attribute its
foreground absorption to geometry effects because the source
is heated from the backside, allowing for additional oxygen in
atomic form in cold molecular layers, together with CO, be-
tween the PDR and the observer. However, such a scenario can-
not explain the sizeable C+ column densities together with more
prominent O0 column densities at the same velocity and line
width. The [C ii] absorption dips, requiring a large column of
[C ii] much colder than feasible in a PDR layer, rule out a sce-
nario similar to the one discussed for W3 by Goldsmith et al.
(2021). The analysis continues in Goldsmith et al. (2023), with
the modeling, through the Meudon code (Le Petit et al. 2006), of
the foreground layer in W3A. Their model identifies foreground
hydrogen column densities of 2×1022 cm−2, or equivalently a
oxygen column density of ∼ 5×1022 cm−2, with a density of

n(H) = 250 cm−3 over a spatial extension of 26 pc. Where the
interpretation of the absorption profile in [O i] resulting from a
smooth foreground maybe a valid scenario in the case of W3A,
the [O i] absorption observed in Mon R2 and M17 SW must be
due to high density material, based on the differences in fore-
ground column densities between positions over small angular
distances. Mapping observations in [O i] are not available for
W3A and hence a decision between these two different scenar-
ios is not possible with the presently available data. In addition,
a [13C ii] profile with sufficient S/N is not available in the case
of W3A, so that the background column density of [C ii] is not
well constrained. W3A might behave like our sources, but maps
in [O i] and [C ii] would be needed to distinguish between the
scenarios. Regretfully, new observations in these atomic cooling
lines are not feasible in the near future.

Kabanovic et al. (2022) present a similar scenario for
RCW120 for [C ii] only. [C ii] observations show correlations
between the velocity of foreground components derived from a
similar multi-component double-layered Gaussian analysis and
atomic hydrogen absorption dips in the line profile. Through a
H i self-absorption (HISA) analysis, they compared the H i ab-
sorption line profile with that of [C ii]. They found correlations
in line width and LSR velocity for some components. They at-
tributed the origin of the foreground layer causing the [C ii] self-
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Fig. 19: Unsuccessful (note the significantly increased level of
the residuals) fit for M17 SW pos. 6, using the foreground pa-
rameters fitted to position 0.

Fig. 20: Same as Fig. 19, using the foreground parameters fitted
to position 0, but allowing for variations in width and column
density.

absorption to diffuse and extended H i that coexists with C+. [O i]
63 µm was observed in the source (Kabanovic, S., priv. comm.),
but there is only faint emission in the southwestern area. Be-
sides, no [O i] 145 µm observations are available, making it hard
to verify any self-absorption effects in the [O i] 63 µm profiles.
New observations in both oxygen lines at high resolution and
S/N would be needed for an analysis similar to ours.

6. Summary

The newly-observed high spectral resolution observations of the
[O i] 145 µm and the [O i] 63 µm lines towards M17 SW and
Mon R2 show strong absorption notches in the [O i] 63 µm line
and allow for a detailed multi-component Gaussian analysis,
separating the emission into a background and foreground layer.
The background emission is consistent with warm, dense PDR-
material emission in both sources, well-known and characterized

by many previous studies. This material shows smooth Gaussian
emission profiles towards which we formerly observed intense
[12C ii] self-absorption in both sources and now newly detected
[O i] 63 µm foreground absorption. The deep foreground self-
absorption features require significant column densities of low
Tex atomic oxygen in the foreground material.

Comparison with the previously observed [12C ii] and [13C ii]
profiles towards both Mon R2 and M17 SW show that the [O i]
145 µm emission line profiles, tracing the warm background, are
entirely consistent with the [13C ii] emission profiles from the
background material, and have similar total column densities.
The intense self-absorption notches visible in [O i] 63 µm match
well with the previously observed [12C ii] absorption features,
both in their central velocities and widths. Hence, we conclude
that, for the majority, they trace the same material, which has
to be very cold (in terms of excitation temperature) due to the
deep absorption. The column densities in the absorption layer
are also consistent for both species and the particularities for
each source. The large column density of the foreground mate-
rial and the small spatial scales derived from the sudden variation
of the central velocity and depth of the absorption features con-
strain the material to have significant density, between 103 and
104 cm−3. The nature of this foreground layer, with fully ionized
carbon and atomic oxygen at relatively high densities and low
excitation temperature, is very puzzling.

We emphasize that the foreground absorption is only vis-
ible at high spectral and spatial resolution, available with the
upGREAT instrument on SOFIA and in Galactic sources. Spa-
tial averaging, i.e., observations of sources at a larger distance,
namely in nearby or further out galaxies, resulting in lower spec-
tral resolution observations, smooth out the absorption features
in the line profiles, leading to reduced integrated intensity. Thus,
the absorbing foreground absorption component of unidentified
origin may be, at least partially, responsible for the [O i] and
[C ii] line intensity deficiencies quoted for such sources. Large
scale mapping observations with high signal to noise in both
[C ii] and [O i] fine structure lines and their analysis in galactic
clouds are necessary to resolve this issue. We analyzed one of
the best datasets that combines both [C ii] isotopes together with
both [O i] transitions, and without access to new observations at
the same resolution and S/N in the near future, it will be hard to
disentangle this scenario. Still, we can affirm, without doubt, that
there is a cold, relatively dense foreground layer associated with
the main PDR composed of ionized carbon and neutral oxygen
absorbing the emission of the background.
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Appendix A: Observational parameters

In this appendix, we provide the observational parameters of the
observed positions in detail. The coordinates of each position are
the same as the original [C ii] observations from Guevara et al.
(2020). The tables contain the absolute and relative coordinates
(with respect to the source coordinate, see Table 1) for each ob-
served position and their OFF position.

Table A.1: Monoceros R2 and M17 SW positions

RA DEC Rel. Rel.
Offset Offset

(J2000) (J2000) RA DEC
(h:m:s) (◦:’:”) (”) (”)

Mon R2
Pos. 1 6:07:46.21 −6:23:03.01 0 5
Pos. 2 6:07:44.87 −6:23:03.01 -20 5
OFF 6:07:19.28 −6:33:08.72 -400 -600
M17 SW
Pos. 0 18:20:23.46 −16:12:02.01 −60.6 −1.1
Pos. 1 18:20:22.45 −16:12:30.20 −75.1 −29.3
Pos. 2 18:20:21.34 −16:12:05.00 −91.1 −4.1
Pos. 3 18:20:22.32 −16:11:35.89 −76.9 25.0
Pos. 4 18:20:24.61 −16:11:34.82 −44.0 26.1
Pos. 5 18:20:25.70 −16:12:02.77 −28.2 −1.9
Pos. 6 18:20:24.66 −16:12:29.23 −43.3 −28.3
OFF 16:21:04.87 −16:13:07.35 537 -67

Appendix B: Excitation temperature estimate for
the [O i] line

We have estimated the excitation temperature for both [O i] tran-
sitions in a three step process. We do not have previous informa-
tion about the excitation temperature of the oxygen; therefore, as
a starting point we assume that [O i] 63 µm is optically thick so
that the brightness temperature traces the excitation temperature
(including the Rayleigh-Jeans correction), and at least at one ve-
locity, the background brightness temperature shines through the
foreground absorption. Hence, we have selected as a lower limit
for the [O i] 63 µm the Tmb peak emission and then converted to
Tex given by the Rayleigh-Jeans correction under the assumption
of optically thick emission as:

Tmb = Jν(Tex) =
hν
k

(
ehν/kTex − 1

)−1
(B.1)

With the excitation temperature of the [O i] 63 µm line, we
can estimate the excitation temperature of the [O i] 145 µm
line, though the balance between collisional excitation and de-
excitation and spontaneous emission when assuming a gas den-
sity. Then, the collisional rate Ci j from level i to j is given by:

Ci j = Ri jn (B.2)

with n the density of the collision partner (cm−3) and Ri j

the collisional rate coefficient (cm−3 s−1). The oxygen coeffi-
cients at different kinetic temperatures for electrons, hydrogen,
and molecular hydrogen were estimated by Lique et al. (2018).
Now, the ratio between adjacent levels for a three-level system
is (Goldsmith et al. 2015; Goldsmith 2019):

Fig. B.1: Excitation temperature of [O i] 63 µm for a combi-
nation of kinetic temperature and density of the gas. We have
added contour levels for excitation temperatures of 20, 50, 100
and 150 K.

n2

n1
=

C12 (C01 +C02) +C02 (A10 +C10)
(A21 +C21 +C20) (C01 +C02) −C20C02

(B.3)

n1

n0
=

(A21 +C21 +C20) (C01 +C02) −C20C02

(A21 +C21 +C20) (A10 +C10) +C20C12
(B.4)

The excitation temperature of a transition is related to the
ratio of the level population through the Boltzmann equation by:

n j

ni
=
g j

gi
exp

[
−

(
E j − Ei

)
/kbTexi j

]
(B.5)

with g the statistical weight and E energy of a level. Upward
and downward collision rates are related by:

C ji = Ci j
gi

g j
exp

(
−hνi j/kbTkin

)
(B.6)

Here, we selected molecular hydrogen as main collision part-
ner with an orto-to-para ratio of 3:1. The resulting excitation
temperatures for [O i] 63 µm and [O i] 145 µm as a function of
kinetic temperature and density are shown in Fig. B.1 and B.2,
respectively.

Using these dependencies we can obtain the [O i] 145 µm ex-
citation temperature from the [O i] 63 µm excitation temperature
if we either assume a particular gas density or kinetic temper-
ature. We can simply look up the parameters in Fig. B.1 that
produce the [O i] 63 µm excitation temperature measured in the
first step and go with these parameters into Fig. B.2 to obtain the
[O i] 145 µm excitation temperature. Here, we assumed a density
of 106 cm−3, as an intermediate value given the critical density
of both transitions. A different method would be to fix the ki-
netic temperature and then search for a density. The methods are
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Fig. B.2: Excitation temperature of [O i] 145 µm for a combina-
tion of kinetic temperature and density of the gas. We have added
contour levels for excitation temperatures of 100, 150, 200 and
250 K.

equivalent and the actual choice of neither the method nor the
value is critical for the final output. Actually, it is not critical
to precisely know the [O i] 145 µm excitation temperature be-
cause the quantity entering the radiative transfer is the emissivity
(B(Tex) × τ145), not Tex as such. In Fig. B.3, we have plotted in
colors the [O i] 145 µm emissivity (B(Tex) × τ145) as a function of
the kinetic temperature and column density on a Rayleigh-Jeans
scale. We can see that the [O i] 145 µm emissivity and the [O i]
63 µm excitation temperature go almost in parallel. Thus, if we
have a given Tex,63, we can read the [O i] 145 µm emissivity with
reasonable accuracy. We do not need to know the exact excita-
tion temperature of the [O i] 145 µm line and the corresponding
gas density and temperature. We see that for a Tex,63 of 75 K and
below, the [O i] 145 µm emissivity stays almost constant along
the contours, it is independent of the actual density. Hence, we
have no significant uncertainty in the background column from
the method. At higher Tex,63 we can conclude that we are still
safe against variations towards higher densities, but that, for ex-
ample, for Tex,63 = 100 K, we underestimate the emissivity by a
factor 2 if the actual gas density is 105 cm−3 instead of 106 cm−3

so that we overestimate the background component column by
this factor of two.

Altogether, we have estimated the excitation temperature in
a 3-step process: 1) selection of an excitation temperature from
[O i] 63 µm main beam temperature peak, 2) estimation of the ki-
netic temperature of oxygen from Fig. B.1 under the assumption
of a density of 106 cm−3, together with the excitation tempera-
ture from 1), 3) estimate of the excitation temperature for [O i]
145 µm from Fig. B.2. The derived excitation temperatures for
both transitions and the kinetic ones are shown in Table 3.

Fig. B.3: [O i] 145 µm emissivity in colors for a given column
density. The contours are the [O i] 63 µm excitation temperature
like in Fig. B.1.

Appendix C: Parameters of individual components

In this appendix, we list the fitted parameters for each Gaussian
component for all the positions according to equation 1, 2 and
3. Tables C.1 and C.2 describe Mon R2 and Tables C.3 to C.9
describe M17 SW. Tables C.10 to C.13 describe the attempts of
using foreground parameters of one position into another. The
main components, providing more than 90% of the background
and foreground material are indicated by numbers in bold print.
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Table C.1: Mon R2 position 1 parameters.

Component Nu [O i] V ∆V Nl [O i]a N [C ii]b

(cm−2) (km s−1) (km s−1) (cm−2) (cm−2)
Tex Background [OI]145 = 144.6 K
Comp. 1 [O]145 5.8E+16 7.8 2.1 3.4E+17
Comp. 2 [O]145 1.8E+17 10.0 4.7 1.1E+18
Comp. 3 [O]145 2.4E+16 11.7 11.0 1.4E+17
Tex Background [OI]63 = 77.5 K
Comp. 1 [O]63

c 3.4E+17 7.8 1.7 1.1E+19
Comp. 2 [O]63 3.3E+13 9.5 0.2 1.0E+15
Comp. 3 [O]63

c 1.1E+18 10.1 3.8 3.3E+19
Comp. 4 [O]63

c 1.4E+17 11.8 9.6 4.4E+18
Comp. 5 [O]63 2.3E+15 15.9 2.4 7.2E+16
Comp. 6 [O]63 3.1E+15 20.7 4.1 9.6E+16
Comp. 7 [O]63 3.1E+15 23.9 7.3 9.6E+16
Tex Foreground = 19.9 K
Comp. 1 [O]63 6.5E+12 2.2 2.9 1.0E+18
Comp. 2 [O]63 9.5E+12 8.6 2.4 1.5E+18
Comp. 3 [O]63

d 1.0E+06 8.8 3.8 1.6E+11 5.9E+17
Comp. 4 [O]63

d 1.4E+13 11.4 1.4 2.2E+18 2.1E+17
a Column density of the lower level population of the transition, calculated from

Nu[O i] and Tex.
b [C ii] foreground column densities from Guevara et al. (2020) when the velocities

match.
c Components derived from the [O i] 145 µm Gaussian fitting.
d Parameters of the components taken from the [C ii] multi-component analysis

from Guevara et al. (2020).

Table C.2: Mon R2 position 2 parameters.

Component Nu [O i] V ∆V Nl [O i]a N [C ii]b

(cm−2) (km s−1) (km s−1) (cm−2) (cm−2)
Tex Background [OI]145 = 227.0 K
Comp. 1 [O]145 2.0E+17 9.9 6.3 9.3E+17
Comp. 2 [O]145 8.9E+16 11.5 2.8 4.1E+17
Tex Background [OI]63 = 140.0 K
Comp. 1 [O]63 1.8E+15 1.6 2.0 1.5E+16
Comp. 2 [O]63

c 9.3E+17 10.0 5.1 7.9E+18
Comp. 3 [O]63

c 4.1E+17 11.6 3.4 3.5E+18
Comp. 4 [O]63 1.1E+16 15.7 2.1 9.0E+16
Comp. 5 [O]63 9.1E+15 17.5 3.5 7.7E+16
Comp. 6 [O]63 5.6E+15 20.7 5.0 4.8E+16
Comp. 7 [O]63 2.7E+15 25.3 6.3 2.3E+16
Tex Foreground = 20.0 K
Comp. 1 [O]63

d 5.7E+12 7.3 1.8 8.9E+17 9E+16
Comp. 2 [O]63 7.0E+12 7.6 4.1 1.1E+18
Comp. 3 [O]63

d 2.5E+07 9.7 3.7 4.0E+12 1.4E+17
Comp. 4 [O]63 1.4E+12 9.9 1.2 2.2E+17
Comp. 5 [O]63

d 4.4E+12 11.1 1.1 6.8E+17 2.5E+17
Comp. 6 [O]63

d 6.5E+12 12.0 1.1 1.0E+18 1.6E+17
a Column density of the lower level population of the transition, calculated from

Nu[O i] and Tex.
b [C ii] foreground column densities from Guevara et al. (2020) when the velocities

match.
c Components derived from the [O i] 145 µm Gaussian fitting.
d Parameters of the components taken from the [C ii] multi-component analysis

from Guevara et al. (2020).
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Table C.3: M17 SW position 0 parameters.

Component Nu [O i] V ∆V Nl [O i]a N [C ii]b

(cm−2) (km s−1) (km s−1) (cm−2) (cm−2)
Tex Background [OI]145 = 200.1 K
Comp. 1 [O]145 7.0E+16 20.3 3.2 3.4E+17
Comp. 2 [O]145 5.7E+16 20.7 5.2 2.8E+17
Comp. 3 [O]145 1.0E+16 21.6 2.5 5.2E+16
Tex Background [OI]63 = 94.9 K
Comp. 1 [O]63 3.6E+15 12.1 3.5 6.5E+16
Comp. 2 [O]63 2.6E+15 14.5 1.7 4.8E+16
Comp. 3 [O]63

c 3.4E+17 20.3 2.6 6.3E+18
Comp. 4 [O]63

c 2.8E+17 20.7 4.1 5.1E+18
Comp. 5 [O]63

c 5.1E+16 21.5 2.0 9.4E+17
Comp. 6 [O]63 1.3E+15 26.3 1.2 2.3E+16
Comp. 7 [O]63 1.0E+15 27.9 1.1 1.9E+16
Tex Foreground = 21.0 K
Comp. 1 [O]63

d 3.4E+10 17.0 0.1 2.9E+15 6.5E+17
Comp. 2 [O]63 2.3E+12 17.4 2.1 1.9E+17
Comp. 3 [O]63

d 9.2E+06 19.0 3.5 7.8E+11 3.5E+17
Comp. 4 [O]63

d 2.0E+07 21.4 2.3 1.7E+12 7.4E+17
Comp. 5 [O]63 6.0E+12 21.7 1.7 5.1E+17
Comp. 6 [O]63 8.2E+11 23.2 0.2 2.9E+16
Comp. 7 [O]63

d 1.4E+13 24.1 0.6 1.1E+18 3.2E+17
a Column density of the lower level population of the transition, calculated from

Nu[O i] and Tex.
b [C ii] foreground column densities from Guevara et al. (2020) when the velocities

match.
c Components derived from the [O i] 145 µm Gaussian fitting.
d Parameters of the components taken from the [C ii] multi-component analysis

from Guevara et al. (2020).

Table C.4: M17 SW position 1 parameters.

Component Nu [O i] V ∆V Nl [O i]a N [C ii]b

(cm−2) (km s−1) (km s−1) (cm−2) (cm−2)
Tex Background [OI]145 = 112.6 K
Comp. 1 [O]145 1.2E+17 18.9 4.1 8.8E+17
Tex Background [OI]63 = 65.0 K
Comp. 1 [O]63 1.2E+16 12.5 3.8 6.8E+17
Comp. 2 [O]63

c 8.7E+17 18.8 3.3 4.8E+19
Tex Foreground = 20.8 K
Comp. 1 [O]63

d 5.6E+12 16.4 3.3 5.3E+17 5.3E+17
Comp. 2 [O]63

d 1.7E+13 18.7 3.5 1.6E+18 4.5E+17
Comp. 3 [O]63

d 1.0E+13 21.3 2.3 9.8E+17 5.8E+17
Comp. 4 [O]63

d 1.9E+12 24.1 0.5 1.6E+17 9.1E+16
a Column density of the lower level population of the transition, calculated from

Nu[O i] and Tex.
b [C ii] foreground column densities from Guevara et al. (2020) when the velocities

match.
c Components derived from the [O i] 145 µm Gaussian fitting.
d Parameters of the components taken from the [C ii] multi-component analysis

from Guevara et al. (2020).
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Table C.5: M17 SW position 2 parameters.

Component Nu [O i] V ∆V Nl [O i]a N [C ii]b

(cm−2) (km s−1) (km s−1) (cm−2) (cm−2)
Tex Background [OI]145 = 125.1 K
Comp. 1 [O]145 1.3E+17 19.7 4.7 8.8E+17
Tex Background [OI]63 = 70.0 K
Comp. 1 [O]63 7.2E+15 12.6 3.9 3.1E+17
Comp. 2 [O]63

c 8.8E+17 19.6 3.8 3.8E+19
Tex Foreground = 19.0 K
Comp. 1 [O]63

d 1.0E+07 14.0 3.0 2.7E+12 5.5E+17
Comp. 2 [O]63 1.9E+12 16.0 3.2 5.0E+12 9.1E+17
Comp. 3 [O]63

d 5.6E+10 16.7 0.5 1.5E+16
Comp. 4 [O]63

d 3.0E+12 19.1 3.1 8.1E+17 3.5E+17
Comp. 5 [O]63

d 2.5E+12 21.2 2.0 6.7E+17 5.5E+17
Comp. 6 [O]63

d 5.2E+12 24.3 2.8 1.4E+18 6.1E+17
a Column density of the lower level population of the transition, calculated from

Nu[O i] and Tex.
b [C ii] foreground column densities from Guevara et al. (2020) when the velocities

match.
c Components derived from the [O i] 145 µm Gaussian fitting.
d Parameters of the components taken from the [C ii] multi-component analysis

from Guevara et al. (2020).

Table C.6: M17 SW position 3 parameters.

Component Nu [O i] V ∆V Nl [O i]a N [C ii]b

(cm−2) (km s−1) (km s−1) (cm−2) (cm−2)
Tex Background [OI]145 = 170.4 K
Comp. 1 [O]145 6.1E+16 20.0 4.6 3.3E+17
Comp. 2 [O]145 3.9E+16 23.7 3.6 2.1E+17
Tex Background [OI]63 = 86.0 K
Comp. 1 [O]63 2.2E+15 9.5 3.7 5.3E+16
Comp. 2 [O]63 3.2E+17 20.0 3.7 7.6E+18
Comp. 3 [O]63 2.1E+17 23.7 2.9 4.9E+18
Tex Foreground = 19.6 K
Comp. 1 [O]63 9.4E+11 16.9 1.6 1.5E+17
Comp. 2 [O]63 1.0E+12 21.3 1.1 1.5E+17
Comp. 3 [O]63

d 5.6E+12 21.3 2.0 8.9E+17 5.1E+17
Comp. 4 [O]63

d 7.7E+12 23.7 1.5 1.2E+18 2.6E+17
Comp. 5 [O]63 3.6E+12 25.9 2.2 5.7E+17
a Column density of the lower level population of the transition, calculated from

Nu[O i] and Tex.
b [C ii] foreground column densities from Guevara et al. (2020) when the velocities

match.
c Components derived from the [O i] 145 µm Gaussian fitting.
d Parameters of the components taken from the [C ii] multi-component analysis

from Guevara et al. (2020).
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Table C.7: M17 SW position 4 parameters.

Component Nu [O i] V ∆V Nl [O i]a N [C ii]b

(cm−2) (km s−1) (km s−1) (cm−2) (cm−2)
Tex Background [OI]145 = 238.6 K
Comp. 1 [O]145 4.5E+16 20.0 2.5 2.0E+17
Comp. 2 [O]145 1.9E+17 21.3 6.2 8.4E+17
Tex Background [OI]63 = 145.0 K
Comp. 1 [O]63 2.3E+16 16.5 4.0 1.8E+17
Comp. 2 [O]63

c 2.0E+17 20.0 3.1 1.6E+18
Comp. 3 [O]63

c 8.4E+17 21.3 5.0 6.7E+18
Tex Foreground = 20.7 K
Comp. 1 [O]63

d 1.3E+07 16.6 3.0 1.3E+12 2.7E+17
Comp. 2 [O]63 4.6E+07 19.6 2.1 4.6E+12
Comp. 3 [O]63

d 1.3E+12 19.6 1.2 1.2E+17 2.1E+17
Comp. 4 [O]63

d 4.6E+12 21.4 2.4 4.6E+17 3.8E+17
Comp. 5 [O]63 9.9E+12 21.5 0.8 9.8E+16
Comp. 6 [O]63

d 6.7E+12 23.8 1.1 6.5E+17 1.4E+17
Comp. 7 [O]63 1.0E+13 24.6 4.1 1.0E+18
Comp. 8 [O]63

d 1.4E+12 26.8 3.4 1.4E+17 2.6E+17
a Column density of the lower level population of the transition, calculated from

Nu[O i] and Tex.
b [C ii] foreground column densities from Guevara et al. (2020) when the velocities

match.
c Components derived from the [O i] 145 µm Gaussian fitting.
d Parameters of the components taken from the [C ii] multi-component analysis

from Guevara et al. (2020).

Table C.8: M17 SW position 5 parameters.

Component Nu [O i] V ∆V Nl [O i]a N [C ii]b

(cm−2) (km s−1) (km s−1) (cm−2) (cm−2)
Tex Background [OI]145 = 117.3 K
Comp. 1 [O]145 1.3E+16 13.6 4.0 8.7E+16
Comp. 2 [O]145 6.3E+15 21.1 2.3 4.4E+16
Comp. 3 [O]145 1.7E+16 22.9 7.3 1.2E+17
Tex Background [OI]63 = 66.9 K
Comp. 1 [O]63

c 8.7E+16 13.6 3.2 4.3E+18
Comp. 2 [O]63

c 4.3E+16 21.2 1.9 2.2E+18
Comp. 3 [O]63

c 1.2E+17 22.8 5.8 5.9E+18
Tex Foreground = 20.0 K
Comp. 1 [O]63

d 1.1E+13 12.7 2.7 1.6E+18 1.8E+17
Comp. 2 [O]63

d 1.2E+12 18.4 2.0 1.8E+17 1.4E+17
Comp. 3 [O]63 3.7E+12 19.9 2.7 5.5E+17
Comp. 4 [O]63 9.0E+12 23.8 6.0 1.4E+18
Comp. 5 [O]63

d 1.6E+12 23.9 0.8 2.4E+17 7.2E+16
a Column density of the lower level population of the transition, calculated from

Nu[O i] and Tex.
b [C ii] foreground column densities from Guevara et al. (2020) when the velocities

match.
c Components derived from the [O i] 145 µm Gaussian fitting.
d Parameters of the components taken from the [C ii] multi-component analysis

from Guevara et al. (2020).
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Table C.9: M17 SW position 6 parameters.

Component Nu [O i] V ∆V Nl [O i]a N [C ii]b

(cm−2) (km s−1) (km s−1) (cm−2) (cm−2)
Tex Background [OI]145 = 221.6 K
Comp. 1 [O]145 9.3E+16 19.8 7.2 4.4E+17
Comp. 2 [O]145 9.4E+16 21.5 2.9 4.4E+17
Tex Background [OI]63 = 101.0 K
Comp. 1 [O]63

b 4.4E+17 19.8 5.8 6.9E+18
Comp. 2 [O]63

b 4.4E+17 21.5 2.3 7.0E+18
Tex Foreground = 20.2 K
Comp. 1 [O]63 1.0E+13 15.5 4.0 1.4E+18
Comp. 2 [O]63

c 3.5E+12 17.2 3.1 4.7E+17 5.7E+17
Comp. 3 [O]63

c 1.0E+12 19.1 2.2 1.4E+17 3.2E+17
Comp. 4 [O]63

c 2.2E+12 21.6 1.6 2.9E+17 7.6E+17
Comp. 5 [O]63 3.0E+08 21.6 2.3 3.9E+13
Comp. 6 [O]63

c 2.0E+12 24.1 0.7 2.5E+17 1.4E+17
a Column density of the lower level population of the transition, calculated from

Nu[O i] and Tex.
b [C ii] foreground column densities from Guevara et al. (2020) when the velocities

match.
c Components derived from the [O i] 145 µm Gaussian fitting.
d Parameters of the components taken from the [C ii] multi-component analysis

from Guevara et al. (2020).

Table C.10: Mon R2 position 1 parameters using free foreground parameters of position 2.

Component Nu [O i] V ∆V Nl [O i]a

(cm−2) (km s−1) (km s−1) (cm−2)
Tex Background [OI]145 = 144.6 K
Comp. 1 [O]145 5.8E+16 7.8 2.1 3.4E+17
Comp. 2 [O]145 1.8E+17 10.0 4.7 1.1E+18
Comp. 3 [O]145 2.4E+16 11.7 11.0 1.4E+17
Tex Background [OI]63 = 77.5 K
Comp. 1 [O]63

b 3.4E+17 7.8 1.7 1.1E+19
Comp. 2 [O]63 1.6E+16 9.4 1.0 5.0E+17
Comp. 3 [O]63

b 1.1E+18 10.1 3.8 3.3E+19
Comp. 4 [O]63

b 1.4E+17 11.8 9.6 4.4E+18
Comp. 5 [O]63 2.3E+15 15.9 2.4 7.3E+16
Comp. 6 [O]63 3.1E+15 20.7 4.1 9.7E+16
Comp. 7 [O]63 3.0E+15 23.9 7.3 9.5E+16
Tex Foreground = 19.9 K
Comp. 1 [O]63 5.7E+12 7.3 1.8 8.9E+17
Comp. 2 [O]63 7.0E+12 7.6 4.1 1.1E+18
Comp. 3 [O]63 2.5E+07 9.7 3.7 4.0E+12
Comp. 4 [O]63 1.4E+12 9.9 1.2 2.2E+17
Comp. 5 [O]63 4.4E+12 11.1 1.1 6.8E+17
Comp. 6 [O]63 6.5E+12 12.0 1.1 1.0E+18
a Column density of the lower level population of the transition, calcu-

lated from Nu[O i] and Tex.
b Components derived from the [O i] 145 µm Gaussian fitting.
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Table C.11: Mon R2 position 1 parameters using free foreground parameters of position 2.

Component Nu [O i] V ∆V Nl [O i]a

(cm−2) (km s−1) (km s−1) (cm−2)
Tex Background [OI]145 = 144.6 K
Comp. 1 [O]145 5.8E+16 7.8 2.1 3.4E+17
Comp. 2 [O]145 1.8E+17 10.0 4.7 1.1E+18
Comp. 3 [O]145 2.4E+16 11.7 11.0 1.4E+17
Tex Background [OI]63 = 77.5 K
Comp. 1 [O]63

b 3.4E+17 7.8 1.7 1.1E+19
Comp. 2 [O]63 1.6E+16 9.4 1.0 5.0E+17
Comp. 3 [O]63

b 1.1E+18 10.1 3.8 3.3E+19
Comp. 4 [O]63

b 1.4E+17 11.8 9.6 4.4E+18
Comp. 5 [O]63 2.3E+15 15.9 2.4 7.3E+16
Comp. 6 [O]63 3.1E+15 20.7 4.1 9.7E+16
Comp. 7 [O]63 3.0E+15 23.9 7.3 9.5E+16
Tex Foreground = 20.4 K
Comp. 1 [O]63 2.6E+12 7.3 1.4 3.0E+17
Comp. 2 [O]63 9.3E+11 7.6 9.2 1.1E+17
Comp. 3 [O]63 2.5E+08 9.7 2.9 2.9E+13
Comp. 4 [O]63 1.4E+13 9.9 2.9 1.6E+18
Comp. 5 [O]63 7.1E+12 11.1 0.9 8.2E+17
Comp. 6 [O]63 3.8E+12 12.0 0.9 4.3E+17
a Column density of the lower level population of the transition, calcu-

lated from Nu[O i] and Tex.
b Components derived from the [O i] 145 µm Gaussian fitting.

Table C.12: M17 SW position 6 parameters using fixed foreground parameters of position 0.

Component Nu [O i] V ∆V Nl [O i]a

(cm−2) (km s−1) (km s−1) (cm−2)
Tex Background [OI]145 = 221.6 K
Comp. 1 [O]145 9.3E+16 19.8 7.2 4.4E+17
Comp. 2 [O]145 9.4E+16 21.5 2.9 4.4E+17
Tex Background [OI]63 = 101.0 K
Comp. 1 [O]63 4.4E+17 19.8 5.8 6.9E+18
Comp. 2 [O]63 4.4E+17 21.5 2.3 7.0E+18
Tex Foreground = 21.0 K
Comp. 1 [O]63 5.5E+11 16.9 0.7 4.6E+16
Comp. 2 [O]63 1.6E+12 17.8 1.7 1.3E+17
Comp. 3 [O]63 4.6E+07 19.0 3.5 4.0E+12
Comp. 4 [O]63 8.5E+07 21.4 2.3 7.2E+12
Comp. 5 [O]63 6.0E+12 21.7 1.7 5.1E+17
Comp. 6 [O]63 8.7E+11 23.2 0.2 2.8E+16
Comp. 7 [O]63 1.4E+13 24.1 0.6 1.1E+18
a Column density of the lower level population of the transition, calcu-

lated from Nu[O i] and Tex.
b Components derived from the [O i] 145 µm Gaussian fitting.
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Table C.13: M17 SW position 6 parameters using free foreground parameters of position 0.

Component Nu [O i] V ∆V Nl [O i]a

(cm−2) (km s−1) (km s−1) (cm−2)
Tex Background [OI]145 = 221.6 K
Comp. 1 [O]145 9.3E+16 19.8 7.2 4.4E+17
Comp. 2 [O]145 9.4E+16 21.5 2.9 4.4E+17
Tex Background [OI]63 = 101.0 K
Comp. 1 [O]63 4.4E+17 19.8 5.8 6.9E+18
Comp. 2 [O]63 4.4E+17 21.5 2.3 7.0E+18
Tex Foreground = 20.0 K
Comp. 1 [O]63 5.5E+12 16.9 3.1 8.1E+17
Comp. 2 [O]63 5.0E+12 17.8 6.8 7.3E+17
Comp. 3 [O]63 4.6E+06 19.0 35.0 6.8E+11
Comp. 4 [O]63 8.5E+06 21.4 22.5 1.2E+12
Comp. 5 [O]63 1.3E+12 21.7 1.3 1.8E+17
Comp. 6 [O]63 8.7E+10 23.2 0.2 2.7E+15
Comp. 7 [O]63 1.7E+12 24.1 0.7 2.4E+17
a Column density of the lower level population of the transition, calcu-

lated from Nu[O i] and Tex.
b Components derived from the [O i] 145 µm Gaussian fitting.
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