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ABSTRACT

Using the 87Qzm APEX Telescope Large Area Survey of the Galaxy (ATLASGALS,
have identified 577 submillimetre continuum sources wittsens from the methanol multi-
beam (MMB) survey in the region 280< ¢ < 20°; |b| < 1.5°. 94 percent of methanol
masers in the region are associated with sub-millimetr¢ elagssion. We estimate masses
for ~450 maser-associated sources and find that methanol masgreséerentially associ-
ated with massive clumps. These clumps are centrally casdkwith envelope structures
that appear to be scale-free, the mean maser position bisej srom the peak column den-
sity by 0+ 4”. Assuming a Kroupa initial mass function and a star-fororatificiency of
~30 per cent, we find that over two thirds of the clumps areyikelform clusters with masses
>20 M, Furthermore, almost all clumps satisfy the empirical wsss criterion for massive
star formation. Bolometric luminosities taken from theiature for~100 clumps range be-
tween~100 and 18L . This confirms the link between methanol masers and massivegy
stars for 90 per cent of our sample. The Galactic distrilbutibsources suggests that the star-
formation dficiency is significantly reduced in the Galactic-centre sagicompared to the
rest of the survey area, where it is broadly constant, andslacsignificant drop in the mas-
sive star-formation rate density in the outer Galaxy. We finé&gnhancementin source counts
towards the southern Scutum-Centaurus arm tangént &15°, which suggests that this arm
is not actively forming stars.

Key words: Stars: formation — Stars: early-type — Galaxy: structur@M:molecules — ISM:
submillimetre.

1 INTRODUCTION [Zinnecker & Yorke 2007 for a review). Moreover, massivestre

. . rare and they evolve much more quickly than low-mass steas}r
Massive starsX 8 M, and>1C° L) play a hugely important role ina th >y hil .?I d yI bedded in th rT
in many astrophysical processes from the formation of the fir g .t e main sequence while sti eeply embedded in t daina
solid material in the early Uni ers@t@%@-mn environment. As a consequence of their rarity and relatisabrt
: renal | y o : . 2).1el evolution large spatial volumes need to be searched in twdeen-
substantial influence upon the evolution of their host gakand . . ber of . h luti |
future generations of star formation (Kennidutt 2005). €ithe tify a suficient number of sources in each evolutionary stage. Only
rofound impact massive stars have. not onlv on the'; looui- then can we begin to understand the processes involved forthe
profound imp W . Ve, e Yy : mation and earliest stages of massive star formation.
ronment, but also on a Galactic scale, it is crucial to urtdadsthe )
environmental conditions and processes involved in thein and There have been a number of studies over the last two
decades or so that have been used to identify samples of em-

the earliest stages of their evolution. However, massiaes$orm

in clusters and are generally located at greater distarees re- bedded young massive stars utilizing the presence of mefthan

gions of low-mass star formation and therefore understandow masers (e.gl. Walsh etal. 1997), IRAS, MSX or GLIMPSE in-

these objects form is observationally much more challengsee frared colours (e.g.. Molinari et al. 1996 and Bronfman ¢186,
Lumsden et al. 2002 and Robitaille et lal. 2008, respecijvahd

compact radio emission (e.d.. Wood & Churchwell 1989). Al-

* E-mail: jurquhart@mpifr-bonn.mpg.de (MPIfR) though these methods have had some success, they tend $o focu
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on a particular evolutionary type and in the case of the iefta
colour selected samples are biased away from complex regi®n
a result of confusion in the images due to the limited angrdar
olution of the surveys. This is particularly acute for IRASexted
samples. Some of these surveyfaufrom significant biases. For
example, methanol masers require a strong mid-infrarectedar
the creation of high enough methanol abundances and to phenp t
maser transitions, while a hot ionising star must be pressdnhize

inner Galactic plane in the submillimeter wavelength rangee
survey was carried out with the Large APEX Bolometer Camera
(LABOCA,; .9), an array of 295 bolometers ob-
serving at 87@m (345 GHz). The 12-metre diameter telescope
affords an angular resolution of 189.FWHM. The initial survey
region covered a Galactic longitude region of 360¢ < 60° and

|b| < 1.5°, but this was extended to include 28& ¢ < 300,
however, the latitude range was shifted4& < b < 1° to take

an UC Hu region. Surveys such as these preclude the possibility of account of the Galactic warp in this region of the plane ambts

identifying the very earliest pre-stellar clumps that wboked to
be included in any complete evolutionary sequence for massar
formation.

All of the earliest stages of massive star formation takeela

as sensitive as for the inner Galaxy60Q and 100 mJy bearh for

the 300 < ¢ < 60° and 280 < ¢ < 300 regions, respectively).
Contreras et all (20113) produced a compact source catalogue

for the central part of the survey region (i.e., 330¢ < 21°) using

within massive clumps of dust and gas, which can be traced by the source extraction algorithrSExtractor

their thermal dust continuum emission. Dust emission ity
optically thin at (sub)millimetre wavelengths and is tlere an
excellent tracer of column density and total clump mass. Albas
including all of the embedded stages, dust emission obisenga
are also sensitive to the colder pre-stellar phases andosadpra
means to study the whole evolutionary sequence of the neestsiv
formation. Until recently there were no systematic and aséd
surveys of dust emission. Most studies to date that haveunesbar-
taken consisted of targeted observations of IRAS or masectsel
samples (e.d.. Sridharan eflal. 2002; Faindez et all 2004tHl!
[2005; Thompson et &l. 2006), and sdfeu from the same prob-

lems mentioned in the previous paragraph, or have cont¢edton

a single, often exceptionally rich region (e),
which may not be representative. However, there are nowdavge|
unbiased (sub)millimetre surveys available: the APEX Sedpe
Large Area Survey of the Galaxy (ATLASGA al.
@) at 87Q:m and the Bolocam Galactic Plane Survey (BGPS;
IAquirre et al[ 2011) at 1.1 mm. These surveys have identifizoym
thousands of sources across the Galaxy with which to cortipgle
large samples of massive clumps required to build up a cdmepre
sive understanding of massive star formation, and test tbdig
tions of the main two competing theoretical models (i.empet-
itive accretion|(Bonnell et al. 1997, 2001) and monolithidlapse
(McKee & Tafi 2003)).

The complete ATLASGAL catalogue consists of approxi-
mately 12,000 compact sources (see Contreras let all 20x8for
tails) distributed across the inner Galaxy. This is the &ifst series
of papers that will investigate the dust properties and Gilalis-
tribution of massive star formation. Here we use the astooniaf
methanol masers, that are considered to be an excelleet tvac
the early stages of massive star formatDﬂD
identify a large sample of massive clumps.

The structure of this paper is as follows: in Sect. 2 we previd

a brief summary of the two surveys used to select the sample of[2010{ Green et dl. 20

massive star forming clumps. In Sect. 3 we describe the rimagch
procedure and discuss sample statistics, while in Sect.denee
the physical properties of the clumps and their associatesers.
In Sect. 5 we evaluate the potential of the clumps to form imass
stars and investigate their Galactic distribution witherefice to
the large scale structural features of the Milky Way. We enés
summary of the results and highlight our main findings in S&ct

2 SURVEY DESCRIPTIONS
2.1 ATLASGAL Survey

The APEX Telescope Large Area Survey of the Galaxy (ATLAS-
GAL; [Schuller et al| 2009) is the first systematic survey of th

). Signal-to-noise maps that had been filtered to rerntove
large scale variations due to extendeffiudie emission were used
by SExtractor to detect sources above a threshold @f @here

o corresponds to the background noise in the maps. Sourcepara
eters were determined for each detection from the dust @miss
maps. This catalogue consists of 6,639 sources and is 98iper ¢
complete at~60-, which corresponds to a flux sensitivity of 0.3-
0.4 Jybeam'. We have used the same source extraction algorithm
and method described by Contreras et al. (2013) to produataa ¢
logue for the currently unpublished 286 ¢ < 330" and 22 < ¢ <

60 regions of the survey. When the sources identified in these re
gions are combined with those identified by Contreras|epall )

we obtain a final compact source catalogue of some 12,008eur
(full catalogue will be presented in Csengeri et al. 2013r&pp.
The telescope has an r.m.s. pointing accuracy2f, which we
adopted as the positional accuracy for the catalogue. Btésague
provides a complete census of dense dust clumps located in-th
ner Galaxy and includes all potential massive star formingps
with masses greater than 1,00Q Mut to 20 kpc.

2.2 MMB Survey

Methanol masers are well-known indicators of the early phas
high-mass star formation, in particular sources showingssion

in the strong 6.7 GHz Class-Il maser transiti%ﬂe
Methanol Multibeam (MMB) Survey mapped the Galactic plane
for this maser transition using a 7-beam receiver on the &2ark
telescope with a sensitivity of 0.17 Jy bednmand a half-power
beamwidth of 3.29). All of these initial maser detec-
tions were followed up at high-resolutior?”) with the Australia
Telescope Compact Array (ATCA) to obtain sub-arcsec positi
accuracy (0.4 r.m.s.;O). To date the MMB is
complete between 186< ¢ < 20° and|b| < 2° (Caswell et al.

: Caswell eflal. 2011; Green|et allj201i®
has reported the positions of 707 methanol maser sites gies
consist of groups of maser spots that can be spread upitosize
but are likely to be associated with a single object.

The MMB catalogue gives the velocity of the peak compo-
nent and the flux density as measured from both the high sen-
sitivity ATCA follow-up observations and those measurednir
the initial lower sensitivity Parkes observations. Thebsseova-
tions were taken over fierent epochs up to two years apart and
consequently the measured values can fected by variability
of the maser. We have used the velocity and peak flux densities
measured from the ATCA data for all MMB sources except for
MMBG321.704-01.168 as it was not detected in the ATCA obser-
vations; for this source we use the values recorded from anlecB
observations.
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Figure 1. Examples of the local mid-infrared environment found tavgathe ATLASGAL-MMB candidate associations. The left panghow examples of
rejected matches, while the centre and right panels showimemssociations (see text for details). These imagesoanpased of the GLIMPSE 3.6, 4.5
and 8.Qum IRAC bands (coloured blue, green and red respectivelythvhre overlaid with grey contours showing the ATLASGAL @0 emission. The
positions of the methanol masers in each field are indicagettidogreen circles and the white hatched circle in the loeftrcbrner of each image shows the
size of the APEX beam at 870n. The contour levels start ab-2and increase in steps set by a dynamically determined plaweof the formD = 3x Ni + 2,
whereD is the dynamic range of the submillimetre emission map (defas the peak brightness divided by the local r.m.s. ndisis)the number of contours
used (8 in this case), arids the contour power-law index. The lowest power-law indegdiwas one, which results linearly spaced contours Sjaati@r-
and increasing in steps o-3see Thompson et al. (2006) for more details). The advarththgs scheme over a linear scheme is its ability to empleasith
emission from dtuse extended structures with low surface brightness ansks@nifrom bright compact sources.

3 ATLASGAL-MMB ASSOCIATIONS tion of the methanol maser are coincident. We failed to find&n
LASGAL source at the MMB position towards nine MMB sources
and therefore removed these from the associated sampke the
masers form part of the sample of unassociated masers skstus
Of the 707 methanol masers currently identified by the MMB sur  in Sect[3.B.

vey 671 are located in the Galactic longitude and latitudeyea For the potential associations located in the part of thexgal
surveyed at 870m by the APEX telescope as part of the ATLAS-  surveyed by GLIMPSE (i.e4 > 295 and|b| < 1;|Benjamin et &l.
GAL project. This represents95 per cent of the entire published [2003) we extracted’3< 3 mid-infrared datasets from the project
MMB catalogue. As a first step to identify potential matches b archive and produced false colour images of their envirarime
tween the methanol masers and the ATLASGAL sources we used aWe present a sample of these images in[Hig. 1 overplotted with
matching radius of 12Q which is the maximum radius of sources contours of the submillimetre emission. In the left panéIBig.[
found in the ATLASGAL catalogue_(Contreras etlal. 2013). We we present some examples of the rejected matches. The final sa
used the peak 87@m flux as the ATLASGAL source position  ple consists of 628 methanol masers that are positionallycizo
for these matches. In cases where a methanol maser was foundlent with 577 ATLASGAL sources (see middle and right panels
to be located within this search radius of two or more ATLAS- of Fig[d for examples of these associations), with two or enor
GAL sources the nearest submillimetre source was selestétea methanol masers found toward 44 clumps. This sample inslude

3.1 Matching statistics

most likely association. This simple radius search ideti637 ~94 per cent of the MMB masers located in the surveys’ ovegap r
potential ATLASGAL-MMB associations from the possible 671 gion, however, this represents only per cent of the ATLASGAL
methanol masers. To verify that these associations ardrgewe sources in the same region.

extracted 3x 3’ regions from the ATLASGAL emission maps and For two of the ATLASGAL sources associated with mul-

inspected these by eye to confirm the emission region and posi tiple methanol masers we find the maser velocities disagree
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Figure 2. Two-dimensional distribution of the angulaffgets between the peak of the ATLASGAL dust emission and thietrad MMB source is shown in the
left panel. The dashed vertical and horizontal lines ingithex andy = 0 axes, respectively and the blue cross shows the mféset m longitude and latitude
of the whole sample. In the right panel we present a histogiamwing the surface density of methanol masers as a functiseparation between them and
the position of peak emission of the associated ATLASGALrseuWe have truncated theaxis of this plot at 40 as there are only 14 ATLASGAL-MMB
matches with larger separations and the source derfitgtigely falls to zero. The bin size ig'2

by more that would be expected if the masers were associatedobservations (e.g., with ALMA) are required to conclusyptove

with the same molecular complex (i.gAv] > 10kms?).
These are: AGAL355.5380.104 which is associated with
MMB355.538-00.105 (3.8km<) and MMB355.54500.103
(-28.2kms?); and AGAL313.76600.862 which is as-
sociated with MMB313.76700.863 (56.3kms?') and
MMB313.774-00.863 (44.8kms?). For each of these we
have adopted the velocity of the maser with the smallestlangu
offset from the submillimetre peak.

In the left panel of Fid.2 we present a plot showing tiie o
sets in Galactic longitude and latitude between the peakipos
of the ATLASGAL and methanol maser emission. The positional
correlation between the two tracers is excellent with theum@n-
dicated by the blue cross) centred at zexé6 € —0.3” + 0.4” and
Ab = +0.18" +0.37”). In the right panel of Fid.]2 we present a plot
showing the MMB angular surface density as a function of &rgu
separation between the maser position and the peak of then870
emission of the associated ATLASGAL source. This plot résraa
strong correlation between the position of the methanolemasd
the peak submillimetre continuum emission. The distritupeaks
at separations less thafi and falls df rapidly as the angular sep-
aration increases te12’ after which the distribution flattensffo
to an almost constant background level close to zero. We ffiaid t
~87 per cent of all ATLASGAL-MMB associations have an angular
separatiork 12’ (which corresponds ta3 whereo is the standard
deviation of the €fsets weighted by the surface density). The high
concentration and smallfisets between the masers and the peak
dust emission reveals that the methanol masers are embiedtied
brightest emission parts of these submillimetre clumpss Would
suggest that the protostars giving rise to these methansgmare
preferentially found towards the centre of their host clgmphis
is in broad agreement with the predictions of the competitic-
cretion model|(Bonnell et &l. 1997, 2001) where the deepavigr
tational potential at the centre of the clump is able to figantly
increase the gas density by funneling material from the /hlalud
toward the centre. However, high angular resolution ieteretric

this hypothesis by measuring the density distributiontierdlumps
on small spatial scales.

The larger angular fisets are found for approximately 80
ATLASGAL-MMB associations, which could indicate the pres-
ence of clumpy substructure that has not been properly ifoht
by SExtractor. Alternatively, these matches with lar@fisets could
be the result of a chance alignment of a nearby clump with arBMM
source that is associated with more distant dust clump #iatie-
low the ATLASGAL sensitivity limit. In the right panels of Bi[d
we present mid-infrared images towards two sources wheare th
methanol maser idtset from the peak position of the dust emission
by more than 12. Inspection of the dust emission (shown by the
contours) does reveal the presence of weak localised péades c
to that of the methanol maser position, which would sugdest t
these two particular sources do possess substructure dhatdt
been identified independently by the ATLASGAL source extrac
tion method. These two sources are fairly typical of the imegc
with offsets greater than 12and therefore we would conclude that
this is the most likely explanation, however, higher sévigjtob-
servations are required to confirm this, and to properlyattarise
the dust properties of these methanol maser sites.

In Fig[3 we present a plot comparing the methanol flux den-
sity and the 87@m peak flux density of the ATLASGAL-MMB
associations. There is no apparent correlation betweee freram-
eters from a visual inspection of this plot, however, the&ation
codficient is 0.19 with a significance value ak507° and so there
is a weak correlation. Methanol masers are found to be asdci
with a range of evolutionary stages of massive star formd(ie.,
from the hot molecular core (HMC) through to the ultra-coatpa
(UC) Hll region stage). Therefore the low level of corretaticould
simply be a reflection of the spread in evolutionary stagesreul
by the methanol masers. It is also important to bear in miad th
these methanol masers are likely to be associated with tbenci
stellar envelop@lisk of a single embedded source, and given the
resolution of the ATLASGAL survey it is almost certain thaet
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Figure 3. Comparison of the methanol maser flux density and the peak

870um flux density of the associated ATLASGAL source. The coldndé
cate whether or not a particular maser has been associatethigi-infrared
emission 13); red, purple and black asl@orrespond
to infrared bright, infrared dark, and sources for which atads available,
respectively. The dashed-dotted blue and green linesatelibe 3- sensi-
tivities of the ATLASGAL and MMB surveys, respectively. Thesults of
a Pearson correlation test returns affiorent value of 0.19.

measured submillimetre flux is related to the mass of the &vhol
clump, which is likely to go on to form an entire cluster. Ithere-
fore not surprising that we find the flux densities of the mased
the dust clumps to be only weakly correlated.

To investigate whether there is a correlation between the su
millimetre and methanol maser fluxes and the mid-infrarezppr
erties of the source we have cross-correlated the matchedeso
with the[Gallaway et al[ (2013) catalogue. Using this cafaéowe
separate our matched sample into three groups, those @®sbci
with mid-infrared emission, infrared dark sources andé¢Hosated
outside the region covered by the GLIMPSE Legacy projeainup
which the work of Gallaway et al. (2013) is based. The distiin
of these three groups are shown in Elg. 3 as red, purple ack bla
symbols, respectively. Comparing the flux distributiongha in-
frared bright and dark samples with a Kolmogorov-SmirnoB)K
test we do not find them to be significantlyfféirent.

3.2 ATLASGAL 870 um flux distribution

In Fig.[4 we present plots of the 8zén peak and integrated flux
distribution (upper and lower panels, respectively) of & AS-
GAL catalogue (grey histogram) and ATLASGAL-MMB associa-
tions (blue histogram). It is clear from these plots thattteghanol
masers are preferentially associated with the brighter®ASGAL
sources in the sense that the probability of an associatitmav
maser approaches 100 per cent for brighter clumps. Thisrigpa
ularly evident in the peak flux distribution, which revediatt only

a relatively small number of submillimetre sources brighten

~7 Jybeam® are not associated with a methanol maser. It is also
clear from these plots that there is a stronger correlateiwéen
the brightest peak flux density ATLASGAL sources and the pres
ence of a methanol maser than between the integrated flushand t
presence of a maser. The integrated flux is a property of tlwdewh
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Figure 4. Flux density distribution for ATLASGAL sources in the over-
lap region (grey filled histogram) and the ATLASGAL-MMB assated
sources (blue histogram). In the upper and lower panels wsept his-
tograms of the peak and integrated flux densities measurezél source,
respectively.

clumpcloud, whereas the peak flux is more likely to be associ-
ated with the highest column density amdwarmest regions of the
clump where star formation is taking place. Furthermoreesof
the ATLASGAL sources with the highest integrated fluxes arge
extended sources, that can have relatively low peak fluxitiens

In Fig.[§ we present a plot showing the ratio of ATLASGAL
sources found to be associated with a methanol maser asteofunc
of peak 87Qum flux density. Although the errors in the ratios for
the higher flux bins are relatively large, due to the smallemn
bers of sources they contain, there is still clearly a strooige-
lation between bright submillimetre emission and the preseof
a methanol maser. Given that the association rate of ATLASGA
sources with methanol masers increases rapidly with peakléno-
sity (~100 per cent for sources above 20 Jy begnan argument
can be made for the maser emission beifigatively isotropic. Al-
though the radiation beamed from individual maser spotgisiy
directional, there are many very high resolution studies trave
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Figure 5. Fraction of ATLASGAL sources associated with a methanol
maser as a function of peak 8t flux density. The errors are estimated
using binomial statistics.

revealed significant numbers of maser spots to be assodiatied
a single source (e. 11). These individuaten
spots are distributed around the central embedded protusdeare
therefore spatially distinct.

3.3 Unassociated MMB Sources

43 MMB masers could not be matched with an ATLASGAL
source. These masers have integrated flux densities bet4&n

and 15.65 Jy, with a mean and median value of 2.2 and 1.5 Jy, re-

spectively. In Fid.b we present a histogram showing theitlist
tion of maser fluxes for the whole MMB sample (grey filled his-
togram) and of the unassociated masers (red histogram)tlbhe
densities of the unmatched masers are significantly abevekhB
survey’s sensitivity of 0.17 Jy bea and although they are prin-
cipally found towards the lower flux end of the distributidhey
are not the weakest masers detected. For comparison theaméan

100

10

Source Counts

10.0 100.0 1000.0 10000.0
MMB Flux Density (Jy)

0.1 1.0
Figure 6. MMB flux distribution for the whole sample (grey filled his-

togram) and those not associated with an ATLASGAL sourcd (ris-
togram). The bin size is 0.2 dex.

from cold dust and likely tracing star formation; 2) appdhedust-
less methanol masers which could be a combination of massos a
ciated with more distant dust clumps not currently detectéese
two subsamples consist of approximately 94 per cent and Geper
of the MMB sources in the overlap region, respectively.

In this section we will concentrate on the ATLASGAL-MMB
associations to determine the physical properties of #miiron-
ments; these are given for each clump in Table 1 while in Tble
we summarise the global properties.

4.1 Distances

Using the velocity of the peak maser component and a Galactic
rotation model (e.g.. Brand & Blitz_1993: Reid ef al. 2009)sit
possible to estimate a particular source’s kinematic destaHow-
ever, for sources located within the solar circle (i<8.5kpc of

the Galactic centre) there is a two fold degeneracy as theesou

median fluxes for the whole maser sample are 47.8 and 5.1-Jy, re velocity corresponds to two distances equally spaced drereit

spectively. Using a KS test to compare the distribution efdist-
less MMB masers with that of the whole MMB catalogue we are
able to reject the null hypothesis that these are drawn frensame
population with greater than three sigma confidence.

It is widely accepted that methanol masers are almost ex-
clusively associated with high-mass star forming regioas.(
Minier et al| 2008} Pandian etlal. 2010). If this is the casmtive
might expect all of these unmatched sources to be locatdueat t
far side of the Galaxy where their dust emission falls belbe t
ATLASGAL detection sensitivity, however, it is possibleattthese
are associated with more evolved stars ()ZWe
will investigate the nature of these unassociated methaaskrs in
more detail in Sect.5.4.

4 PHYSICAL PROPERTIES

In the previous section we identified two subsamples baseteon
possible combinations of ATLASGAL and MMB associations: 1)
methanol masers associated with the thermal continuumsemnis

side of the tangent position. In a follow-up paper to the MMB
survey| Green & McClure-Gfiiths (20111) used archival HI data
taken from the Southern and VLA Galactic Plane Surveys (SGPS
(McClure-Grifiths et al. 2005) and VGPS (Stil etlal. 2006), respec-
tively) to resolve the distance ambiguities to a large nunife
methanol masers.

Green & McClure-Giffith$ (20101) examined HI spectra for
734 methanol masers, of which 204 are located at Galactic lon
gitudes betweerd = 20°-60° and therefore are not included in
the current MMB catalogue and are not considered here. How-
ever, the Green & McClure-Gtiths (20111) study does include 525
of the 671 MMB sources located in the overlapping ATLASGAL
and MMB region. Breaking this down further we find that this in
cludes 506 of the 628 MMB sources associated with an ATLAS-
GAL source as discussed in S€dt. 3, and 31 of the 43 methanol
masers not associated with submillimetre emission meatian
Sect[3.3B.

Green & McClure-Giffith$ (20111) used the Galactic rotation
model ol9) to determine the kinematic distarto
their sample of methanol masers. However, this model’sragsu
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Table 1. Derived clump parameters. The columns are as follows: (#l) (@h ATLASGAL and MMB names; (3) angularfiset between the peak of the
submillimetre emission and the masers position; (4) rattb@semi-major to semi-minor sizes of the ATLASGAL sour@;ratio of the integrated and peak
submillimetre emissionY-factor); (6) heliocentric distance; (7) Galactocentristahce; (8) &ective physical radius; (9) column density; (10) clump mass
derived from the integrated 87@n emission assuming a dust temperature of 20K; (11) isanmgithanol maser luminosity.

ATLASGAL name MMB Namé Offset Aspect Y-factor Distance Bc Radius Log(N(H)) Log(Masgump) Log(Lmms)
(") Ratio (kpc)  (kpc)  (pc) (crr?) (Mo) Jykpd)
1) (2 3 @ (5) (6) (7 (8) 9) (10 (11)
AGAL281.709-01.104 MMB281.71601.104 23 16 344 42 87 0.50 2297 294 188
AGAL284.352-00.417 MMB284.35200.419 65 15 1044 52 88 105 2284 349 293
AGAL284.694-00.359 MMB284.69400.361 62 10 2.00 63 9.2 cee 2241 251 322
AGAL285.339-00.001 MMB285.33700.002 83 17 5.29 51 87 0.53 2263 296 356
AGAL287.372+00.646 MMB287.37100.644 68 11 259 52 86 0.19 2267 272 456
AGAL291.272-00.714 MMB291.27600.719 1% 14 1125 10 82 0.36 2388 313 200
AGAL291.272-00.714 MMB291.27400.709 206 14 1125 10 82 0.36 2388 313 294
AGAL291.579-00.432 MMB291.57900.431 43 14 5.05 81 94 202 2359 431 292
AGAL291.579-00.432 MMB291.58200.435 148 14 505 77 91 1.90 2359 426 331
AGAL291.636-00.541 MMB291.64200.546 28 15 1472 78 9.2 294 2333 449 237
AGAL291.879-00.809 MMB291.87900.810 27 12 2.89 99 104 2261 327 322
AGAL292.074-01.129 MMB292.07401.131 81 21 318 32 7.9 . 22.34 205 204
AGAL293.828-00.746 MMB293.82%00.746 14 11 248 1Q7 107 0.94 2310 375 356
AGAL293.941-00.874 MMB293.94200.874 37 12 310 112 109 0.86 2281 359 383
AGAL294.336-01.705 MMB294.33701.706 56 11 172 10 81 cee 2259 103 011
AGAL294.511-01.622 MMB294.51101.621 3 11 360 10 81 014 2311 189 198
AGAL294.976-01.734 MMB294.97%#01.734 3 13 6.73 02 84 0.05 2320 102 -1.10
AGAL294.989-01.719 MMB294.99601.719 2 11 4.87 11 81 0.17 2310 203 219
AGAL296.893-01.306 MMB296.89301.305 24 13 0.98 100 9.8 s 2252 271 318
AGAL297.391-00.634 MMB297.40600.622 682 16 1082 1Q7 101 0.50 2238 366 331
AGAL298.182-00.786 MMB298.17700.795  37.7 10 3.60 104 9.9 149 2315 394 356
AGAL298.224-00.339 MMB298.21300.343 414 13 9.89 114 105 3.89 2331 461 333
AGAL298.263+r00.739 MMB298.26200.739 25 13 323 40 75 0.37 2292 283 347
AGAL298.631-00.362 MMB298.63200.362 6.0 16 131 119 108 cee 2231 277 338
AGAL298.724-00.086 MMB298.72300.086 5.0 11 184 106 9.9 0.65 2294 345 320
AGAL299.012+00.127 MMB299.01300.128 35 19 529 102 9.6 1.66 2272 366 403
AGAL300.504-00.176 MMB300.50400.176 1.4 13 4.83 96 9.0 216 2311 395 367
AGAL300.969+01.146 MMB300.96901.148 7.0 13 6.49 43 73 125 2341 369 305
AGAL301.136-00.226 MMB301.13600.226 2.3 13 259 43 73 0.78 2390 377 259
AGAL302.032-00.061 MMB302.03200.061 12 12 394 45 7.2 0.70 2300 310 343

a Sources with a superscript have been searched for micaframission by Gallaway etlal, (2013):and # indicate infrared bright and infrared dark

sources, respectively, andidentifies the sources they were unable to classify.

Notes: Only a small portion of the data is provided here, thktable is available in electronic form at the CDS via anmoys ftp to cdsarc.u-strasbg.fr

(130.79.125.5) or via httgcdsweb.u-strasbg/égi-biryqcat? MNRAS/.

Table 2. Summary of derived parameters.

Parameter Number Mean  Standard Error  Standard Deviation diade Min Max
Radius (pc) 375 27 Q05 101 097 001 569
Aspect Ratio 577 b1 Q02 040 140 101 339
Y-factor 577 563 016 389 455 098 2466
Log[Clump Mass (M)] 442 327 Q04 Q77 336 -2.00 543
Log[Column Density (cm?)] 577 2286 004 106 2288 416 2474
Log[Lmme (Jy kp&)] 442 348 Q05 099 347 -1.30 634

tion of a flat rotation curve with a high rotational velocityalds In order to avoid this we have used the Galactic rotation
to very noticeable dierences in the fourth quadrant of the Galaxy curve of Brand & Blitz [(1993) as its model tangent velocitas
between the model-derived tangent velocities and the érafir a much closer match to the HI termination velocities. The afse
derived values determined by McClure-fliths & Dickey (2007) a different rotation model in most cases results in only a slight
from the HI termination velocities (see their Fig. 8). Thesdls to change in the estimated kinematic distances from those diye
the near and far distance being located farther from thestatryap- Green & McClure-Giffith$ (20111). In addition to the minor dif-
sition than would otherwise be expected, and produces a laig ference in kinematic distances imposed by the change difionta

in the Galactic distribution around the tangent positisee(Fig. 4 model 1 kpc) we also: 1) place any source with a velocity within
of Green & McClure-Giffiths 20111). 10km s of the tangent point at the tangent distance, and 2) place
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Figure 7. Heliocentric distance distribution for the 473 MMB distasc
available (grey filled histogram) and the distance of 31 MMBIrses not
associated with an ATLASGAL source (green histogram). Tineskze is
1kpc.

any sources within the solar circle at the near distance Hra f
distance allocation would lead to a height above the midela
larger than 4 times the scale height of young massive stas (i
~30 pciReed 2000; Urquhart et al, 2011a).
[Green & McClure-Grifiths [2011) provides distance solu-
tions for 385 of the ATLASGAL-MMB associations and 16 of the
unassociated MMB sources. We have adopted their distances f
378 of the ATLASGAL-MMB associations and find the values
determined from the flierence rotation curves, after applying

two peaks is due to an almost total lack of any MMB sourcesiwith
3 kpc of the Galactic centre.

In addition to the distances we have determined for the
ATLASGAL-MMB associations, we have obtained distancesf®r
of the 43 MMB masers not associated with thermal dust enmssio
Nineteen of these were drawn from Green & McClureffahis
dZTli), eleven are found to be located in the outer Galaxygusi
thelBrand & Blitz (1998) model, two others are located at tre t
gent position and one is placed at the near distance as afande
would place more than 120 pc from the Galactic mid-planes It i
clear from the distribution of this sample of sources (gra&a
togram shown in Fid]7) that the majority have distanceslatigan
9kpc. In the previous section (i.e., Sect. 3.3) we suggebegcbne
possible explanation for the non-detection of submillimedust
emission from these sources could be that they are locatathat
distances; this distributionfiers some support for that hypothe-
sis. The median value for the distance for these unassddiéiB
sources is~13kpc compared with a median value 05 kpc for
the ATLASGAL-MMB associations. A KS test on the two samples
shows their distance distributions are significantlfetent and we
are able to reject the null hypothesis that they are drawm fitze
same population.

4.2 Sizes and morphology

Using the kinematic distances discussed in the previou®send

the dfective angular radii derived for the clumps Bgxtractor

we are able to estimate their physical sizes
2010 for definition of &ective radius). The distribution of sizes

is presented in the upper panel of fly.8 and ranges from 0.1 to
several pc, with a peak atl pc. The dashed vertical lines shown
on this plot at radii of 0.15 and 1.25 pc indicate the boundzy
tween cores and clumps, and clumps and clouds, respectagly
adopted by Dunham etlal. 2011a from Table faIIa

[2007). However, we note that the distribution is continuaith

the two criteria mentioned in the previous paragraph, agree no features at these sizes so the definitions are probablgveioat

within 1kpc in every case. We only disagree with the distance

allocations given by Green & McClure-Giths (2011) for seven

arbitrary.

As also reported by Tackenberg et al. (2012), from a study of

sources. Of these, we have associated four sources with theATLASGAL candidate starless clumps we find no correlation be

G305 complex (AGAL305.36400.186, AGAL305.36200.151,
AGAL305.799-00.244 and AGAL305.88#00.016), three
located at the tangent position (AGAL309.380.134,
AGAL311.627#00.266 and AGAL336.91600.022). Only
one source (AGAL351.7740.537) is placed at the near distance
of 0.4kpc by the_Reid et all_(2009) model but is placed outside
the solar circle by the Brand & Blitz (1993) model at a dis&oé
17.4 kpc.

There are 83 ATLASGAL-MMB associations that have not
been assigned a distance by Green & McClureffEs (2011). We
have allocated distances to 64 of these. Fourteen have besatp
at the tangent position, fourteen have been associatecdawithll-

known complex (i.e., G305 and W31) and 19 have been placed at

the near distance. Fifteen of the sources placed at the r®anck
are because a far-distance allocation would place than there
120 pc from the Galactic mid-plane. Finally, the velocitidsev-
enteen sources places them outside the solar circle, asdttiase
sources do not gter from the kinematic distance ambiguity prob-
lem.

In total we have distances to 442 ATLASGAL-MMB associ-
ated sources and their distribution is shown in Eig. 7 (grigdfi
histogram). The distribution is shown to be bimodal, witlaleat

3-4kpc and 11-12 kpc. The low number of sources between these

tween angular size and distance, which results in an appeigrly
linear correlation between physical sizes and distangs.itpor-
tant to bear in mind that at distances of a kpc or so we are prima
ily resolving structures on the size scale of cores, at inéeliate
distances, clumps, and at greater distances, entire ctouctiges.
This will have an &ect on some of the derived parameters such as
column and volume densities. However, although the santple ¢
ers a large range of sizes, the majority falls into the singeasug-
gested for clumps, which are more likely to be in the procdss o
forming clusters rather than a single massive star. For Igiityp
we refer to our sample as clumps, with the caveat that it dedia
large range of physical sizes.

In the lower panel of FidL]8 we plot the source radius as a func-
tion of heliocentric distance. The colours of the symbolsdum
this plot give an indication of the aspect ratio of each septoe
values of which can be readfdrom the colour bar to the right
of the plot. This plot clearly illustrates that at largertdisces we
are probing larger physical structures, however, the aspéo of
this sample of objects does not appear to have a significant di
tance dependence. This may suggest that even at largenadista
the molecular clouds associated with MMB sources are #tiflle
structures.

In the upper panel of Fif]l9 we present the distribution of
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Figure 8. Upper panel: the distribution offtective radius for the whole
ATLASGAL-MMB associated sample (grey filled histogram) vier panel:
the radius and aspect ratio distribution as a function abbehtric distance.
The left and right (lower and upper) dashed vertical (hariab) lines in the
upper panel (lower panel) indicate the radii separatings@nd clumps
(0.125pc), and clumps and clouds (1.25 pc), respectiveieg. Sblid curved
line shown in the lower panel shows the physical resolutibthe survey
based on the APEX 19/2beam at 87@m while the colours give an indi-
cation of the aspect ratio of each sources (see colour baneoright for
values).

the aspect ratios of ATLASGAL-MMB sources (blue histogram)
which is shown against that of the whole population of compde
LASGAL sources (grey filled histogram). It is clear from tipiet
that the ATLASGAL-MMB sources have a significantly smaller a
pect ratio than the general population, which would sugtest
are more spherical in structure. The mean (median) valuethéo
ATLASGAL-MMB and the whole population are 1.80.02 (1.40)
and 1.62:0.01 (1.55), respectively. A similar median value of 1.3
was found by Thompson etlal. (2006) from a programme of tar-
geted SCUBA submillimetre observations of clumps assediat
with UC H u regions.

Another way to compare the morphology of the ATLASGAL-
MMB associations with the general population of ATLASGAL
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Figure 9. In the upper and lower panels we present plots showing thesou
aspect ratio and the-factor, respectively, of the whole ATLASGAL sam-
ple (grey histogram) and the ATLASGAL-MMB associated sesr¢blue
histogram). The ATLASGAL-MMB distributions have been naised to
the peak of the whole ATLASGAL sample. The bin sizes used aeadd

1 for the aspect ratio and théfactor, respectively.

sources is to look at the ratio of their integrated to peakeffyx
this is referred to as th¥-factor. This has been used to investi-
gate the general extent of submillimetre clumps associaiéu
high-mass protostellar cores (HMPOs) and UGiHegions by
\Williams et al. (2004) and Thompson et al. (2006), respebtiun
the lower panel of Fi.l9 we plot th¥-factor for the whole AT-
LASGAL compact source population (filled grey histogramylan
the ATLASGAL-MMB associated sources (blue histogram). The
Y-factors for both distributions peak at similar valuesyien 2-4,
however, the ATLASGAL-MMB associated sources have signifi-
cantly lower overallY-factors (with a median value of 4.8 com-
pared to 6.7 for the whole ATLASGAL compact source popula-
tion). A KS test is able to reject the null hypothesis thasthare
drawn from the same population with greater than three siggna
fidence.

Peaks in theY-factor around 3 are also seen

in the
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Figure 10. Left panel: The isothermal dust mass distribution of the ABGAL-MMB associated clumps assuming a dust temperatug®d &f. The vertical
blue line indicates the completeness limit (see text foai®t The bin size is 0.25. Right panel: Dust mass distidoubf ATLASGAL-MMB associated
clumps as a function of heliocentric distance. The coloiws gn indication of the peak column density of each souree ¢®lour bar on the right for values)
and the solid black line and the grey filled region indicateel thass sensitivity limit of the survey and its associatezkrtainty assuming a dust temperature

of 20+5 K.

HMPO and UC Hu region samples of Williams et al. (2004) and
Thompson et all (2006) and appear to have a similar disivitio
our sample sample. The large range of heliocentric distaager
which their HMPO sample is distributed led Williams et 2l002)
to suggest that the envelope structures may be scale-fneeAT-
LASGAL clumps are similarly located over a range of helidcien
distances and thus the ATLASGAL beam traces structure dasca
from a few times 0.1 pc to a several pc. As we observe similar Y-
factors for a range of spatial resolutions this suggestdtieaadial
density distribution follows a similar power law over a rargf spa-
tial scales. Hence the structure of the cluenvelopegat least on
pc scales) are likely to follow a scale-free power law. Thet that
all three samples (ATLASGAL-MMB, HMPO and UC tiregions)
are likely to cover the whole range of embedded star formatio
and broadly show the sanYefactor properties would seem to sup-
port this. Similarly td Williams et al.| (2004) and Thompsdraé
M), we find that a significant amount of the mass assatiate
with the ATLASGAL-MMB sources is found in the outer regions
of the clumps, from which we conclude that this situationgloet
change significantly over the evolution of the embeddedstar

In summary we have determined that overall the ATLASGAL-
MMB associated sources are roughly spherical, centrally- co
densed clumps that appear to have a scale-free envelopeawith
methanol maser coincident with the peak of the submillimetr
emission.

4.3 Isothermal clump masses

In calculating masses and column densities we have assumaed t
all of the measured flux arises from warm dust, however, firee-
emission from embedded ionised gas/ananolecular line emis-
sion could make a significant contribution for broadbandbu-
ters such as LABOCA. Schuller et al. (2009) considered these
forms of contaminating emission and concluded that everén t
most extreme case of the giant Hll region associated with \&dd
the CO (3-2) lines associated with extreme outflows, hotcarel

photon-dominated regions, the contribution from freefeanis-
sion and molecular lines is of the order 20 and 15 per cernperes
tively, and in the majority of cases will be almost negligit{see
also Drabek et l. 2012).

Assuming the dust is generally optically thin and can be
characterised by a single temperature we are able to estimat
the isothermal dust masses for the ATLASGAL-MMB associated
sources. Followin@%), the total mass inuang
is directly proportional to the total flux density integratever the
source:

D?S,R
BV(TD) Ky ’

whereS, is the integrated 87@0m flux, D is the heliocentric dis-
tance to the sourc& is the gas-to-dust mass ratio (assumed to be
100), B, is the Planck function for a dust temperat(fg, andx,
is the dust absorption cfiient taken as 1.85 chg (this value
was derived by Schuller etlal. (2009) by interpolating to g#0
from Table 1, Col. 5 of Ossenkopf & Henning (1994)).

As reliable dust temperatures are not available for the ritgjo
of our sample, we make the simplifying assumption that athef
clumps have approximately the same temperature and séb thés
20 K. Single-dish ammonia studies have derived kinetic gas t
peratures for a large of number massive star formation nsgioat
cover the full range of evolutionary stages. These includéanol
maserle); 1.1 mm thermal dust sources-ide
fied by the Bolocam Galactic Plane Survey (BG etal.
[2011b); 87Qum ATLASGAL sources 12) and the
Red MSX Source Survey (RMS; Urquhart etlal. Zglﬂlﬁpr the

methanol masers mean and median kinetic temperatures of 26 K

M = 1)

L All of these observational programmes used either the Gieamk
Telescope (FWHM-~30”jUrquhart et all 201.1h; Dunham ef al. 2011b) or
the Htelsberg telescope (FWHMA40”; |Pandian et al. 2012 Wienen et al.
@) and therefore have comparable resolution and sétysiti




and 23.4 K were reported by Pandian étlal. (2012), and for the m

sive young stellar objects (MYSOs) and UGiHegions have mean
and median kinetic temperatures of 22.1 and 2 e
(2011b), whild Wienen et &l (2012) report kinetic temperes of
~24K for a subsample of ATLASGAL sources associated with
methanol masers. Dunham et al. (2011b) report lower kirgtic
temperatures 15#5.0 K, however, their sample includes a larger
fraction of starless clumps and so the lower mean temperasur
expected.

A kinetic gas temperature of25K would seem to char-
acterise the clumps that show evidence of star formation- ho
ever, this temperature is likely to be an upper limit to thengb-
averaged kinetic temperature as these observations wertego
at the peak emission of the clumps and the kinetic temperasur
likely to be significantly lower towards the edges of the ghsm
' [.1997). Dunham ef &l. (2011b) estimateubiaig
the peak kinetic temperature for the whole clump may underes
timate the isothermal mass by up to a factor of two. Therefore
we have chosen to use a value of 20K, consistent with a number
of similar studies (cfl_Motte et al. 2007; Hill etlal. 2005)iven
that the true clump-averaged kinetic temperatures of thepka
are likely to range between 15 and 25K the resulting unaeiés
in the derived isothermal clump masses of individual sosi@e
+43 per cent (allowing for an uncertainty in temperature+6fK
which is is added in quadrature with the 15 per cent flux measur
ment uncertainty). However, this is unlikely to have a digant
impact on the overall mass distribution or the statisticallgsis of
the masses. We note that 10 per cent of the ATLASGAL-MMB as-
sociations are also associated with embedded UCHII regitms-
ever| Urquhart et all (20111b) found that the presence of afWC
region only results in an increase in clump-averaged lirtetin-
peratures of a few Kelvin.

In the left panel of Fid. 0 we present a plot of the isother-
mal dust mass distribution, while in the right panel we show
the mass distribution as a function of heliocentric disearit is
clear from the right panel of this figure that we are sensitive
to all ATLASGAL-MMB associated clumps with masses above
1,000 M, across the Galaxy, and our statistics should be complete
above this level. (This completeness limit is indicated loa left
panel of FiglID by the vertical blue line.) In this regardsiiriter-
esting to note that the mass distribution peaks at sevesaktind
solar masses (see left panel of Eid. 10), which is signiflgaitove
the completeness limit, and so the drdpin the source counts be-
tween the completeness limit and the peak is likely to be fidab
is an important point as it confirms that the methanol masesrs a
preferentially associated with very massive clumps.

According td Lada & Ladd (2003) and Motte et al. (2003) the
radius and mass required to form stellar clusters is of tderdd.5-
1pc and 100-1,000 M respectively. Given the sizes and masses
of the ATLASGAL-MMB associated clumps it is highly likely &
the majority are in the process of forming clusters. Assgran
star formation éiciency (SFE) of 30 percent and an initial mass
function (IMF; Kroupal 2001), Tackenberg et al. (2012) estien
that a clump mass 0f1,000 M, is required to have the potential
to form at least one 20 Mstar, while a clump 0~3,000 M, is
required to form at least one star more massive than 40lMs
consistent with the assumption that methanol masers aveiat=d
mainly with high-mass star formation to find that the majooft
ATLASGAL-MMB associations £72 per cent) have masses larger
than~1,000 M,, and thus, satisfy the mass requirement for massive
star formation.

We also note that approximately a third of the ATLASGAL-
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Figure 11. Differential mass distribution. The red line shows a linear fit to
the data and has a slope-62.0+0.1 which is close to the Salpeter (1955)
value and similar to that found for a number of other studié= errors are
estimated using Poisson statistics and the bin size use@5siéx.

MMB associations {28 percent) have masses below what is
thought to be required to form at least one massive star. Henve
all of these sources also tend to be more compact objectsg@h m
casesx0.3 pc) and may have a higher star formatiiiceency and

be forming smaller stellar systems where the stellar IMFsdoat

apply (e.g.. Motte et 4. 2007).

4.3.1 Peak column densities

We estimate column densities from the peak flux density of the
clumps using the following equation:

S,R
BV(TD) Q Ky [ My ’

whereQ is the beam solid angleg, is the mean molecular weight
of the interstellar medium, which we assume to be equal tp 2.8
andmy is the mass of an hydrogen atom, whideandR are as
previously defined. We again assume a dust temperature of 20 K
The derived column densities are in the rargé??2* cm-2,
peaking at 1& cm2. This corresponds to a surface density of few
times 0.1 g cm?, which is a factor of a few lower than the value
of 1gcnT? predicted to be the lower limit for massive star for-
mation (i.e.l McKee & Tgh 2003; Krumholz et al. 2008). Howeve
we should not read too much into this as the column densifies o
the more distant sources can lfeated by beam dilution. This ef-
fect is nicely illustrated in the right panel of Fig]10 whave use
colours to show the column densities as a function of digtdsee
colour bar for values). There is clearly a dependence ofnanlu
density on distance as, given the resolution of the surveyare
sampling larger scale physical structures as the distamcedses,
which preferentially reduces the column densities of maséadt
sources. It is likely that these more distant sources wordd-f
ment into smaller and denser core-like structures at higksmlu-
tion (e.g.7). Therefore one should exercégition

when drawing conclusions from beam-averaged quantitiels as

the column and volume densities (cf. Tackenberg ket al.|l2012)
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Figure 12.1n the left panel we present the methanol maser luminosstyidution of the ATLASGAL-MMB associations. The vertidalue dashed line shows
the MMB luminosity completeness limit. The bin size used.&5ex. In the right panel we show the source luminosity amation of heliocentric distance.
The solid black line indicated the MMB surveys luminosityisigvity limit. The colours used to plot each source shoa ¢tump-averaged volume density;
see color bar to the right of the plot for values.

4.3.2 Clump mass function plete across the Galaxy-20 kpc) to all methanol masers with lu-
minosities greater than1,000 Jy kpé. This completeness limit is
shown by the dashed vertical line plotted on the luminosisyrid
bution shown in the left panel of this figure.

In Fig[11 we present the flierential mass distribution for the
ATLASGAL-MMB associated clumps. On this plot the dashed ver
tical blue line indicates the completeness limit and thédsad
line shows the results of a linear least-squares fit to the &ifove
the peak in the mass distribution shown in the left panel gffEd
(~3,000 M,). This line provides a reasonable fit to all of the bins 4-4.1 Luminosity-volume density correlation

above the peak mass. It does not fit the two bins just above the there has been a number of recent methanol and water-maser an
completeness limit, which may suggest that a second power 1a gt clump studies that have reported a trend towards lovean
is required to account for these mass bins. The derived @qton ,o1yme densities with increasing maser luminosity, whiak heen
(@ where dN/dM o M*) of the fit to the high-mass tail for the  jyierpreted as the result of the evolution of the embedderdfst-
ATLASGAL-MMB associated sources is2.0 + 0.1, which is sim- mation (i.e.[ Breen & Ellingsén 2011 Breen et al. 2011, D012
ilar to values £2.0 to ~2.3) derived bMﬂamg_e_t_d_l.L(ZQM), To test this trend for our sample of methanol masers, we
Reid & Wilson (2005). Beltran et al._(2006) from studies o6 plot the maser luminosity as a function of clump-averageld vo
evolved stages adglaglganbﬁm_étﬁLIOlZ who targeted desamp e density in Figl3 for the whole sample of 374 ATLASGAL-
of starless clumps identified from ATLASGAL_data. This sianity MMB associations for which we have fcient data to derive the
between the clump mass function over thedent stages of mas-  4qer jyminosity and volume dendityve more or less replicate
sive star formation would suggest that the CMF does not @hang e correlation coiicient and least-squares fit gradient reported by
significantly as the embedded star formation evolves. Breen et al[(2011) using the whole sample. Correlatioffimients
are—0.43 and-0.46 and gradients0.78 + 0.09 and-0.85+ 0.16
for the fit presented in Fifi-13 and Fig. 2[of Breen étlal. (20fe)

spectively. However, from a casual inspection of the mednme

4.4 Methanol maser luminosity

In the left panel of Fid. 112 we present the 6.7 GHz luminosisjrit densities (see colour bar of the right panel of Eig. 12) itémcthat
bution of the ATLASGAL-MMB associated masers for which we there is a significant distance dependency. It would appedrtie
have derived a distance. These “luminosities” have beanlzaed poorer sensitivity to lower luminosity masers, and the éase in
assuming the emission is isotropic using: the spatial volume being sampled at larger distances,tsesub

decrease in the mean volume-densities of clumps and arasere
in maser luminosities.
Luve = 4D’S, ®3) To test this further, we have performed a partial Spearman
correlation test of the mean volume-densities and masei- lum

whereD is the heliocentric distance in kpc af&q is the methanol = ] ,
nosities to remove their mutual dependence on the distange (

maser peak flux density in Jyyvs thus has units of Jykgc
The distribution shown in the left panal of Higll2 peaks at
~3,000 Jy kpé, but is skewed to higher luminosities with a mean
value of 3x 10* Jykp€. In the right panel of Fi§. 112 we show the 2 geam-averaged volume densities would be significantlyefatgowever,
methanol maser luminosities as a function of helioceniigtadice. we use clump-averaged values here in order to be consistémthe anal-
We can see from this plot that the MMB survey fEeetively com- ysis of Breen et al. 2011.
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Figure 13. The isotropic methanol-maser luminosity as a function of
clump-averaged volume density. The red lines show thetre$a linear
least-squares fit to the data.

[Yates et all. 1986), of the form c, where
'as —I'aclsc
[(1 - i) @ —r3)v?’

where A, B and C are the maser luminosity, mean particle tdensi
and distance respectively, angs, rac andrgc are the Spearman
rank correlation ca@cients for each pair of parameters. The signif-
icance of the partial rank correlation dheients is estimated using
ras.c[(N —3)/(1-r2, )]¥2 assuming it is distributed as Student’s
t statistic (se i 8 for more details).

This returned a partial correlation dteient value of-0.06
and ap-value ~0.6 and we are therefore unable to exclude the
null hypothesis that the sample is drawn from a populatioer@h
rho= 0. We would conclude that there is no intrinsic correlatien b
tween maser luminosity and clump-averaged volume denAigy.
additionally performed tests on distance selected sublssnamd
obtained the same result. The scales traced by the ATLASGAL
observations are much larger than those of either an HMC or an
UCHII region, which by definition arec 0.1 pc. We do not see
evidence for radical changes in the density distributiothef en-
velope on pc scales with evolutionary state (the distrdutf Y
values being similar). Hence, the density distributionha enve-
lope does not evolve appreciably over the relevant timeséar
the clump-averaged volume density, the volume density ekt
velope dominates over the much smaller core, and so we watld n
expect volume densities derived from single dish obsewmatio
change appreciably either.

Our conclusion that there is no correlation between clump
density and methanol maser luminosity is supported by antece

study by Cyganowski et al. (2013) who also failed to find aelaer

tion between water maser luminosities and clump densitigards

a sample of extended green objects (EGOs; Cyganowski et al.
2008). This is not surprising, since for the masers to wan den-

sity must be within a narrow range, which has little to do witik
density sampled in the ATLASGAL beam. Since the iumber
densities form a central part of the evolutionary argumpntsor-
ward by Breen et al. the results presented here cast signiticabt

on some of their conclusions.

4)
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Figure 14.The relationship between clump mass and luminosity of the em
bedded maser. The region in the top right corner of the pltined by the
dashed box shows the part of the parameter space we are ¢ergpboth
methanol maser luminosity and clump mass. The dashed Iles how
the results of a linear fit to the data. Using a partial coti@mtafunction to
remove the dependency of both of these parameters on di$tarbtain

a cosdficient value of 0.37.

4.5 Maser luminosity-clump mass: completeness

In Fig.[14 we present a plot of the maser luminosity as a fonatif
clump mass for the 442 ATLASGAL-MMB associations for which
we have a distance. The upper right region outlined by thg gre
dashed line of this figure indicates the region of paramgiace
that we are complete across the Galaxy to both methanol maser
luminosity and clump mass; this region contains 280 sources
Applying a partial correlation function to the clump mass an
maser luminosity to remove the dependence of these two jgaram
ters on distance (Collins & Mafin 1998) we obtain a partiateiar
tion codficient value of 0.37 with @-value< 0.01, suggesting that
there is a weak correlation between the maser luminositygamap
mass. We fit these data with a linear least squared functeregult
of which is shown in Figd_ 14 as a blue dashed line. The paramete
of the fitare: Loglmms ) = (0.857+0.046) Mcjump+(0.692+0.155).
Within the errors the fit to the data has a gradient close tcamae
so the relationship between mass and maser luminosityatvely
linear. As discussed in Sect. 4.3 the most massive clumgdikalg
to be forming more massive stars (assuming a Kroupa IMF and a
SFE of 30 per cent) and therefore the weak correlation betes
clump mass and maser luminosity may be related to this. Tigis s
gests that higher (isotropic) maser luminosity is relaedigher
stellar luminosity in some way, perhaps via the pumping raech
nism or maybe the larger clungore just provides a longer maser
amplification column.

5 DISCUSSION

There have been a number of studies that have tried to firmly es
tablish a connection between the presence of a methanot arade
ongoing massive star formation and these have been réyasive-
cessful. Most have searched for methanol masers toward&itow
minosity protostellar sources and, when no masers wereteéte
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have concluded that methanol masers are exclusively asedci
with high-mass protostars (e.g., Minier et lal. 2003; Bowrkal. L T T '
). However, most of these surveys have focused on samal s
ples, with poorly defined selection criteria, and often URAS$
fluxes to determine the luminosity of the embedded sourcesand 105 Massive Proto-cluster Candidates
the luminosities may have been overestimated. So, alththege

studies have set a lower limit to the luminosity of the assed

protostar, it is unclear whether the results obtained apticgble

to the whole methanol maser population.

In this subsection we will draw on the results presentedeén th 10*
previous sections to test this hypothesis. The ATLASGAL-BIM
sample presented in this paper includes 94 per cent of the MMB
sources in the overlap region of the two surveys, and 90 peafe
the entire MMB published catalogue. Moreover, since the lmem
of methanol masers in the whole Galaxy is not expected toeskce
a few thousand, our sample is likely to incorporate a largetfon
of the whole Galactic population. Therefore any statistieaults
drawn from this sample will be a fair reflection of the projestof
the general population.

High Mass Star Formation

Clump Mass (My)
=
2

10?

5.1 Empirical mass-size relationship for massive star
formation

5.1.1 Criterion for massive star formation 10!

In two papers Kafimann et all. (201dd5,b) investigated the mass-
radius relationship of nearby 600 pc) molecular cloud complexes
(i.e., Ophiuchus, Perseus, Taurus and the Pipe Nebula)oamd f
that clouds that were devoid of any high-mass star formagem 10°k
erally obeyed the following empirical relationship:

0.1 1.0 10.0
Effective Radius (pc)

m(r) < 580 Ms (Reir/pC)-** (5)

] ) ) ] Figure 15.The mass-size relationship of the ATLASGAL-MMB associated
where Ry is the dfective radius as defined by Rosolowsky ét al. clumps. The yellow shaded region shows the part of the pasamspace
m‘a Comparing this mass-size relation with samples of known found to be devoid of massive star formation that satisfiesé¢tationship
high-mass star forming regions such as thosé of Beuthel et al m(r) < 580Ms, (Re/pc)-3 (cf. [Kaufmann & Pillai[201D) The green
_2002), Hill et al. (20g5) Motte et al (2@07) and_Muellemét shaded region indicates the region of parameter space ihergoung
ZQ_Qi),LIsmﬂtmann_el_dl.L(ZQlfbb) found that all of these regions massive cluster progenitors are expected to be found I.
occupied the opposing side of the parameter space (i.erewhe ). The dashed blue line shows the result_ ofa Iinear-@gres fit to

> i 33 : the resolved dust sources. The grey dashed line shows thit\ggnof the
m(r). 580 M, (Reﬁ(pc)l This .Ied them to SUQQGSt that the ATLASGAL survey and the upper and lower solid red line sholes $ur-
relation may approximate a requirement for massive stander

. . . face densities of 1 g cm and 0.05 g cr?, respectively. The diagonal pink
tion, where only more massive clumps have the potential o fo band fills the gas surface densify(@as)) parameter space between 116-

massive stars. However, Kéimann et al. (2010b) states that larger 129 M, pc2 suggested by Lada et/dl. (2010) nd Heidermanl et al. (2010),

samples of massive star forming clouds are required togttien respectively, to be the threshold forffieient” star formation.

this hypothesis.

In Fig[I3, we present the mass-size relationship for the

ATLASGAL-MMB associated sources. This sample consists of the |ess massive clumps (i.e., less than 1,00Dalso have the po-

375 clumps that have distance estimates and are spatially re tential to form massive stars, as long as they are relataa@iypact.

solved in the APEX beam. Of these, we find that 363 have masses Only 6 ATLASGAL-MMB associated sources are in the part

larger than the limiting mass for their size, as determingd b  of the parameter space that was found to be devoid of madaie s

Kaufmann et al.|(2010b) for massive star formation. This corre- || of these sources have been placed at the near distandétbad

sponds to~97 per cent of the sample and, although this in itself \rong distance has been assigned then this would explairidhe

does not confirm that the embedded source is a high-mass- proto ¢ation in the mass-radius plot. Checking the confidence flang

star, it does at least suggest that these clumps have thetipbte by [Green & McClure-Gfiiths (20111) we find that three of these

form one. This also supports our earlier statement (in 8e€Xthat  sources have been given a fladhpindicating their distance assign-
ments are less reliable, and may explain why these souritée fa

3 Note that when deriving this relationsHip_K#mann et al.[(2010b) re- satls )ualffmann o I.u201 b) mass-radius requirement for mas-

duced the dust opacities|of Ossenkopf & Henhing (1994) bgt@ifaf 1.5. sive star flormatlon' .
This reduced value for the opacities has not been applied wé@rmining Turning our attention back to Fig.Jl5 we see that the

the clump masses presented here and therefore we haveetetualvalue ATLASGAL-MMB data form.a fairl_y continuous distribution @v
given byl Kaufmann et al.[(2010b) of 870 by this factor to the value of 580 ~almost four orders of magnitude in mass and two orders of mag-
given in Eqn. 5 (cfl_ Dunham et/al. 2011a). nitude in radius. The dashed blue line overlaid on this phots




the result of a linear least-squares fit to the data. This éiges

a good description of the mass-size relationship for thégects
(Log(Mcump) = 3.4+ 0.013+ (1.67 + 0.036) x Log(Rex)). The up-
per and lower red diagonal lines indicate constant surfacsites,
¥(gas), of 1gcm? and 0.05 g cir?, respectively. These two lines
provide fairly reliable empirical upper and lower bounds foe
clump surface densities required for massive star formaftar-
thermore, the lower bound of 0.05 g chprovides a better con-
straint than Kaffmann et al. for the high-mass end of the distribu-
tion (i.e.,Reg > ~0.5 pc 0rMeiymp > ~500 My).

The thick pink line shows the threshold derived_b;LL—ada_bt al.
(2010) and Heiderman etlal. (2010) (116 and 1290¢2, respec-
tively; hereafter LH threshold) for fécient” star formation. Above
this threshold the observed star formation in nearby mddecu
clouds (d< 500pc) is linearly proportional to cloud mass and
negligible below. This line corresponds to an extinctiore-
old of Ax =~ 0.9mag or visual extinction, & of ~ 8 mag. As
discussed in the previous paragraph, the lower mass-radives
lope of the ATLASGAL-MMB associations is well modeled by
¥(gas)= 0.05 g cnt?, which is approximately twice the LH thresh-
old. However, we note that the star formation associatet thi¢
nearby molecular clouds used to determine the LH threshold i
likely to be predominantly low-mass, while the thresholdede
mined from the ATLASGAL-MMB associations may be a require-
ment for dficient formation of intermediate- and high-mass stars.
This result suggests that a volume density threshold majy app
(e.g.| Parmentier et al. 2011), however, with the data pteséhere
itis not possible to determine the density distributionhar volume
density at the scales involved with star formation.

Given that this sample includes a large range of physicaksiz
(cores, clumps and clouds) and evolutionary stages (HMCPBM
and UC Hu regions) it is somewhat surprising to find such a strong
correlation. However, as mentioned in Sections 4.2 and the3,
clumps appear to have a scale-free envelope structuresthmt i
significantly changed as the embedded YSOs evolve towards th
main sequence.

5.1.2 Precursors to young massive clusters

The green shaded area in the upper left part of[Elg. 15 insicat

the region of the mass-radius parameter space in which young

massive proto-cluster (MPC) candidates are thought to bedfo
(see12 for details). MPCs are massivepsdum
with suficient mass that, assuming a fairly typical SFE (i.e.,
~30per cent), have the potential to be the progenitors ofréutu
young massive clusters (YMCs) that have massesi6f M., such
as the Arches and Quintuplet clustérs (Portegies Zwarl[20aD).
We consider both starless and star-forming clumps to be M2Cs
anything with a gas envelope is a possible precursor. In aft an
ysis of the BGPS data. Ginsburg et al. (2012) identified omtge
MPC candidates in a longitude rangefcf 6-90° from a sample of
~6,000 dust clumps. Using their detection statis.

m) go on to estimate the number of MPCs in the Glaxy to be
< 10+ 6, however, they state that a similar study of the southern

Galactic plane is needed.

Given that the lifetime of the starless massive clumps is
relatively short £0.5 Myr;| Tackenberg et al. 2012; Ginsburg et al.
) it is probably safe to assume that the ATLASGAL-MMB
sample probably includes all of the likely MPC candidatesnfid
in the 20 > ¢ > 280 of the Galaxy. Applying the Bressert ef al.
) criteria to our ATLASGAL-MMB sample, we have identi-
fied 7 young massive proto-cluster candidates, one of whieh (
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Figure 16.Galactic latitude distribution of ATLASGAL sources (grelfefd
histogram) and ATLASGAL-MMB associated sources (blue dgsam).
The bin size used is 0°1

AGALO010.472+00.027) is located in the overlapping regions anal-
ysed by Ginsburg et al. (2012) who also identified this soascan
MPC candidate. The ATLASGAL clump names and their derived
parameters are tabulated in TdHle 3 along with the MPC catetid
identified byl Ginsburg et al. (2012) ahd Longmore étal. (212

We note that the detection rate of young massive proto-eiust
candidates identified from the ATLASGAL-MMB sample is twice
that identified from the BGPS (Ginsburg ellal. 2012). Bothistu
ies covered a similar area of the Galactic disk (approxiipate
30 per cent each between galactocentric radii of 1-15 kpok-h
ever, ATLASGAL covers a much broader range of Galactic lati-
tude (bl < 1.5° and|b| < 0.5° for ATLASGAL and the BGPS, re-
spectively) and we note that three of the MPC candidatedifoszh
here have latitudes greater than°0.Bhe diference in MPC can-
didate detection rates between the two surveys is likelysaltref
the diference in latitude coverage. It is therefore also likelyt tha
Ginsburg et &l.[(2012) have underestimated the number of MPC
candidates in the first quadrant by a factor of two. Combirirey
number of MPCs identified and the volume coverage we estimate
the total number of MPC candidates in the Galaxyg 80 + 6.

The number of MPC candidates is a factor of two larger
than the number of YMCs known in the Galaxy, but similar to
the number of embedded clusters in the Galaxy estimated by
Longmore et dl. (2012b) (i.e~25). However, this is almost an or-
der of magnitude greater than the number of MPCs expected as-
suming a YMC lifetime of 10 Myr and a formation time efL. Myr.

This would suggest that either only a small number of the MB®E ¢
didates will evolve into YMCs, which would require a SFE lowe
than the assumed 30 per cent, or there are many more YMCs that
have as yet not been identified.

5.2 Galactic distribution

In the previous subsection we have shown that the clumpdgiiden
fied from their association with methanol masers are likelyp&
involved with the formation of the next generation of massars.
Massive star formation has been found to be almost exclysive
associated with the spiral arms of nearby analogues of thieyMi
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Table 3. Derived parameters for massive proto-clusters. Masses baen estimated assuming a dust temperature of 20K for afce® except
G002.53-00.016 for which a range of temperatures between 19 and 2#idasd from SED fits to individual pixels across the cIumpM&hl.
2012b for details).

ATLASGAL Name Distance  Hective Radius  Clump Mass  Reference

(kpc) (pc) (Log(Mb))
AGAL010.472-00.027 110 30 477 1
AGAL328.236-00.547 114 4.9 4.99 1
AGAL329.029-00.206 117 32 4.68 1
AGAL345.504+00.347 108 57 493 1
AGAL350.11100.089 114 21 455 1
AGAL351.774-00.537 174 4.8 543 1
AGAL352.622-01.077 1A 33 479 1
G000.25300.016 84 28 510 2
G010.47200.026 108 21 458 3
G043.169-00.009 114 22 5.08 3
G049.489-00.37G¢ 54 16 4.68 3
G049.489-00.386 54 16 472 3

References: (1) this work, (2) Longmore el al. (2012b). (BisBurg et dI.Z)

Notes:®These two sources are considered as a single MPC in the siisaysesented lm MOQ).
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Figure 17. Galactic longitude distribution of ATLASGAL sources (grélfed histogram) and ATLASGAL-MMB associated sources ghistogram) are
presented in the lower panel, while in the upper panel weeptebe fraction of ATLASGAL sources associated with a methanaser. The bin size used is
2°.

Way 5) and therefore the Galactic distritntdf sociations in our sample, in the range°28 ¢ > 280. We find
this sample of ATLASGAL-MMB associated clumps may provide no significant diference between the ATLASGAL-MMB sample’s
some insight into where in the Galaxy massive star formaiion latitude distributions and the overall ATLASGAL sourcetdisu-
taking place and its relation to the spiral arms. tion; which has been previously commented o etal
Figs[I® and17 we show the distribution in Galactic latitude (2012) and Contreras etlal. (2013) and so will not be disclizse
and longitude of ATLASGAL sources and ATLASGAL-MMB as-  ther here. The distribution of source counts at 2-degreautsn
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is shown in the lower panel of Figs]17 and the fraction of AT- SFE seen towards the Galactic centre is likely a result ofethe
LASGAL sources with MMB associations in the upper panel of treme environmental conditions found in this region of thea@y
this figure. While the total number of sources is dependeritaih 2).

the local source density and the line-of-sight distribuofithe ratio In Fig[I8 we present the 2-D Galactic distribution of
is independent of these and shows the incidence rate of n@tha ATLASGAL-MMB associations. In this figure we only include
masers in dense clumps. ATLASGAL-MMB associations that have masses and maser lumi-
The distribution of ATLASGAL sources as a function of nosities for which the sample is complete across the Galieaty (
Galactic longitude in Fig. A7 (lower panel) reflects Galastiruc- M > 1,000 M, andLymg = 1,000 Jy km st kpc?). We find that the
ture, with a strong, narrow peak towards the Galactic Cestice positions of the ATLASGAL-MMB associations are in reasdeab

a broader maximum centred aroufd~ 330, which corresponds  agreement with the main structural features of the Galaxgieter-

to a group of sources in the Scutum-Centaurus arm and pgssibl mined by other tracers (taking into account the kinemattadice
along the Norma arm tangent, which is close to the same direc- uncertainty due to peculiar motions is of ordet kpc;l.
tion (sed Beuther et HI. 2012 ahd Contreras ét al.|2013 fthdur ~ [2009). However, we also note that the degree of correlatiomt
discussion). Since methanol masers are associated withatthe uniform, with high source densities coincident with themsetion
stages of massive star formati003), maserce of the Scutum-Centaurus arm and the southern end of the t@alac
counts can be taken as a measure of the massive star-fonmeitio Bar. There is also a smaller number of sources that arelulistd
(SFR). If the total maser counts trace the massive SFR orsplais along the length of the Sagittarius arm. However, one of tbetm
tial scale, then this fraction traces an analogue of thefetaration interesting and surprising features of Figs. 17 [add 18 isatie of
efficiency (SFE), i.e. the rate at which dense, submillimeteed any clear enhancement in ATLASGAL sources or ATLASGAL-
clumps are producing massive YSOs, within the timescalecapp = MMB associations corresponding to the Scutum-Centauraos ar
priate to the methanol-maser stage of evolutioR.5-45 x 10% yr; tangentat ~ 310°-320. The low number of clumps with or with-
@S). The MMB fraction dips significantly at ¢pn out masers associated with the southern Scutum-Centaunima
tudes|¢| <4°, and perhaps within 20Q suggesting that the SFE  plies that this arm is not strongly forming stars of any tyaed

is significantly reduced near the Galactic centre. Outdigertar- not just a lack of high-mass star formation. This is more Ssiy
row zone, there is little evidence of any significant charigesFE when we consider the distribution of CO emission, which isid
on these scales, associated with other features of Galstetic- to peak betweed = 310- 312 (see Figs.6 and 7 presented in
ture within the survey area. In particular, the ratio is mordess BBronfman et all_1988). This would suggest that this arm iscss
constant across both the peak in source counts seén=a830 ated with significant amounts of molecular material, but tha
mentioned above, and the clear drop in counts at largertiothes. clump forming éficiency is relatively low for some reason.
Similar results were reported by Beuther étfal. (2012) frocoma- Another interesting feature seen in Figl 18 is the relagivel

parison of GLIMPSE source counts to the ATLASGAL longitude low number of ATLASGAL-MMB asscociated clumps located at
distribution/ Moore et a1[(2012) report increases in thhgdascale  large Galactic radii. Since we have only plotted clumps witisses

SFE associated with some spiral-arm structures, While Edah above 1,000 M this low number of sources found outside the solar
m) found no significant variations associated with méa- circle is not due to a lack of sensitivity. In FIg.]19 we preste
tures of Galactic structure in the fraction of molecularuclanass ATLASGAL-MMB source surface density as a function of Galac-
in the form of dense clumps. tocentric radius. The three peaks in the Galactic radiatibigion

The lower SFE towards the Galactic centre inferred from the at~3, 5 and 10kpc correspond to the far 3-kpc spiral arm, a com-
ratio of ATLASGAL-MMB associated clumps is supported by a bination of the near section of the Scutum-Centaurus arnttand
recent study presented by Longmore étlal. (2012a). Thebersut  southern end of the Galactic Bar, and the Sagittarius spiral
used the integrated emission of the inversion transitioammo- respectively. There is a strong enhancement in the mastive s
nia (1,1) from HOPS|(Walsh etlal. 2011; Purcell €t al. 2012 an formation rate in the far 3-kpc arm with an otherwise rekeitv
the 70-50Q:m data from the Hi-GAL survey (Molinari et Al. 2010)  constant surface density between 3 and 7 kpc, however, tfaesu
to trace the Galactic distribution of dense gas and comptrisd density drops significantly at large radii.
to star formation tracers such as the water, methanol masets There is clearly a significant fierence between the surface
UCH u regions identified by HOPS, MMB and the Green Bank density inside and outside of the solar circle. The co-iatatadius
Telescope Hll region Discovery Survey (HRDS; Bania &t aL(®0 is approximately the same as the solar circle (i.es R 8.5kpc),

respectively, to derive the star formation rate per unit gess. which is where the spiral arms — in principle — are less imauairt
The overall distribution of the integrated ammonia emisssovery because the ISM is no longer being shocked as it runs intoran ar
similar to that of the ATLASGAL source distribution showirag So one explanation could be that the spiral arms play an i@apor
very strong peak towards the Galactic centre (cf. Flm role in creating the conditions required for massive stamfiion

2012). Although Longmore et b/, (2012a) found the ammoni an  within the inner Galaxy (e.g. féciently forming molecular clouds
70-500um dust emission to be highly concentrated towards the from the gas entering the spiral arm) compared to the outken@a
Galactic centre they found the distribution of masers and rd- The co-rotation radius is also where the metallicity hasideand
gions to be relatively uniform across the Galaxy. Measutimg  to drop sharply (e.gl. Lepine etlal. 2011) and thereforeattieity
SFR/Longmore et al. (2012a) found it to be an order of madeitu  may also play a role.
lower than what would be expected given the region’s suréae Since the ATLASGAL-MMB sample is primarily tracing mas-
volume densities. sive star formation it is unclear whether thigfdrence in the sur-
We are unable to independently estimate the absolute SFRface density of star formation between the inner and outéax@a
from the MMB and ATLASGAL source counts. However, we can is restricted to the massive SFR or if it is also found in the&-lo
state that we find the fraction of clumps associated with thené- and intermediate-mass star formation; if it is a featurenefrnas-
tion of massive stars is a factor of 3-4 lower in the Galactintoe sive SFR then it could have implications for the IMF. Howewes
compared with that found for the rest of the Galaxy. The lower also possible that the galactocentric massive star foomatirface
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Figure 18. Galactic distribution of the ATLASGAL-MMB sources with knm distances and clump masse40® MyandLyvg > 1,000 Jy km st kpc?). We
show the kinematic positions of our sample as red-in-blgeldw-in-black for the PMC candidates) circles, the sinésvhich give an indication of their
respective dust mass. In the upper right corner we give thesesaor a sample of clumps. We have superimposed the ATLASIBMB source distribution
over a sketch of how the Galaxy is thought to appear if viewsmkfon. This image has been produced by Robert Hurt of theeBcience Center in
consultation with Robert Benjamin and attempts to syn#igesiany of the key elements of Galactic structure using teedaga currently available (Courtesy
NASA/JPL-Caltech; see text for more details). The position o&he is shown by the small circle above the image centre. TheeRamumerals in the corners
refer to the Galactic quadrants and the two white solid liméginating from the location of the Sun enclose the regibthe Galactic Plane overlapped by
the MMB and ATLASGAL surveys, while the two white dashed Briadicate the region towards the Galactic centre excluge@reen & McClure-Giffiths
) as kinematic distance in this region are unreliabhe dot-dashed circles represent the locus of tangentgpaintt the solar circle.

density is simply reflecting the underlying distributionrablecu- be ~560. The sample presented here therefore represents approx
lar and atomic gas in the Galaxy. This is something we willgiev mately 50 per cent of the whole Galactic population of masstar
when distances and masses are available for a larger fauititbe forming clumps that are associated with a methanol maser.
ATLASGAL compact source catalogue. We can take this analysis a step further and estimate the con-

The surface density distribution presented in [Eig. 19 hambe tribution these star forming clumps make to the Galactic 3ARe
determined using only the ATLASGAL-MMB associations thega  take the median clump mass-08000 M, and a SFE of 30 per cent
above the clumps mass and maser luminosity completeness lim then combined we estimate these clumps will produce clsistiéh
By multiplying the surface density in each of the bins in tpist a total stellar mass of 5 x 10° M. The formation time for the
by the area of the bin annulas we estimate the total numbeesf m  most massive stars in these cluster was calculat
sive star forming clumps with massesl000 M, in the Galaxy to (2008) to be~1.5x1Pyr and[Davies et al| (2011) estimated the
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Figure 19. Surface density of ATLASGAL-MMB associated sources as
a function of galactocentric distance. As with [Figl 18 weyoiriclude
ATLASGAL-MMB associations that have masses and maser losities

for which the sample is complete across the Galaxy (Me.z 1,000 M,
andLymp 2 1,000 Jy kmst kpc). The bin size is 0.5 kpc.

combined statistical lifetime of the MYSO and UCiH region
stages to be several %yr, and therefore a reasonable lower limit
for the cluster formation time is likely to be0.5 Myr. However,
most of the total cluster stellar mass comes from lower-ra&ss,
which take longer to form and will increase the cluster fatiora
time to perhaps 1 Myr. Using these two cluster formation tirag

an upper and lower limit we estimate that these methanol mase
associated clumps have combined SFR of between 0.5y M,

and therefore could be responsible for up to half the cu@aiac-

tic SFR~2 M, yr* (Davies et dl. 2011).

5.3 Luminosity-mass correlations

In Sect[ 4. we found a weak correlation between the clumsmas
and maser luminosity and speculated that this may be retated
higher luminosities of the embedded young stars. In thisiaec
we will explore this possible link.

In a recent paper Gallaway et al. (2013) reported the posi-
tional correlation of MMBs with other samples of young higasa
stars such as the RMS (Urquhart €f al. 2008) and with EGOstwhic
are thought to trace shocked gas associated with the outfibws
MYSOs (e.g.| Cyganowski etlal. 2008, 2009). They identified 8
RMS sources (UC hi regions anbr YSOs) within 2 of an MMB
source and found that all of these have luminosities carsistith
the presence of an embedded high-mass star. We have refieated
spatial correlation described by Gallaway et al., howewer,re-
laxed the matching radius to 2@ order to determine the standard
deviation of the @fisets and set the association radius accordingly;
this identifies 137 possible matches. In Eid. 20 we presetutap
the surface density as a function of angular separationdsatihe
matched RMS and MMB sources. The distribution is peakedfat o
sets between 0 and’ Jand rapidly falls & to approximately zero
for separations greater thari.4We consider ATLASGAL-MMB
sources to be associated with an RMS source if fiigebis less
than 4’; this identifies 102 reliable matches, which corresponds to
approximately 20 per cent of the MMB sample in thé 20¢ > 10°
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Figure 20. Surface density of RMS-MMB associations as a function of
separation. We have truncated thaxis of this plot at 18. The bin size is
1”.
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Figure 21. Bolometric luminosity distribution of the RMS sources asso
ated with a methanol maser. The bin size is 0.5 dex.

and 350 > ¢ > 280 region (the RMS survey excluded sources
within 10° of the Galactic centre due to the increased background
confusion and larger distance uncertainties).

Bolometric luminosities have been estimated for the RMS
sources (Mottram et Al. 2010, 2011) and thus allow us to tigate
the luminosity distribution of these RMS-MMB associatiofitie
fluxes used to estimate these luminosities dfecéively clump-
average values and are therefore a measure of the totardiusti-
nosity. However, if we assume that the luminosity is emifred
zero age main sequence (ZAMS) stars then the cluster luitjinos
is dominated by the most massive star in the cluster and sbean
used to probe the correlation between it and the methanotémmas
Since many of these masers are associated with W@dgdions the
ZAMS assumption is reasonable.

The luminosities range from100 to 16 L, with a peak in the
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Figure 22. The bolometric luminosity plotted against clump mass (uppe
panel) and methanol maser luminosity (lower panel). Sauctassified as
YSOs and UCHlII regions are shown as filled and open circlapedively.
The red line show the result of a linear least-squares Igdi@o the whole
sample.

distribution at 1655, (see Fig2lL). The RMS survey is com-
plete for embedded young massive stars with luminositiesna f
times 10 L, (Davies etall 2011) and so the falifon the distri-
bution for luminosities lower than this value is due to inqoete-
ness. The minimum luminosity of a high-mass star 15000 L,
(corresponding to a star of spectral type B3; Boehm-Vit&regs ;
Meynet & Maedet 2003) and so the fact that most of the RMS-
MMB sample £90 per cent) have luminosities above this supports
their association with high-mass star formation.

While the majority of the MMB sources appear to be associ-
ated with massive stars we do find a handful of sources witfi-lum
nosities towards the lower end of the distribution (i.eQ4800 L,).
Errors in the kinematic distance solution could possiblgoant
for a few of these but it is unlikely to explain them all. It the
fore seems likely that these methanol masers are assoeidted
intermediate-mass stars with masses of several solar mdgse is
consistent with the findings bf Minier etldl. (2003) who welbéezto

put a lower limit of~3 M, for strong maser emission. It is possible
that these are intermediate mass protostars that arendtileipro-
cess of accreting mass on their way to becoming a high-mass-pr
star. This is consistent with the mass-size relationstgpudised in
the previous subsection, however, as we will show in the feaxt
paragraphs, there is a strong correlation between clumg aras
bolometric luminosity and therefore these low luminosibyises
also tend to be associated with the lower mass clumps andidwoul
require a high SFEX50 per cent) to form a massive star.

In the upper and lower panels of Higl 22 we plot the bolometric
luminosity as a function of clump mass and methanol masek lum
nosity for these ATLASGAL-MMB-RMS associated sources, re-
spectively. In these plots we indicate the evolutionanetgp clas-
sified by the RMS team, however, a KS test is unable to reject th
null hypothesis that the two source types are drawn from dinges
populations and therefore we do not distinguish between trere.
Again calculating the partial cigcients to remove the dependence
of these parameters on distance we find a strong correlagen b
tween the bolometric luminosity and clump massQ.78 andp-
value< 0.01) and a weaker correlation between the bolometric and
maser luminositiesr£0.42 andp-value < 0.01). The linear log-
log fit to the bolometric luminosity and clump mass gives gslo
of 0.94 + 0.04 and so not only are these two parameters strongly
correlated but their relationship is very close to lineduisvalue is
slightly shallower than the slope efl.3 reported by Molinari et &l.
M) from their analysis of a sample of 42 regions of massiar
formation. However, we note that they use IRAS fluxes to deter
mine source luminosities and this will tend to overestinfaires
for the more distant sources, which are typically also thetmtas-
sive sources. This would lead to a steepening of the luntiyrosi
mass slope when compared to the RMS luminosities, which used
the higher resolution 78m MIPSGAL band to compute luminosi-
ties and therefore should be more reliable.

Assuming that the clump mass remains relatively constant
through the early embedded stages of massive star formatibe
the luminosity increases as both the accretion rate and #%s of
the protostar increase, the source should move verticplisatds in
the mass-luminosity plot. Once theittegion has formed and starts
to disrupt its host clump the source’s luminosity will be stamt
(luminosity of the ZAMS star ionizing the Hregion) and its mass
will begin to decrease resulting in it moving horizontally the
left. Since there is no significantfiérence between the luminosity-
mass distributions of MYSO and UCidregion stages we can as-
sume they have similar ages; at both of these stages coredgrar
burning has begun, however, the UGiHegions are slightly more
evolved and have started to ionise their surroundings. Thetie
data (solid red line in the upper panel of Kigl 22) is a crude ap
proximation of the transition between protostellar and kgion
evolution.

As Gallaway et al. point out, the MMB sources are likely to
be associated with a broad range of evolutionary stateslftvi@s
to UC Hu regions with their luminosity increasing through accre-
tion as they develop. As previously mentioned orB0 per cent
of ATLASGAL-MMB associated sources are associated with the
later stages (i.e., YSO and UCibHl and therefore the majority are
younger and less evolved embedded objects whose luminssity
not yet sifficient to dominate that of its associated cluster. All of
these sources will be located below the red line with mordvedo
H n regions dominating the upper left part of the parameterespac

We have found the mass and bolometric luminosity to be
weakly correlated with the methanol maser luminosity. Thaessn
and bolometric luminosity are strongly correlated withteather
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Figure 23. Examples of the local mid-infrared environment found tafgathe unassociated methanol masers. Images and symbals described in the
caption of Figlll. The contour levels start at &nd increase in steps of-to emphasis any weak compact offdse emission in the vicinity of the methanol
maser. In the upper panels we present images of MMB souregéslibw extended @n emission commonly associated with star forming regiorslean
the lower panels we present images of MMB sources that appéerisolated and therefore possible evolved stars.

(i.e.,r = 0.78) and have very similar correlation values when com- 5.4 The nature of the unassociated MMB sources
pared to the maser luminosity (i.e.= 0.42 and 0.44, respectively),
which might make the underlying cause of the correlatiord iar
distinguish. However, since the maser arises from a pdpualat-
version pumped by far-infrared and submillimetre photamétted
from the embedded YSO, it is the intrinsic luminosity of th8®
that is more likely the fundamental cause of these cormiatiThe
weaker correlation between the bolometric and maser lusities
is probably related to the fact that the former is a measurtbef
total luminosity of the embedded proto-cluster, whereaslafter
is more likely to be driven by a single cluster member, andadat!
maser variability also plays a role.

In Sect[3B we identified 43 methanol masers that were not
matched to an ATLASGAL source. In this section we will exam-
ine the available evidence to try and investigate the naifiteese
sources.

We begin by inspecting the ATLASGAL maps at the locations
of the 43 MMB sources. In many cases, the position of the niaser
coincident with either low-surface brightnessffase submillime-
tre emission, which would have been filtered out by the bamkuu
subtraction used in the source-extraction process, or weapact
emission that fell below the detection threshold used irsthece
extraction. We have measured the peak @7n(flux at the position

A similar correlation between bolometric luminosity and-wa  of the MMB source and estimated the 3ioise from the standard
ter maser luminosity was reported by Urquhart et al. (20 %k deviation of nearby emission-free regions in the map, and baed
a single dish survey of MYSOs and UCiHregions identified by the higher of these two values as the upper limit to the suionei
the RMS survey. Having found a correlation between the nmetha  tre flux. We have used these values with their assigned dissgas
and water maser luminosities for these two advanced stages w discussed in Se¢t.4.1) to estimate an upper limit for theisses
would conclude that the strength of the maser emission is-dom using Eqn. 1 and again assuming a dust temperature of 20 IseThe
inated by the energy output of the central source and noenriv  results are summarised in Table 4.

by source evolution as suggested by Breen et al. (see disnuss As previously mentioned, it is widely accepted that methano
in Sect{4.4]1). One caveat to this is that both models of ivess masers arealmost exclusively associated with high-mass star-
star formation (i.e., monolithic collapse and competiteretion) forming regions. This is supported by many of the findings pre
predict that massive stars gain their mass through acorértben a sented in this paper. One explanations is that these unatsibc
circumstellar disk, and therefore their maser luminogtiikiely to MMB sources are located at larger distances and that their su
increase proportionally with their mass and luminositywdaer, millimetre emission simply falls below the ATLASGAL detemt

the large range of possible final masses of OB stars renders th sensitivity. Indeed, the median distance for the unastextiaaser
maser luminosity insensitive to the current evolutionagge of a sample is~12 kpc, which is much larger than the median value of
particular stars in the same way that the bolometric luniipas ~5kpc found for the ATLASGAL-MMB associations and the KS

insensitive to evolutionary state of the embedded object. test showed the two distributions to be significantlffetient (see
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Table 4.MMB sources without a counterpart in the ATLASGAL catalogue

MMB Namé? MMB Peak Flux 87Q:m Upper Limit Distance z Mass Upper Limit
Qy) (Jy bearn) (kpc) (pc) (M5 beant?)
MMB005.677-00.027 0.79 023 “e “e e
MMB006.881+00.093 3.12 037 178 290 65028
MMB012.776+00.128 0.84 021 130 290 19767
MMB013.696-00.156 1.90 023 109 -297 14746
MMB014.5214+00.155 1.40 020 55 149 3352
MMB015.607-00.255 0.43 022 114 -50.8 16113
MMB016.976-00.005 0.64 020 155 -14 27072
MMB018.440+00.045 1.85 021 116 91 15298
MMB019.614+00.01F 3.99 022 131 25 21032
MMB292.468+-00.168 440 072 79 233 24831
MMB299.772-00.005 15.65 047 e . e
MMB303.507-00.721 2.06 028 109 -1365 17964
MMB303.846-00.363 7.40 027 119 -753 21062
MMB303.869-00.194 0.90 027 e e .y
MMB307.132-00.476 120 034
MMB307.133-00.477 2.36 028
MMB308.715-00.216 1.04 026 e e o
MMB311.551-00.055 1.00 030 56 5.4 5333
MMB311.729-00.735 0.46 031 143 1836 34668
MMB312.501-00.084 119 036 136 -199 36305
MMB312.698+-00.126 1.65 030 144 316 33824
MMB312.702-00.087 0.81 027 58 -88 5034
MMB313.774-00.863 14.30 216 33 -494 12808
MMB316.484-00.310 0.72 033 e e oy
MMB324.789-00.378 115 024 152  -1000 30103
MMB325.659-00.022 0.57 018 174 -6.7 29379
MMB327.282-00.469 5.40 026 145 -1184 29661
MMB327.863+00.098 158 025 e e o
MMB328.385+00.131 1.60 032 180 412 57917
MMB329.526+00.216 181 030 . .y e
MMB330.998+00.093 0.70 020 128 207 17795
MMB331.900-01.186 2.50 083 118  -2445 63607
MMB332.854+-00.817 1.10 025 118 1675 19235
MMB332.960+00.135 2.00 016 37 86 1195
MMB334.933-00.307 3.30 019 94 -504 9148
MMB337.517-00.348 1.50 020 171 -1037 32659
MMB345.205+00.317 0.80 016 115 636 11706
MMB345.949-00.268 153 029 139 -65.1 30605
MMB348.723-00.078 258 022 112 -152 14949
MMB350.470+-00.029 144 016 12 06 134
MMB350.776+00.138 0.65 017 114 275 11929
MMB355.545-00.103 122 055 115 -207 40414
MMB356.054-00.095 0.52 019 .

a Sources with a superscript have been searched for mid-afram

ission by _Gallaway etlal. (2013):and  indicate infrared bright and infrared dark

sources, respectively, andidentifies the sources they were unable to classify.

Fig.[1 for comparison of distance distributions and $edtfd. dis-
cussion). Looking at the estimated upper limits for the mass
find that they are all significantly lower than the 1,009 &sumed

to be the minimum required for massive star formation. Harev
as shown in Sedi. 5.1 it is at least feasible for less massiveps

to form massive stars, but in the majority of cases thesecesur
would need to be significantly smaller than the beam. The only
caveat is that for all of the other ATLASGAL-MMB associatfon
we found a scale-free envelope, but these sources wouldtoeed
be relatively discrete and isolated clumps that are not el

in a larger structure. Alternatively, it is also possiblatthhese
methanol masers are associated with embedded sourcesilihat w
go on to form intermediate-mass stars, in which case the &iw v

ues obtained for the upper limits to the masses may not bball t
important.

Assuming this hypothesis is correct then, even though tee du
emission is too weak to be detected, we might expect to see ass
ciated mid-infrared emission fromftlise nebulosity and evidence
of extinction from dark lanes of dust often seen towardsssite
star formation. bf Approximately 80 per cent of these sosiraee
associated with mid-infrared emission (these are indichiesu-
perscripts given by the MMB name in Table 4), which is simitar
the proportion found by Gallaway etlal. 2013 for the whole MMB
catalogue (i.e., 83 percent). We present a sample of thése fa
colour mid-infrared images in Fig.23 again created by caoinigj
data extracted from the GLIMPSE archive.

The upper middle panel of this figure shows the mid-infrared



image of the MMB source MMB303.5600.721, which is located
at a distance of11kpc. This source is found to have extended
8um emission commonly associated with star-forming regioms a
there is evidence of compact dust emission to the south-efest
the mid-infrared emission. From a visual inspection of the-m
infrared emission we estimate that in approximately a tbirchses
the emission is consistent with this maser being associaittda
more distant star-formation site, however, this is propablower
limit.
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with high mass star formation and we have therefore takearadv
tage of the availability of an unbiased catalogue of thegeatd
compiled by the methanol multibeam (MMOOQ) survey
team to identify a large sample of high-mass star forminghgis.
Cross-matching these two surveys we have identified 577
ATLASGAL-MMB associated clumps within the overlapping re-
gion of both surveys (i.e, 280< ¢ < 20° and|b] < 1.5°) with
two or more methanol masers being detected towards 44 clumps
We find ~90 per cent of the matches are within’1-30) of the

So for a significant fraction of these unassociated methanol peak of the submillimetre emission revealing a strong daticn

masers it is likely that the lack of dust emission can be empthby
them being more distant and their associated dust emissiimgf
below the ATLASGAL detection threshold. However, therelsoa
a small number of sources for which this explanation is nossa
factory. There are three sources that are located at reljathear
distances (i.e., MMB292.4680.168, MMB311.55200.055 and
MMB312.702-00.087) where we would expect to have detected
their dust emission. There are two more that are locatedeafath
distance, but where the far distance allocation puts thechrfar-
ther from the Galactic mid-plane than expected for star flogme-
gions (i.e., MMB311.72900.735 and MMB331.90601.186 that
havez distance of-183.6 and-244.5 pc, respectively), which casts
some doubt on the distance allocation if indeed these aréosta-
ing. However, there is another intriguing possibility whis that
these masers may arise in the circumstellar shells assdaidth
evolved stars (e. 03).

A search of the SIMBAD database revealed that only ten of
these methanol masers were previously known: one identified
the IRAS point-source catalogue; two detected in the BGR&sa
it is likely that their dust emission falls below our detectithresh-
old but is detected by the BGPS due to their superior low seffa
brightness sensitivity; and 7 are included in Robitaillale{2008)
intrinsically red GLIMPSE source catalogue, six of whiclkeyh
classify as YSOs, and one (MMB328.38%.131) they classified
as a possible asymptotic giant branch star. In the lowet pgghel
of Fig.[23, we present the mid-infrared image of the MMB seurc
MMB328.385+00.131 that shows only a single point source coin-
cident with the position of the methanol maser. This poinirse is
isolated in the image and the lack of any extendgsin8mission
or extinction feature, that are commonly associated wahfsrm-
|ng regions, along with the classification made_ b bitel
) from its mid-infrared colours, would suggest thlssma
mlght be associated with an evolved star. However, thiscceunh-
ply be due to a chance alignment along the same line of sighg@n
this association requires further investigation to testetiability.

Currently, there is not enough complementary data availabl
for all of these sources to be able to properly evaluate these
explanations. The Hi-GAL survey of the inner Galactic plate
70-500um ) will provide a way to definitively
test these two possibilities (e.g., Anderson ét al. 2012)waill be

discussed in a future publication.

6 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The ATLASGAL survey [(Schuller et al. 2009; 280< ¢ < 60°)

has identified the Galactic distribution of dust throughtlitsrmal
emission at 87@m and is complete to all massive clumps above
1,000 M, to the far side of the inner Galaxy20 kpc). In total the

ATLASGAL survey has identified some 12,000 compact sources,

many of which have the potential to form the next generatibn o
massive stars. Methanol masers have been found to be dssocia

with column density and the location of a methanol maseriwith
the clumps. We fail to identify any significant 8@fh emission to-
wards 43 MMB sources.

Assuming a dust temperature of 20 K and using distances pro-
vided by Green & McClure-Gfiiths (20111), and derived here, we
are able to estimate the clump masses and radii, column dumgh&o
densities, and methanol maser luminosities for almost 5G6e
ATLASGAL-MMB associations. We find we are complete across
the Galaxy to all dust clumps with masses larger than 1,000 M
hosting a methanol maser with luminosities, 000 Jy kpé. We use
these parameters to investigate the link between methaasémrs
and massive star forming clumps and as a probe of Galactic-str
ture. Our main findings are as follows:

(i) The clump radii cover a range from 0.1 to several parsecs
with the larger clumps generally found at larger distand®ih
a median aspect ratio of 1.4 the ATLASGAL-MMB associations
are fairly spherical centrally condensed structures, kewavith a
medianY-factor of ~5 a significant amount of their mass is located
outside the central region. The position of the methanolemsais
strongly correlated with the peak column density at the recot
the clumps. We find no correlation between the aspect ratioran
factor with distance, which suggests that the envelopetstres of
these massive star forming clumps are scale-free. The exphar
simple clump structure (with masers at the central col dgipsiak
and scale-free radial structure) suggests the formatiammefcen-
tral stellar cluster per clump. Formation of multiple ckrst might
be expected to be accompanied by more complex clump steuctur

(i) We are complete to all dust clumps harbouring a methanol
maser with masses over 1,00Q Mcross the inner Galactic disk
(i.e., ~20kpc). The median clump dust mass3(000 M,) is sig-
nificantly larger than the completeness level, which cordithrat
methanol masers are preferentially associated with maskimps.
Furthermore, assuming a Kroupa IMF and a star formation ef-
ficiency of 30percent we find that 72 percent of these clumps
(i.e., Mcump > 1,000 M) are in the process of forming clusters
hosting one or more 20 Mstar(s). Although 28 per cent of the
clumps have masses lower than 1,000 We find these are also
more compact objects=(.3 pc) that are likely to form either sin-
gle stars or small multiple systems of bound stars that ae\ary
likely to include a massive star. This is supported by theie'map
mass-radius criterion for massive star formation (fiea
M) that shows that 97 per cent of ATLASGAL-MMB associa-
tions have masses and sizes that are consistent with atllatben
massive star forming clumps, including the lower mass churiye
conclude that the vast majority of clumps associated witthareol
masers are in the process of forming high-mass stars.

(i) Inspecting the mass-radius relation for the ATLASGAL
MMB associations we find that a surface density of 0.05gfcm
provides a better estimate of the lower envelope of theidigion
for masses and radii greater than 500avid 0.5 pc, respectively,

than the criterion given by Kdfmann et al.|(2010b). This surface
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density threshold corresponds to @ A 2 mag or visual extinction,
Ay, of ~ 16 mag, which is approximately twice the required thresh-
old determined by Lada etlal. (2010) and Heidermanlet al.qp01
for “efficient” low-mass star formation. This would suggest that
there is a clear surface density threshold required for phiive-
fore star formation can begin but a higher threshold is meguio

for more massive star formation.

(iv) Testing the evolutionary trend reported in the literat(i.e.
IBreen et dll 2011, 2012) between the methanol maser lurtynosi
and clump-averaged volume density we fail to find any cofiia
Although we are able to reproduce the results of these prsvio
studies we find that both parameters have a strong dependance
distance and that once this is removed the correlation legtireem
drops to zero. However, we do find a the bolometric and methano
maser luminosities are correlated with each other.

(v) We have identified seven clumps that have masses large
enough to be classified as massive protocluster (MPC) catedid
which are expected to form the next generation of young meassi
clusters (YMCs) such as the present day Archers and Queattupl
clusters. Using the Galactic plane coverage of this studytha
number of MPC candidates detected we estimate the Galayic p
ulation to be<20+6. This value is twice as many as previously esti-
mated and similar to the number of currently known YMCs, Wahic
would suggest that only a few of these MPC candidates will suc
cessfully convert the 30 per cent of their mass into starsired to
forma YMC.

(vi) The Galactic distribution reveals the Galactic cemigion
having a significantly lower star formatiorffieiency (SFE), than
the rest of the Galaxy covered by this survey, which is bryp#et
even towards the spiral arm tangents. The lower SFE is ptplab
reflection of the much more extreme environment found in #re c
tral region of the Milky Way. Interestingly we find no enhantant
in either the ATLASGAL or ATLASGAL-MMB source counts in
the direction of the Scutum-Centaurus arm tangent, fronckvhie
conclude that this arm is not actively forming stars of ampety

(vii) The galactocentric distribution reveals very sigeeiint dif-
ferences between the surface density of the massive staafion
rate between the inner and outer Galaxy. We briefly specolate
possible explanations, however, it is clear further workeiguired
before the reasons behind thigfdience can be properly under-
stood. Using the surface density distribution with the ctatgmess
levels applied we estimate the total Galactic populatidpete 560,
which means that the sample presented here representsxiappro
mately 50 per cent of the whole population. We estimate the st
formation associated with these methanol maser assodteghs
may contribute up to 50 per cent of the Galactic star fornmatide.

(viii) Bolometric luminosities are available from the litgure
for ~100 clumps and these range betweet00 to 16 L, with
the distribution peaking at10° L. This confirms the association
between methanol masers and massive young stars for 9Qper ce
of this sample of clumps, but also reveals that there are some
masers associated with intermediate-mass stars. For loméros-
ity clumps (i.e. Mgump <1,000 Ly) these may be intermediate-mass
protostars that are still accreting mass and will evenyugdl on to
form a high-mass star, however, these tend to be associétethe
lower mass clumps and would therefore require a Sb&per cent.

It therefore may be the case that a small number of these slump
are destined to only form intermediate-mass stars.

(ix) We investigated the available evidence for the 43 matha
masers towards which no 8fén emission has been detected and
concluded that while perhaps 50 per cent may be more didtant s
forming regions where the dust emission has simply falldovbe

the ATLASGAL surveys sensitivity, the nature of the othersers
is yet to be determined.

This is the first of a series of three papers planned to use the
ATLASGAL survey to conduct a detailed and comprehensive in-
vestigation of high-mass star formation. The main aim o$éhga-
pers is to use the unbiased nature of the dust emission mdgyped
ATLASGAL over the inner Galactic plane to connect the result
derived from dfferent high-mass star formation tracers. In subse-
quent papers we will investigate the dust properties of diased
sample of ultra-compact HIl regions identified from the COBN
survey and a complete sample of massive YSOs identified by the
RMS survey.
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