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ABSTRACT

The nitrogen isotope ratio 14N/15N is a powerful tool to trace Galactic stellar nucleosynthesis and

constraining Galactic chemical evolution. Previous observations have found lower 14N/15N ratios

in the Galactic center and higher values in the Galactic disk. This is consistent with the inside-

out formation scenario of our Milky Way. However, previous studies mostly utilized double iso-

tope ratios also including 12C/13C, which introduces additional uncertainties. Here we therefore

present observations of C14N and its rare isotopologue, C15N, toward a sample of star forming re-

gions, measured by the IRAM 30m and/or the ARO 12m telescope at λ ∼ 3mm wavelength. For

those 35 sources detected in both isotopologues, physical parameters are determined. Furthermore

we have obtained nitrogen isotope ratios using the strongest hyperfine components of CN and C15N.

For those sources showing small deviations from Local Thermodynamical Equilibrium and/or self-

absorption, the weakest hyperfine component, likely free of the latter effect, was used to obtain re-

liable 14N/15N values. Our measured 14N/15N isotope ratios from C14N and C15N measurements

are compatible with those from our earlier measurements of NH3 and 15NH3 (Paper I), i.e., increas-

ing ratios to a Galacticentric distance of ∼9 kpc. The unweighted second order polynomial fit yields
C14N
C15N = (−4.85±1.89) kpc−2×R2

GC+(82.11±31.93) kpc−1×RGC−(28.12±126.62). Toward the outer

galaxy, the isotope ratio tends to decrease, supporting an earlier finding by H13CN/HC15N. Galactic

chemical evolution models are consistent with our measurements of the 14N/15N isotope ratio, i.e. a

rising trend from the Galactic center region to approximately 9 kpc, followed by a decreasing trend

with increasing RGC toward the outer Galaxy.

Keywords: ISM: abundance – ISM: molecules–Galaxy: evolution – Galaxy: abundance – radio lines:

ISM

1. INTRODUCTION

Metallicity enrichment in the Galactic disk occurs through stellar nucleosynthesis, which converts mainly hydrogen

into heavier elements that are then ejected into the interstellar medium (ISM; e.g., Wilson & Rood 1994). Radial

metallicity gradients along the Galactic plane have been identified by observations of various kinds of objects such as

planetary nebulae (e.g. Henry et al. 2010), Hii regions (e.g. Esteban & Garćıa-Rojas 2018), stars and circumstellar

envelopes (e.g. Xiang et al. 2017) and the ISM (e.g. Esteban et al. 2017), revealing support for an inside-out formation

scenario for our Galaxy (Larson 1976). Isotopic abundance ratios in the ISM provide important indicators for stellar

nucleosynthesis, ejection patterns from different stars, and Galactic chemical evolution (GCE) (e.g. Wilson & Rood

1994; Milam et al. 2005). These ratios can be obtained accurately through observations of molecular clouds in the

radio, mm, and submm bands, by analyzing molecular species with more than one stable isotopologue, including
12C/13C (e.g., Yan et al. 2019, 2023), 14N/15N (e.g., Chen et al. 2021, hereafter Paper I), 18O/17O (Penzias 1980;
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Wouterloot et al. 2008; Zhang et al. 2015; Li et al. 2016; Zhang et al. 2020a,b; Zou et al. 2023), 32S/34S (Chin et al.

1996; Yu et al. 2020; Humire et al. 2020; Yan et al. 2023), and isotope ratios with rare isotopologues, that is, 32S/33S,
32S/36S, 34S/33S, 34S/36S, and 33S/36S (e.g., Mauersberger et al. 1996; Yan et al. 2023).

14N/15N is one of the most important tracers of stellar nucleosynthesis and metal enrichment in the ISM, since both

stable isotopes have different synthesis pathways. In brief, both 14N and 15N can be produced in the CNO cycle during

stellar hydrogen burning as a secondary product, while a primary component of 14N can also be formed in asymptotic

giant branch stars (Izzard et al. 2004) and low-metallicity, rotating massive stars (Meynet & Maeder 2002; Limongi

& Chieffi 2018). Therefore, 14N could be considered a more primary product in comparison to 15N. This can result in

an increasing 14N/15N ratio with rising Galactocentric distance (RGC), as predicted by models of GCE (for a detailed

description, see Paper I).

Previous studies of 14N/15N in the ISM have utilized spectral radio lines of various molecular tracers revealing an

increasing trend of 14N/15N with RGC. However, those 14N/15N measurements were mainly deduced from the method

of double isotope ratios (e.g., including HCN, or HNC; Dahmen et al. 1995; Adande & Ziurys 2012; Colzi et al. 2018b;

Loison et al. 2020; Colzi et al. 2022) by additionally using 12C/13C, which may lead to increased uncertainties. CN,

NH3 and N2H
+ are the notable exceptions, which offer a direct assessment of line opacities in the crucial 14N-bearing

main species. For this reason, we are starting a systematic study on Galactic interstellar 14N/15N ratios in these

three tracers. Observations of 14NH3 and 15NH3 toward a large sample of 210 sources with the Shanghai Tianma

65 m radio telescope (TMRT) and the Effelsberg 100 m telescope have been performed (Paper I). Our analysis of
14NH3 and 15NH3 shows a lower abundance ratio toward the Galactic center region with respect to molecular clouds

in the Galactic disk, confirming the Galactic radial 14N/15N gradient previously established (e.g., Colzi et al. 2018b).

However, more data from the Galactic center and sources at large Galactocentric distances (RGC >8 kpc) are still

urgently required to confirm and quantify this gradient more precisely.

In this paper we focus on the cyano radical (CN), which can be detected in a variety of sources with well determined

distances (Section 2.1). Systematic discrepancies of nitrogen isotope ratios obtained from various molecular species

can be related to the selected species to reveal and quantify for the first time chemical aspects caused by potential

fractionation (Roueff et al. 2015; Viti et al. 2019) on a Galaxy wide scale. Observations of the N = 1–0 lines of C14N

and C15N are presented in Section 2. The main results of our measurements are illustrated in Section 3. Section 4

discusses potential processes that could contaminate and affect the nitrogen ratios and provides a detailed comparison

with results from earlier studies. Our main conclusions are summarized in Section 5.

2. SAMPLE AND OBSERVATIONS

2.1. Sample and distances

Trigonometric parallax determination is a very direct and accurate method to measure the distances of sources

from the Sun. Over the past decade, masers have been measured with high angular resolution in approximately 200
massive star-forming regions to determine trigonometric parallaxes and hence, distances as well as proper motions

(e.g. Reid et al. 2014, 2019). A total of 141 sources from previous studies (Wouterloot et al. 1993; Reid et al. 2014,

2019) are selected as targets for our measurement of nitrogen isotope ratios. Among our sample, the distances of 101

sources were obtained from trigonometric parallax measurements (Reid et al. 2014, 2019). For the other 40 sources,

their distance values were derived from the Parallax-Based Distance Calculator V2 1 (Reid et al. 2019). Sources are

allocated to Galactic spiral arms using a Bayesian approach based on their (l, b, v) coordinates in relation to arm

signatures seen in CO and Hi surveys (Weaver 1970; Cohen et al. 1980). The most reasonable distance (near or far)

can be obtained by utilizing a full distance probability density function from the parallax-based distance calculator,

which considers a source’s kinematic distance, displacement from the plane, and proximity to individual parallax

sources. This is considered to be an important improvement to reveal radial variations of 14N/15N in an unbiased way.

The Galactocentric distances of targets were calculated via the heliocentric distance (Roman-Duval et al. 2009),

RGC =

√
[R0 cos(l)− d]2 +R2

0 sin
2(l). (1)

1 http://bessel.vlbi-astrometry.org/node/378

http://bessel.vlbi-astrometry.org/node/378
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Here l is the Galactic longitude. d and R0 are the distance of the source from the Sun (Reid et al. 2014, 2019) and the

distance of the Sun from the Galactic center (8.122 ± 0.031 kpc) respectively. The latter is taken from the Gravity

Collaboration et al. (2018). The source list is presented in the Appendix.

2.2. Observations

2.2.1. IRAM 30m observations

Observations of the N = 1–0 transitions of C14N and C15N lines were performed in 2016 June within project 013-16

(PI Zhiwei Liu), in 2020 August and September within project 004-20 (PI Yaoting Yan), and in 2021 April within

project 125-20 (PI Yaoting Yan), with the Institut de Radio Astronomie Millimétrique (IRAM) 30 m single dish

telescope2, at the Pico Veleta Observatory (Granada, Spain). 104 sources among our sample were observed. The

center frequencies for C14N and C15N were set at 113490.98 and 110024.59 MHz, respectively, with a corresponding

beam size of ∼23′′(Zhang et al. 2020b). An Eight Mixer Receiver (EMIR) with dual polarization and a Fourier

Transform Spectrometer (FTS) backend was used, providing a spectral resolution of 192 kHz or ∼0.5 km s−1 around

112 GHz. A standard position switching mode was employed with the off position at a (30′, 0′) or (30′, 0′) offset in

R.A. and decl., or in azimuth and elevation from the source. The on-source integration time depends on line strength,

with an integration time ranging from 0.5-7 hr for each source. We checked the pointing every two hours toward

nearby strong continuum sources (e.g., 3C 123, or NGC 7027). Focus calibrations were obtained at the beginning of

the observations and during sunset and sunrise toward strong quasars (Yan et al. 2023). The system temperatures

were 200-300 K on an antenna temperature (T ∗
A) scale for the observations, with an root mean square (rms) noise of

10 – 200mK in an unsmoothed channel. The main beam brightness temperature (Tmb) was obtained from the antenna

temperature T ∗
A by multipling its value by the forward to the main beam efficiency (Feff/Beff ∼ 0.94/0.78 = 1.21).

2.2.2. ARO 12 m Observations

Using the ARO 12 m telescope on Kitt Peak, Tuscon, AZ, USA3, with a corresponding beam size of ∼64′′(Kelly

et al. 2015), we carried out our observations of the N = 1–0 transitions of C14N and C15N toward the remaining 37

sources in our sample. For comparison, additional 10 sources targeted by the IRAM 30m were also observed by the

ARO 12m. Observations were performed remotely from Koeln, Germany and Guangzhou University, China, in 2021

March and June within project Yan 20A 1 (PI: Yaoting Yan). The new dual-polarization receiver containing Atacama

Large Millimeter/submillimeter Array (ALMA) Band 3 (83116 GHz) sideband-separating (SBS) mixers was employed.

The new ARO Wideband Spectrometer (AROWS) backend was used, with a 120 MHz bandwidth (6400 channels),

providing a spectral resolution of 18.75 kHz (∼0.05 km s−1). Observations were performed in position switching mode

with an off-position 30′ apart. System temperatures were 150 – 250 K on a T ∗
A scale with an rms noise level of ∼30

mK. The Tmb scale can be obtained from the T ∗
A scale by Tmb = TA/ηb, where ηb is the main beam efficiency correction

factor (e.g., Calahan et al. 2018; Zhang et al. 2020b), with a mean value of ∼0.83 during our observations.

In summary, 104 sources were observed by the IRAM and 47 sources by the ARO telescope, including 10 sources

measured by both telescopes. Observational parameters of our sample are listed in the Appendix.

3. RESULTS

3.1. Spectral Fitting Results

Among the 104 IRAM 30m targets, 28 sources were detected in both N = 1–0 C14N and C15N, while 10 out of 47

ARO targets were detected in both lines. Among the 10 sources observed by both telescopes, three sources (G109.87,

G111.54, and G133.94) were detected in both lines. In total, we detected 35 sources in the C14N and C15N, N =

1–0 lines within our sample of 141 Galactic molecular clouds. The main reason of low detection rate should be low

abundance of C15N, which is typically 100 times lower than that of C14N. Selecting targets with strong CN emission

from future CN survey would be good way to enhance the detection rate. The C14N and C15N spectra for our 35

sources from the IRAM 30 m and ARO 12 m telescopes are presented in Figures 1 and 2, respectively.

The Continuum and Line Analysis Single-dish Software (CLASS) of the Grenoble Image and Line Data Analysis

Software packages 4 (GILDAS, e. g., Guilloteau & Lucas 2000) was employed to reduce the spectral line data. After

2 The IRAM 30 m is supported by the Institut National des Sciences de L’univers/Centre National de la Recherche Scientifique,
(INSU/CNRS, France), Max-Planck-Gesellschaft (MPG, Germany), and Instituto Geográfico Nacional (IGN, Spain).

3 The ARO 12 m is supported by the Department of Astronomy and Steward Observatory of the University of Arizona (USA).
4 http://http://www.iram.fr/IRAMFR/GILDAS/

http://http://www.iram.fr/IRAMFR/GILDAS/
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subtracting baselines and applying Hanning smoothing, the line parameters were obtained from Gaussian fits for

detected lines (signal-to-noise (S/N) ratios >3), with a spectral resolution of ∼1.1 km s−1 for IRAM 30 m and 0.8

km s−1 for ARO 12 m observations, respectively. Line parameters were obtained from Gaussian fits to the C14N and

C15N lines.

11 sources show blended component features in their C14N spectra , i.e., the strongest component (J = 3/2 – 1/2

F = 5/2-3/2) is blended with the J = 3/2 – 1/2 F = 3/2 – 1/2 component (see Figures 1 and 2). For these sources,

we summed line intensities over the entire velocity interval required to cover all component features (using the first

moment by the ”Print” command in CLASS), to determine the integrated intensities of the two spin-doublet transitions

of CN (J = 1/2 – 1/2 and J = 3/2 – 1/2). Table 1 summarizes the spectral line parameters of the 35 sources, including

the integrated intensity and its uncertainty, the LSR velocity, and the main beam brightness peak temperatures of the

C14N and C15N lines.

Table 1. Observational parameters of the N = 1 – 0 rotationnal lines of C14N and C15N obtained from Gaussian fits

Object Telescope Molecule Transition
∫
Tmbdv VLSR Tmb

(Kkm s−1) (km s−1) (K)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

G010.47 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 55.57 ± 3.70 }

88.80 ± 3.70 67.73 ± 0.10
3.86

I2 33.23 ± 0.30 0.32

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.36 ± 0.20 }

0.36 ± 0.20 67.59 ± 0.23 0.09
I2 ...

G009.62 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 55.76 ± 8.90 }

98.03 ± 17.60 4.79 ± 0.52
5.16

I2 42.90 ± 4.80 0.57

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.31 ± 0.01 }

0.31 ± 0.01 4.78 ± 0.72 0.07
I2 ...

G010.621 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 78.79 ± 1.40 }

149.50 ± 1.60 -3.06 ± 0.18
8.92

I2 70.71 ± 0.80 0.82

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.64 ± 0.07 }

0.64 ± 0.07 -2.92 ± 0.31 0.10
I2 ...

G023.43 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 18.31 ± 1.20 }

42.93 ± 3.00 101.63 ± 1.04
1.42

I2 21.13 ± 2.70 0.45

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.22 ± 0.30 }

0.22 ± 0.30 101.41 ± 0.23 0.06
I2 ...

G029.86 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 40.16 ± 6.80 }

63.39 ± 7.70 101.68 ± 1.03
3.58

I2 23.23 ± 3.50 0.44

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.21 ± 0.20 }

0.21 ± 0.20 101.76 ± 0.47 0.05
I2 ...

G013.87 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 34.60 ± 3.40 }

55.79 ± 3.60 50.04 ± 0.52
2.27

I2 21.19 ± 1.00 0.42

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.16 ± 0.03 }

0.16 ± 0.03 50.95 ± 0.27 0.03
I2 ...

G001.14 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 8.94 ± 1.30 }

17.57 ± 1.00 -17.70 ± 0.13
1.28

I2 8.63 ± 0.80 0.44

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.37 ± 0.10 }

0.37 ± 0.10 -17.22 ± 0.20 0.22

Table 1 continued on next page
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Table 1 (continued)

Object Telescope Molecule Transition
∫
Tmbdv VLSR Tmb

(Kkm s−1) (km s−1) (K)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

I2 ...

G029.95 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 40.90 ± 0.30 }

66.69 ± 0.50 96.83 ± 0.28
5.49

I2 25.78 ± 0.40 0.50

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.22 ± 0.10 }

0.22 ± 0.10 98.65 ± 0.34 0.05
I2 ...

G005.88 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 99.70 ± 9.60 }

165.63 ± 10.80 9.53 ± 0.02
11.93

I2 65.92 ± 5.10 1.37

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.54 ± 0.10 }

0.68 ± 0.10 9.30 ± 0.12 0.12
I2 0.14 ± 0.03

G012.81 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 79.39 ± 5.90 }

133.96 ± 6.50 35.35 ± 0.45
6.13

I2 54.56 ± 2.80 1.17

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.74 ± 0.50 }

0.74 ± 0.50 35.50 ± 0.23 0.13
I2 ...

G012.88 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 16.45 ± 1.60 }

28.61 ± 1.90 35.40 ± 0.02
2.03

I2 12.16 ± 0.90 0.62

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.29 ± 0.10 }

0.29 ± 0.10 35.55 ± 0.21 0.07
I2 ...

G049.49 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 107.62 ± 16.50 }

176.60 ± 17.40 61.13 ± 0.52
9.12

I2 68.98 ± 5.60 0.48

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.92 ± 0.20 }

0.92 ± 0.20 61.90 ± 0.44 0.07
I2 ...

G049.48 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 101.65 ± 8.70 }

167.55 ± 9.30 62.31 ± 0.10
7.76

I2 65.89 ± 3.30 0.48

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.34 ± 0.10 }

0.34 ± 0.10 62.05 ± 0.37 0.08
I2 ...

G035.02 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 19.68 ± 5.10 }

34.46 ± 5.40 52.98 ± 0.02
2.69

I2 14.78 ± 1.80 0.34

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.17 ± 0.10 }

0.17 ± 0.10 52.75 ± 0.22 0.12
I2 ...

G035.19 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 45.33 ± 2.71 }

72.22 ± 2.92 35.34 ± 1.27
2.47

I2 26.89 ± 1.09 0.65

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.22 ± 0.20 }

0.22 ± 0.20 35.20 ± 0.38 0.06
I2 ...

G035.14 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 31.73 ± 8.40 }

52.27 ± 6.50 31.41 ± 0.52
2.78

I2 20.54 ± 1.20 0.75

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.22 ± 0.10 }

0.22 ± 0.10 31.89 ± 0.09 0.07
I2 ...

G059.78 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 30.62 ± 0.10 }

49.37 ± 0.40 22.31 ± 0.01
5.27

I2 18.79 ± 0.40 0.64

Table 1 continued on next page
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Table 1 (continued)

Object Telescope Molecule Transition
∫
Tmbdv VLSR Tmb

(Kkm s−1) (km s−1) (K)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.59 ± 0.10 }

0.59 ± 0.10 22.63 ± 0.21 0.20
I2 ...

G069.54 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 38.11 ± 2.80 }

64.37 ± 2.80 12.59 ± 0.07
4.23

I2 26.26 ± 0.40 0.55

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.35 ± 0.10 }

0.35 ± 0.10 12.02 ± 0.41 0.07
I2 ...

G078.12 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 42.92 ± 3.30 }

65.79 ± 3.30 -3.64 ± 0.52
7.41

I2 22.86 ± 0.40 0.81

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.14 ± 0.10 }

0.14 ± 0.10 -3.92 ± 0.17 0.07
I2 ...

G081.75 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 33.16 ± 4.10 }

54.80 ± 7.00 -4.56 ± 0.07
4.49

I2 21.64 ± 5.70 1.03

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.35 ± 0.10 }

0.35 ± 0.10 -4.08 ± 0.21 0.10
I2 ...

G078.88 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 35.65 ± 4.28 }

57.34 ± 5.19 -4.99 ± 0.13
3.99

I2 21.69 ± 2.94 0.23

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.29 ± 0.06 }

0.29 ± 0.06 -4.58 ± 0.60 0.04
I2 ...

G092.67 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 28.61 ± 0.80 }

46.86 ± 0.80 -6.21 ± 0.06
4.49

I2 18.24 ± 0.40 0.47

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.42 ± 0.10 }

0.42 ± 0.10 -5.95 ± 0.20 0.18
I2 ...

G109.87 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 29.75 ± 6.20 }

49.02 ± 6.30 -10.68 ± 0.13
2.57

I2 19.27 ± 1.40 0.37

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.38 ± 0.10 }

0.38 ± 0.10 -10.48 ± 0.21 0.09
I2 ...

ARO C14N, N=1-0
I1 25.86 ± 1.30 }

41.72 ± 3.80 -11.32 ± 0.41
2.21

I2 15.86 ± 3.50 0.32

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.30 ± 0.10 }

0.38 ± 0.10 -10.15 ± 0.12 0.06
I2 0.08 ± 0.01

WB171 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 38.93 ± 3.40 }

46.61 ± 5.10 -6.60 ± 0.52
6.49

I2 7.68 ± 3.80 0.32

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.25 ± 0.10 }

0.25 ± 0.10 -6.72 ± 0.23 0.07
I2 ...

G209.00 ARO C14N, N=1-0
I1 19.27 ± 0.80 }

29.60 ± 1.00 8.67 ± 0.05
3.08

I2 10.32 ± 0.60 1.04

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.06 ± 0.10 }

0.06 ± 0.10 8.13 ± 0.29 0.01
I2 ...

G121.29 ARO C14N, N=1-0
I1 11.31 ± 0.90 }

17.94 ± 0.90 -18.02 ± 0.06
1.82

Table 1 continued on next page
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Table 1 (continued)

Object Telescope Molecule Transition
∫
Tmbdv VLSR Tmb

(Kkm s−1) (km s−1) (K)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

I2 6.63 ± 0.10 0.25

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.10 ± 0.10 }

0.10 ± 0.10 -16.97 ± 0.18 0.06
I2 ...

G111.54 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 38.79 ± 2.30 }

62.77 ± 3.10 -56.53 ± 1.03
2.18

I2 24.00 ± 2.10 0.19

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.17 ± 0.10 }

0.29 ± 0.10 -56.80 ± 0.47 0.04
I2 0.12 ± 0.04

ARO C14N, N=1-0
I1 28.68 ± 2.30 }

47.65 ± 2.12 -57.33 ± 1.03
2.27

I2 18.98 ± 2.21 0.17

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.12 ± 0.03 }

0.12 ± 0.03 -56.88 ± 0.33 0.04
I2 ...

G133.94 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 27.85 ± 2.10 }

44.93 ± 2.10 -46.59 ± 0.02
2.84

I2 17.08 ± 0.20 0.25

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.20 ± 0.10 }

0.10 ± 0.10 -46.16 ± 0.18 0.07
I2 ...

ARO C14N, N=1-0
I1 17.37 ± 0.30 }

27.63 ± 0.30 -47.81 ± 0.41
1.92

I2 10.26 ± 0.10 0.17

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.09 ± 0.10 }

0.15 ± 0.10 -46.33 ± 0.13 0.05
I2 0.05 ± 0.01

G192.60 ARO C14N, N=1-0
I1 21.48 ± 0.20 }

33.98 ± 0.30 7.48 ± 0.04
3.45

I2 12.50 ± 0.20 0.30

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.15 ± 0.10 }

0.15 ± 0.10 7.03 ± 0.10 0.05
I2 ...

G173.48 ARO C14N, N=1-0
I1 14.03 ± 0.20 }

22.36 ± 0.30 -16.21 ± 0.05
1.71

I2 8.33 ± 0.10 0.22

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.13 ± 0.01 }

0.13 ± 0.01 -16.64 ± 0.12 0.04
I2 ...

G123.06 ARO C14N, N=1-0
I1 11.72 ± 0.10 }

18.45 ± 0.10 -30.72 ± 0.06
1.46

I2 6.73 ± 0.10 0.17

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.03 ± 0.10 }

0.05 ± 0.10 -30.27 ± 0.17 0.02
I2 0.02 ± 0.01

G174.20 ARO C14N, N=1-0
I1 11.54 ± 0.20 }

18.60 ± 0.20 -2.88 ± 0.07
1.21

I2 7.05 ± 0.10 0.18

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.10 ± 0.01 }

0.10 ± 0.01 -2.54 ± 0.10 0.06
I2 ...

G211.59 ARO C14N, N=1-0
I1 3.81 ± 0.10 }

5.98 ± 0.10 45.22 ± 0.07
0.44

I2 2.17 ± 0.10 0.19

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.11 ± 0.01 }

0.11 ± 0.01 46.98 ± 0.29 0.04
I2 ...

Table 1 continued on next page
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Table 1 (continued)

Object Telescope Molecule Transition
∫
Tmbdv VLSR Tmb

(Kkm s−1) (km s−1) (K)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

G135.27 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 4.05 ± 0.10 }

6.13 ± 0.10 -71.49 ± 0.02
0.62

I2 2.09 ± 0.10 0.03

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.09 ± 0.02 }

0.09 ± 0.02 -71.66 ± 0.14 0.03
I2 ...

WB380 IRAM C14N, N=1-0
I1 4.50 ± 0.41 }

7.14 ± 0.61 -84.26 ± 0.11
0.59

I2 2.64 ± 0.42 0.22

C15N, N=1-0
I1 0.16 ± 0.04 }

0.16 ± 0.04 -84.51 ± 0.36 0.07
I2 ...

Note— Column(1): source name; column(2): used telescope; column(3): molecule; column(4): transition line, I1 and I2 are
the transition line of J=3/2 – 1/2 and J=1/2 – 1/2, respectively; column(5): the integrated line intensities of the I1 and I2;
column(6): LSR velocity; column(7): main beam brightness temperature for the strongest and weakest component of C14N
are presented in the upper two rows and the peak value of the J = 3/2 – 1/2 feature of C15N, presented in the lower row.

3.2. Line and physical parameters of our sample with detections of C14N and C15N

Given the expected high nitrogen isotope ratios, the C14N lines in clouds with measured C15N emission may be

optically thick, resulting in a non-linear link between the peak Tmb value and the column density of C14N. Due to

spin-rotation interaction, each C14N rotational energy level with N > 0 is split into a doublet, the upper spin-doublet

state, J = 3/2 – 1/2, and the lower spin-doublet state, J = 1/2 – 1/2. Each of these components is further split into a

triplet of states by the spin of the nitrogen nucleus (I1 = 1) (Henkel et al. 1998; Adande & Ziurys 2012). The relative

intensities of the resulting hyperfine (HF) components of C14N are given in Table 2 of Pickett et al. (1998). Following

the method in Gong et al. (2021), and assuming LTE and that the intrinsic width of each HF line is 1 km s−1, the

synthetic line profiles of C14N and C15N, N = 1–0 can be reproduced (see Figure 3). Among the 35 sources with C15N

detection, all HF components were detected in C14N, which allows us to determine the optical depths of C14N. Thus

we determined the optical depth of the C14N, N = 1–0 lines, using HF fits (the “method”command in CLASS, e.g.

Paper I). This method fits all hyperfine components of CN simultaneously. The optical depths of the strongest C14N

component are listed for those 35 sources with C15N detections in column 3 of Table 3.

Assuming conditions of Local Thermodynamic Equilibrium (LTE), the excitation temperature can be estimated

using the expression with derived optical depth (Mangum & Shirley 2015):

Tmb(main HF ) = f [Jv(Tex) − Jv(Tbg)](1 − e−τmain), (2)

where Tmb(main HF ) is the Tmb of the strongest CN hyperfine component (J = 3/2–1/2 F = 5/2–3/2) and f is the

beam filling factor, assuming a value of unity. Tex is the excitation temperature and Tbg is the cosmic background

temperature. Jv(T ) is the equivalent temperature of a black body at temperature T:

Jv(T ) =
hv
k

exp( hv
kT )− 1

, (3)

where k is the Boltzmann constant and h is the Planck constant. The resulting excitation temperatures are listed in

column 4 of Table 3.
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Figure 1. IRAM spectra of those 28 sources with detected C15N lines, after subtracting baselines and applying Hanning
smoothing leading to 1.1 km s−1 wide channels. Vertical red dashed lines mark the line center velocity of the source, determined
by a Gaussian fit to the HCC13CN J = 12–11, HC3N J = 12–11 or OCS 9–8 lines, which were observed simultaneously with
CN.
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Figure 1. (Continued)

3.3. Measured abundance ratios

In Section 3.2, we have calculated the optical depths and excitation temperatures of C14N for the 35 sources with

detections of both C14N and C15N. Those results can be used to derive the 14N/15N ratio, combining the brightness

temperature of spectral lines of C14N and C15N. Under the conditions of LTE and optically thin line emission, the

strongest HF components in CN and C15N were utilized to determine the 14N/15N ratios directly, with relative HF

intensities of C14N and C15N (RHF = 1.25) as weights (Savage et al. 2002; Adande & Ziurys 2012).

14N
15N

=
Tmb(CN)

Tmb(C15N)
×RHF . (4)

In the optically thick case, Tmb(CN) in Equation (4) is replaced by τmain × Tex. Since the main HF line F = 2-1

of C15N is partly blended with the weaker F = 1-0 component (with a relative intensity ratio of 0.418 : 0.165 under
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Figure 2. ARO spectra of those 10 sources with detected C15N lines, after subtracting baselines and applying Hanning
smoothing leading to ∼0.8 km s−1 wide channels. Vertical red dashed lines mark the line center velocity of the source measured
from a Gaussian fit to the OCS J = 9 – 8 line.

(realistic) optically thin conditions (for details, see Table 2), Adande & Ziurys (2012) modeled the observed line to

account for the contribution of the weaker component, giving typical corrections on the order of 10% to 20%. Here we

adopted an uncertainty of 15% when calculating 14N/15N ratios with Equation (4). The corrected 14N/15N results for

our 35 targets are listed in column 10 of Table 3. For those three sources (G109.87, G111.54 and G133.94) measured

by both the IRAM 30 m and ARO 12 m telescope, the unweighted mean value of their C14N/C15N ratios from the

two telescopes was taken for our later analysis, including their errors in the overall error budgets. There is less than a

20% margin of error associated with the C14N/C15N ratio measured by both telescopes (see details in Section 4.1.1).

Possible physical, chemical and observational contaminating effects influencing the abundance ratios are discussed in

Secttions 4.1.1 to 4.1.5.
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Figure 3. Synthetic C14N, N = 1–0 (upper panel) and C15N, N = 1–0 (lower panel) spectra for an intrinsic line width of 1.0
km s−1 and a Gaussian line shape.

Table 2. Line Parameters for C14N and C15N

Species Transition Hyperfine Frequency Hyperfine Relative Aul gu EU

Component MHz Intensity (s−1) (K)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

C14N N = 1 – 0, F = 1/2 – 1/2 113123.34 0.0123 1.2866E-06 2 5.43004

J = 1/2 – 1/2 F = 1/2 – 3/2 113144.19 0.0988 1.0529E-05 2 5.43003

F = 3/2 – 1/2 113170.53 0.0988 5.1449E-06 4 5.43230

F = 3/2 – 3/2 113191.32 0.1235 6.6828E-06 4 5.43229

N = 1 – 0, F = 3/2 – 1/2 113488.14 0.1235 6.7361E-06 4 5.44755

J = 3/2 – 1/2 F = 5/2 – 3/2 113490.98 0.3333 1.1924E-05 6 5.44668

F = 1/2 – 1/2 113499.64 0.0988 1.0629E-05 2 5.44810

F = 3/2 – 3/2 113508.93 0.0988 5.1902E-06 4 5.44754

F = 1/2 – 3/2 113520.41 0.0123 1.2995E-06 2 5.44809

C15N N = 1 – 0, F = 1 – 1 109689.61 0.1638 7.0958E-06 3 5.26510

J = 1/2 – 1/2 F = 1 – 0 109708.99 0.0847 3.6717E-06 3 5.26517

F = 0 – 1 109733.65 0.0829 1.0777E-05 1 5.26722

N = 1 – 0, F = 1 – 1 110004.09 0.0854 3.7021E-06 3 5.28020

J = 3/2 – 1/2 F = 1 – 0 110023.54 0.1653 7.1603E-06 3 5.28027

F = 2 – 1 110024.59 0.4179 1.0864E-05 5 5.28118

Note—Column(1): species; column(2): transitions; column(3): HF components of C14N and C15N; column(4): frequency
from the JPL Molecular Spectroscopy Catalog (Pickett et al. 1998); column(5): HF relative intensity of C14N and C15N;
column(6): Einstein coefficient for spontaneous emission; column(7): upper state degeneracy; column(8): energy of the
lower level above the ground state; column(9): energy of the upper level above the ground state.

4. DISCUSSION

4.1. Possible effects on abundance ratios
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Table 3. Line Parameters for C14N and C15N

Object Telescope τmain Tex Tkin Dsun RGC R12(CN) R12(C
15N) Rmean

C14N
C15N

C14N
C15N

N

(K) (K) (kpc) (kpc)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12)

G010.47 IRAM 0.1(0.1) 6.9(0.6) 32.4 8.2(0.1) 1.6(0.1) 0.60(0.04) 1.51(0.11) 45.8(15.9) 104.4(36.2)

G009.62 IRAM 1.0(0.1) 11.5(0.1) 22.6 3.9(0.3) 3.2(0.3) 0.90(0.02) 1.43(0.12) 179.9(67.7) 241.4(90.8)

G010.621 IRAM 0.8(0.1) 20.1(0.1) 13.1 4.8(0.2) 3.4(0.2) 1.15(0.17) 2.15(0.28) 92.1(32.0) 230.0(80.0)

G023.43 IRAM 13.0(0.2) 4.5(0.1) ... 5.5(0.8) 3.6(0.4) 0.58(0.13) 0.96(0.05) 974.6(546.8) 204.7(168.4)

G029.86 IRAM 1.0(0.1) 8.9(0.1) 23.1 6.9(0.7) 4.1(0.1) 0.63(0.01) 1.24(0.09) 198.2(107.6)

G013.87 IRAM 0.8(0.1) 7.4(0.1) 86.0 3.9(0.2) 4.4(0.2) 0.77(0.15) 1.27(0.03) 76.8(25.6) 383.8(127.8)

G001.14 IRAM 10.8(1.3) 4.3(0.2) 47.0 3.7(0.3) 4.4(0.3) 0.97(0.17) 1.30(0.16) 228.4(113.7)

G029.95 IRAM 0.1(0.1) 8.6(0.1) 33.0 6.9(0.7) 4.4(0.1) 0.61(0.07) 1.56(0.05) 108.2(55.6)

G005.88 IRAM 0.1(0.1) 15.1(0.4) 39.7 2.9(0.2) 5.2(0.2) 0.66(0.08) 0.26(0.08) 1.32(0.09) 104.6(24.8) 324.4(76.8)

G012.81 IRAM 3.5(0.1) 9.7(0.1) 15.6 2.9(0.3) 5.3(0.3) 0.69(0.06) 1.53(0.04) 282.2(110.2) 267.7(104.5)

G012.88 IRAM 4.5(0.1) 5.2(0.1) 23.0 2.9(0.3) 5.7(0.3) 0.74(0.09) 1.46(0.05) 368.2(214.4) 266.8(155.4)

G049.49 IRAM 0.1(0.1) 12.3(0.3) 24.4 5.5(0.3) 6.2(0.1) 0.75(0.22) 1.29(0.11) 131.3(55.9) 188.5(80.2)

G049.48 IRAM 0.1(0.1) 10.9(0.3) 25.6 5.5(0.3) 6.2(0.1) 0.65(0.06) 1.35(0.07) 100.9(40.3) 170.1(68.0)

G035.02 IRAM 2.5(0.1) 6.1(0.1) 23.7 2.9(0.7) 6.4(0.4) 0.64(0.11) 1.12(0.05) 133.2(69.1)

G035.19 IRAM 7.4(0.1) 5.6(0.1) 17.1 2.2(0.2) 6.5(0.2) 0.59(0.04) 1.31(0.08) 765.4(394.8) 322.9(166.6)

G035.14 IRAM 8.5(0.1) 6.0(0.1) 17.1 2.2(0.2) 6.5(0.1) 0.65(0.18) 1.40(0.11) 819.7(437.8) 330.7(176.6)

G059.78 IRAM 2.8(0.1) 8.9(0.1) 25.7 2.2(0.1) 7.3(0.1) 0.61(0.01) 1.23(0.09) 128.7(49.5)

G069.54 IRAM 4.4(0.1) 7.5(0.1) 14.6 4.1(0.6) 7.6(0.1) 0.69(0.05) 1.29(0.10) 490.0(276.5)

G078.12 IRAM 1.1(0.1) 14.5(0.1) 21.9 1.1(6.2) 7.9(0.4) 0.53(0.04) 1.16(0.12) 252.1(169.4)

G081.75 IRAM 7.9(0.1) 7.8(0.1) 19.4 2.3(0.4) 8.0(0.1) 0.61(0.11) 1.25(0.11) 641.2(272.7)

G078.88 IRAM 0.5(0.1) 13.6(0.1) 45.2 2.9(1.2) 8.2(0.2) 0.65(0.19) 1.06(0.06) 161.4(83.3)

G092.67 IRAM 3.8(0.1) 7.9(0.1) 28.9 1.6(0.1) 8.4(0.1) 0.64(0.02) 1.16(0.10) 176.5(69.3)

G109.87 IRAM 10.8(0.1) 5.7(0.1) 19.5 0.8(0.1) 8.4(0.1) 0.65(0.14) 1.09(0.03) 742.2(301.4)

ARO 7.0(0.1) 5.3(0.1) 19.5 0.8(0.1) 8.4(0.1) 0.61(0.14) 0.26(0.10) 1.07(0.05) 616.5(208.3)

WB171 IRAM 0.1(0.1) 9.6(0.3) ... 0.8(0.1) 8.4(0.1) 0.53(0.10) 1.09(0.08) 95.0(39.4)

G209.00 ARO 0.1(0.1) 6.1(1.4) 112.1 0.4(0.1) 8.5(0.1) 0.54(0.04) 1.35(0.24) 273.9(224.8)

G121.29 ARO 3.3(0.1) 5.0(0.1) 18.0 2.4(0.9) 8.6(0.6) 0.62(0.07) 1.25(0.08) 314.2(147.8)

G111.54 IRAM 2.1(0.1) 5.6(0.1) 22.3 2.7(0.1) 9.4(0.1) 0.66(0.09) 1.08(0.07) 326.4(192.8)

ARO 2.4(0.1) 5.7(0.1) 22.3 2.7(0.1) 9.4(0.1) 0.59(0.05) 1.18(0.04) 336.1(169.2)

G133.94 IRAM 3.1(0.1) 6.2(0.1) 21.2 2.0(0.1) 9.6(0.1) 0.61(0.05) 1.22(0.05) 291.5(109.3)

ARO 3.4(0.1) 5.1(0.1) 21.2 2.0(0.1) 9.6(0.1) 0.59(0.01) 1.15(0.07) 357.3(131.0)

G192.60 ARO 2.0(0.1) 7.2(0.1) 16.1 1.7(0.1) 9.7(0.1) 0.58(0.01) 1.14(0.02) 279.6(98.4)

G173.48 ARO 2.7(0.1) 4.9(0.1) 25.7 1.7(0.1) 9.8(0.1) 0.58(0.01) 1.12(0.03) 345.4(120.1)

G123.06 ARO 3.1(0.1) 4.6(0.1) 21.8 2.5(0.3) 9.9(0.2) 0.59(0.01) 1.24(0.04) 671.4(287.3)

G174.20 ARO 3.9(0.1) 4.2(0.1) 22.6 2.1(0.1) 10.2(0.1) 0.61(0.01) 1.18(0.02) 306.9(103.9)

G211.59 ARO 2.3(0.3) 3.4(0.1) ... 4.3(0.2) 12.1(0.2) 0.57(0.03) 1.01(0.06) 205.2(117.5)

G135.27 IRAM 0.3(0.1) 5.6(0.1) ... 5.6(0.4) 13.1(0.4) 0.52(0.03) 1.06(0.08) 20.3(16.0)

WB380 IRAM 1.9(0.3) 3.6(0.1) ... 9.8(0.7) 15.9(0.6) 0.59(0.11) 1.20(0.08) 98.7(47.8)

Note—Column(1): The 35 sources; column(2): used telescope; column(3): the peak optical depth of the main group of HF
components of C14N, from the intensity ratio method (Chen et al. 2021); column(4): Tex from the radiative transfer function;
column(5): the kinetic temperatures for our sources derived by Hill et al. (2010), Dunham et al. (2011), Svoboda et al. (2016)
and Paper I, which were estimated from the para-NH3 (1, 1) and (2, 2) transitions; column(6): heliocentric distance with error.
For two sources (WB171 and WB380) without parallax data, kinematic distances were estimated (see details in Section 2.1);
column(7): Galactocentric distance with error from the heliocentric distance; column(8)-(9): R12(CN) and R12(C

15N) are the
integrated intensity ratios of the J=1/2 1/2 to J=3/2 1/2 spin-doublet lines, with values of 0.5 and 0.28, respectively, in the
optically thin case under LTE conditions (see Section 4.1.2); column(10): the opacity corrected C14N/C15N ratios of our sources,
making use of the strongest HF component of CN. column(11): Modified C14N/C15N results for those 12 sources, which suffer
from LTE deviations and/or self-absorption in C14N. In these cases the weakest HF component of C14N was used to estimate the
14N/15N ratio, which will be used in later analysis (see details in Section 4.1.1 and 4.1.3).
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4.1.1. Observational effects

The linear beam sizes of sources vary as a function of distance and the presence of more dispersed low-density gas

within larger beam sizes of sources at greater distance may impact the resulting isotope ratios. Additionally, there

could be a potential bias towards brighter and more massive sources that could consistently have higher opacities

(Wouterloot et al. 2008; Zhang et al. 2020b; Chen et al. 2021; Zou et al. 2023), which could lead to an underestimation

of the C14N/C15N ratios. To evaluate potential impacts of beam dilution on our ratios, we present the isotope ratio

against the heliocentric distance in Figure 4. While there is a large scatter in the ratios at small distances, only low

values are found in the few sources at large distances, which will be explained in Section 4.2. There is at least no

strong dependence between the ratio and the distance.

Figure 4. Our 14N/15N isotope ratios from C14N and C15N, plotted against the heliocentric distance.

As mentioned in Section 3.1, three sources out of our sample (G109.87, G111.54, and G133.94) were detected by

the IRAM 30m and ARO 12 m telescopes in both isotopologues, which have a beam area difference of approximately

eight. This provides an opportunity to investigate the effects of beam dilution between data from the two telescopes.

Comparisons show that the spectra of G109.87 and G111.54 are similar, i.e., all individual spectral lines from the

same source show similar line profiles and peak temperatures on both telescopes. It suggests that these two sources

are extended, i.e., their sizes are larger than both beam sizes. For G133.94, all individual spectral lines of C14N and

C15N show a stronger signal in the IRAM 30 m observations, with respect to the ARO 12 m measurement (see Figure

5). This means that the source size should be smaller than the ARO beam size, and the dilution effect on individual

spectral lines is not negligible.

The abundance ratio results of the three sources (G109.87, G111.54, and G133.94) detected by both telescopes

were compared. Within the error limits identical results can be found toward these three sources (see Table 3). This

suggests that the beam dilution effect has no significant impact on our ratio results.

4.1.2. LTE deviations in C14N and C15N
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Figure 5. The spectra of C14N (upper panels) and C15N (lower panels) of those three sources detected by both the IRAM
30m (right column) and the ARO 12m telescopes (left column). Vertical red dashed lines mark the line center velocity of the
source measured from Gaussian fits to the OCS 9–8 or HCC13CN J = 12–11 line.
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LTE deviations in CN may affect the reliability of using the strongest HF components to determine the 14N/15N

ratio. Therefore, evaluating the LTE deviations for our 35 targets is necessary. The integrated intensity ratio of the J

= 1/2 1/2 to J = 3/2 1/2 spin-doublet lines, R12(CN) can be used to estimate the LTE deviation effect (Henkel et al.

1998):

R12(CN) =
I(J = 1/2− 1/2)

I(J = 3/2− 1/2)
, (5)

where I represents the intensity of a given line and R12(CN) has a theoretical value of 0.5 in the case of optical thin

lines under LTE conditions, reaching the limit of unity in case of extremely high opacities. Using our observational

data, we calculated the values of R12(CN) for all 35 targets (Table 3). Except one source (G010.621), all R12(CN)

values of our sample are smaller than unity but slightly larger than 0.5, which may provide evidence for C14N line

saturation (Henkel et al. 1998).

Four slightly stronger HF components of C14N, namely the J = 1/2 – 1/2 F = 1/2 – 3/2 and F = 3/2 – 1/2, J =

3/2 1/2 F = 1/2 – 1/2 and F = 3/2 – 3/2 features (Figure 3), are likely all optically thin and should have the same

intensities under LTE conditions (without including the component J = 1/2 – 1/2 F = 3/2 – 3/2, which is stronger

than these four components). We find that those four HF components show slightly different intensities from spectra,

which are likely caused by non-significant LTE deviations. Thus, to quantify ”non-significant” LTE deviations for our

sources, we calculated two integrated intensity ratios of J = 1/2 1/2 F = 1/2 – 3/2 to F = 3/2 – 1/2 and J = 3/2

1/2 F = 1/2 – 1/2 to F = 3/2 – 3/2, and then derived the mean value (Rmean) of these two ratios (Table 3). The

Rmean values of those 34 sources range from 0.95 – 1.56, which is consistent with the theoretical value of unity in the

case of optical thin lines under LTE conditions. This supports non-significant LTE deviations in them.

Toward G010.621, the remaining target out of our sample of 35 detected sources, R12(CN) is 1.15 with low optical

depth (τmain is approximately 0.8, see Table 3), suggesting severe deviations from LTE (Henkel et al. 1998). And

this is supported by its Rmean of ∼2.15, which is much larger than the LTE theoretical value of unity. The spectral

features also support significant LTE deviations in this source (Figure 6). Under LTE conditions, the J = 1/2 – 1/2

F = 3/2 – 3/2 component is the strongest one and the J =1/2 – 1/2 F = 3/2–1/2 line has the same intensity as the

J = 1/2 – 1/2 F = 1/2 – 3/2 component (see details in Figure 3). However, the CN spectra in this source show the

J =1/2 – 1/2 F = 3/2 – 1/2 component is stronger than the J = 1/2 – 1/2 F = 3/2 – 3/2 and the J = 1/2 – 1/2 F

= 1/2 – 3/2 component.

For C15N, two out of 35 sources (G005.88, G109.87) were detected in both the J = 1/2 – 1/2 and J = 3/2 – 1/2

spin-doublet lines. Thus, we also evaluated the LTE deviations in C15N of these two sources. The estimated R12(C
15N)

values of these sources are 0.26 ± 0.08 and 0.26 ± 0.10 (see Table 3), which are consistent with the theoretical value

of 0.28. This indicates that C15N LTE-deviations are not significant.

4.1.3. Self-absorption

Self-absorption of CN lines would be significant if clouds contain outer envelopes with properties similar to those of

diffuse clouds, where the optical extinction Av approximately equals unity (Crutcher et al. 1984). This can influence

the optical depth when using HF line ratios to derive it (for details, see Section 3.2) and challenge the validity of

opacity-corrected C14N/C15N ratios. Observationally, effects of self-absorption include apparent shifts in line velocity

and non-LTE HF line ratios (Purcell et al. 2006; Chen et al. 2010, 2013). To access the self-absorption of CN lines in our

sample, we compared our line center velocities of CN with those of other molecular lines, e.g. those of HC3N, HCC13CN

J = 12–11 and OCS 9–8, which were detected simultaneously with the CN lines. These molecular transitions should

be considered as optically thin, due to the low intensity with a main beam brightness peak temperature below 0.6K

(see Figure 1 and 2). Comparisons show that 12 (including G010.62, the source with most notable LTE deviations) of

our 35 sources display a shift in line center velocity between CN and other molecular lines, ranging from from 1.02 to

2.99 km s−1 (see Table 4). Toward these 12 sources, self-absorption, i.e. an apparent self-absorption dip, can also be

found (Figures 1 and 2). The CN line profile for seven sources among them is asymmetric and blue-shifted with respect

to optically thin lines, and the other 5 sources have asymmetic line profiles with redshifted line velocity. Therefore

we suggest that these 12 of our 35 sources should have suffered from self-absorption through multiple emitting regions

along the line of sight, giving rise to complex line profiles (Purcell et al. 2006; Chen et al. 2013). To account for this

effect, we have chosen a special cautionary procedure for the evaluation of 14N/15N abundance ratios that is described

in Section 4.1.5.
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Figure 6. IRAM spectra of G010.621 with detected C15N lines, demonstrating LTE deviations in CN. Vertical red dashed lines
mark the line center velocity of the source for the strongest hyperfine component derived from a Gaussian fit to HCC13CN J =
12–11 line.

4.1.4. Isotope selective photodissociation

Additionally, isotope-selective photodissociation has been suggested as the predominant mechanism of N-

fractionation (Heays et al. 2014; Visser et al. 2018; Furuya & Aikawa 2018). This was supported by recent observation

results toward the prototypical pre-stellar core L1544 (Spezzano et al. 2022). However, it is not supported by measure-
ments toward the Orion molecular clouds. The measured 14N/15N ratio in the Orion Bar (photodissociation region,

361 ± 141) is somehat higher but within the large error bars consistent with that in the star-forming region Orion-KL

(234 ± 47, Adande & Ziurys (2012)), and the Orion Nebula Cluster (G209.00, 322 ± 264, our results).

4.1.5. Nitrogen fractionation

The potential of chemical nitrogen fractionation should be briefly discussed in order to determine correct isotopic

abundance ratios from observed C14N/C15N line intensities. With respect to astrochemical models, nitrogen fraction-

ation remains inconclusive (Rodgers & Charnley 2008; Lis et al. 2010; Roueff et al. 2015; Colzi et al. 2018a; Wirström

& Charnley 2018; Viti et al. 2019; Loison et al. 2019).

Isotope-exchange reactions were considered as the main mechanism to cause nitrogen fractionation, which leads to a
15N enhancement in CO-depleted dense gas at low temperatures of <10 K (Adams & Smith 1981; Terzieva & Herbst

2000; Charnley & Rodgers 2002; Rodgers & Charnley 2008; Fontani et al. 2015; Colzi et al. 2018b; Loison et al. 2019).

However, such reactions at low temperatures may be hindered by an entrance barrier, as this barrier impedes the

interaction of atoms, ions, and molecules, leading to an unchanged 14N/15N ratio (Roueff et al. 2015; Wirström &

Charnley 2018). This has been demonstrated observationally by Fontani et al. (2015) and Colzi et al. (2018a). They

conducted a survey of 14N/15N isotope ratios with HCN, HNC and N2H
+ towards high-mass star-forming regions

in different evolutionary stages and found no trend of the 14N/15N ratio with evolutionary stage. Moreover, all our
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Table 4. Comparsions of shifts in line velocity

Object V CN
LSR VLSR shifts in line velocity

(km s−1) (km s−1) (km s−1)

(1) (2) (3) (4)

G010.47a 64.88 67.36 2.48

G009.62b 4.93 3.29 1.65

G010.621a -3.66 -2.00 1.65

G023.43b 104.33 101.34 2.99

G013.87b 51.06 48.58 2.48

G005.88b 10.11 8.44 1.67

G012.81a 33.85 35.84 1.99

G012.88b 35.85 32.86 2.99

G049.49a 59.03 61.06 2.03

G049.48a 59.33 61.32 1.99

G035.02b 32.26 33.28 1.02

G035.19a 31.35 34.34 2.99

Note—Column(1): source name; column(2): LSR velocity of the strongest HF component of C14N; column(3): LSR
velocity of optically thin lines, e.g. HCC13CN J = 12–11, HC3N J = 12–11 and OCS 9–8; column(4): absolute shifts
in line velocity of C14N compared to optically thin lines. a The line profile is asymmetric and blue-shifted. b The line
profile is asymmetric and red-shifted.

sources have known kinetic temperatures higher than 10 K (Table 3 and Paper I). This implies that the C14N/C15N

ratios are not seriously affected by fractionation effects.

For our sample, we have plotted our measured C14N/C15N ratios against the gas kinetic temperature Tkin (see Figure

7), to investigate the N-fractionation effect. Kinetic temperatures were derived from the para-NH3 (1, 1) and (2, 2)

transitions (Hill et al. 2010; Dunham et al. 2011; Svoboda et al. 2016; Chen et al. 2021). No obvious correlation can be

found between the nitrogen isotope ratio and Tkin. This indicates that N-fractionation, as a temperature-dependent

effect, should be negligible for our measured ratios.

However, nitrogen fractionation may be scale dependent, possibly indicating a local effect, and observations with

different beam sizes may yield different 14N/15N values (Colzi et al. 2019). Our single-dish telescopes with relatively

large beam sizes are likely to include diffuse low density gas that may be influenced by the interstellar radiationn field.

Thus higher resolution observations should be useful for probing the N-fractionation effect in more detail, including

both the molecular cores and the outskirts.

In summary, 12 of our 35 sources suffer from LTE deviations (G010.62, Section 4.1.2) and/or self-absorption (for

details, see Section 4.1.3), which could question the validity of employing the strongest HF components to obtain the
14N/15N ratio. To minimize these effects on our results, we used the weakest HF component (J = 1/2 – 1/2 F =

1/2 – 1/2) of C14N rather than the strongest HF component (J = 3/2 – 1/2 F = 5/2-3/2) to estimate the 14N/15N

ratio toward those 12 sources (Crutcher et al. 1984; Savage et al. 2002). It is noteworthy that we continue to utilize

the main F = 2 - 1 HF line of C15N and the corresponding weighted theoretical RHF value of 34. The relatively low

intensity of the weakest HF component should minimize self-absorption effects. And the weakest HF components of

those 12 sources are individually strong enough (with Tmb exceeding 0.3 K and signal-to-noise ratios larger than 5) to

be used for our analysis. The new results of 14N/15N for these 12 sources are obtained and listed in Table 3 (column

12).

Previous 14N/15N meaasurements toward sources belonging to our sample were investigated and comparisons were

made between them and our 14N/15N results. Out of our 35 sources, 7 sources were measured previously in a variety

of molecular species (e.g., CN, NH3, HNC, and HCN) by different telescopes (for details, see Table 5). In case of six

of these sources, the measured 14N/15N ratios from different tracers, taking into account opacity effects, are consistent
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Figure 7. 14N/15N ratios plotted against gas kinetic temperature. No correlation is found between gas kinetic temperature
and nitrogen isotope ratios.

with each other within uncertainties (see Figure 8). In the case of the seventh source, G010.47 (in the Galactic center

region), the measured isotope ratio 14N/15N is ∼123 from C14N/C15N (here, by IRAM 30 m observations) and the
14NH3/

15NH3 value ∼13 from Effelsberg 100m. Due to the peculiarity and complexity of the Galactic center region, it

was excluded in the current Galactic chemical evolution models (e.g., Romano et al. 2017, 2019). Both high and low
14N/15N ratios measured in this region may imply strong effects on nitrogen abundance due to both nucleosynthesis

and chemical fractionation and more measurements and modeling work are needed (see details in Section 4.1 from

Paper I). However, we feel that a ratio of ∼13 is unrealistically low in view of all the other measured ratios and should

be checked.

4.2. The Galactic interstellar 14N/15N gradient

Our 35 objects in this work are located at various Galactocentric distances ranging from 0 - 16 kpc, allowing us

to study the Galactocentric trend of the 14N/15N ratio. Figure 9 displays our measured C14N/C15N isotope ratios

(hollow red squares) against RGC, showing an increasing trend up to ∼9 kpc and then a decreasing one toward the

outer Galaxy, though there are only a few sources with RGC >9 kpc. An unweighted second order polynomial fit

was performed for our data, to avoid biasing 14N/15N results towards low values with small error bars. It yields
C14N
C15N = (−4.85 ± 1.89) kpc−2 × R2

GC + (82.11 ± 31.93) kpc−1 × RGC − (28.12 ± 126.62). Taking the 12 sources with

potential self-absorption and/or LTE deviations out of the sample does not significantly change this trend.

For comparison, previous results on the trend of the 14N/15N ratio through different tracers are also investigated,

including NH3 (Paper I) and HCN measurements from Colzi et al. (2022). The results based on NH3 observations

(hollow black triangles and black solid line) are also plotted in Figure 9. Considering that the H13CN/HC15N results

from Colzi et al. (2022) may suffer from uncertainties, using relatively early measurements of 12C/13C (Milam et al.

2005) and distance values, we therefore used the most recent 12C/13C ratios (Sun et al. 2024) and distance values from
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Table 5. Comparison of our results with 14N/15N ratios from the literature

Object Species α(2000) δ(2000)
14N
15N

Telescope/Beam size References

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

G209.00/Orion-KL CN 05:35:15 -05:23:14 322 ± 264 ARO 12 m/64′′ This paper

NH3 05:35:14 -05:22:29 270 ± 72 Effelsberg 100 m/40′′ Paper I

NH3 05:35:14 -05:22:46 170 ± 100 Effelsberg 100 m/40′′ Hermsen et al. (1985)

G010.47 CN 18:08:38 -19:51:50 123 ± 43 IRAM 30 m/23′′ This paper

NH3 18:08:38 -19:51:49 13 ± 6 Effelsberg 100 m/40′′ Paper I

G035.02 CN 18:54:00 +02:01:19 157 ± 81 IRAM 30 m/23′′ This paper

HNC 18:54:00 +02:01:19 258 ± 100 IRAM 30 m/29′′ Colzi et al. (2018b)

HCN 18:54:00 +02:01:19 350 ± 99 IRAM 30 m/29′′ Colzi et al. (2018b)

G035.19 CN 18:58:13 +01:40:35 380 ± 196 IRAM 30 m/23′′ This paper

HNC 18:58:13 +01:40:36 330 ± 90 IRAM 30 m/29′′ Colzi et al. (2018b)

HCN 18:58:13 +01:40:36 349 ± 94 IRAM 30 m/29′′ Colzi et al. (2018b)

NH3 18:58:07 +01:37:11 143 ± 50 Effelsberg 100 m/40′′ Paper I

G049.49/W51 D CN 19:23:40 +14:31:05 222 ± 59 IRAM 30 m/23′′ This paper

NH3 19:23:39 +14:31:07 230 ± 94 Effelsberg 100 m/40′′ Paper I

NH3 19:23:39 +14:31:10 400 ± 200 Effelsberg 100 m/40′′ Mauersberger et al. (1987)

G081.75 CN 20:39:01 +42:24:59 754 ± 321 IRAM 30 m/23′′ This paper

NH3 20:39:01 +42:24:58 603 ± 213 Effelsberg 100 m/40′′ Paper I

G111.54/NGC 7538 CN 23:13:45 +61:28:10 384 ± 227 IRAM 30 m/23′′ This paper

CN 23:13:45 +61:28:10 395 ± 199 ARO 12 m/64′′ This paper

HNC 23:13:43 +61:28:10 318 ± 137 IRAM 30 m/29′′ Colzi et al. (2018b)

HCN 23:13:43 +61:28:10 317 ± 88 IRAM 30 m/29′′ Colzi et al. (2018b)

Note—Column(1): source name; column(2): species; column(3): R.A. (J2000); column(4): decl. (J2000); column(5): resulting
nitrogen isotope abundance ratio; column (6): applied telescope and corresponding beam size; column(7): references.

the Parallax-Based Distance Calculator (Reid et al. 2019), to modify those measurements. The modified results were

fitted by a parabolic line, following Colzi et al. (2022), which is also presented in Figure 9. We find that measurements

of all tracers (NH3, HCN and CN) show the trend of increasing 14N/15N against the galacocentric distance (to ∼9

kpc), though measured 14N/15N values show unsystematic differences between different tracers (Figure 9). Toward

the outer Galaxy, measured 14N/15N values tend to decrease, though our results from CN show a steeper decreasing

trend with respect to results from H13CN/HC15N (Colzi et al. 2022). This causes the low values at large heliocentric

distances, shown in Figure 4, i.e., 14N/15N ratios from distant sources near the Galactic center or in the outer Galaxy

are low. The difference on measured 14N/15N results from different tracers might be mainly caused by the often large

uncertainties related to measurements implying double isotope ratios (Paper I, Sun et al. 2024).

For comparison, we also plotted predicted 14N/15N ratios from recent GCE models in Figure 9 (dotted and dash

dotted curves, from Model 5 in Romano et al. (2017) and Model-11 in Romano et al. (2019), respectively). The

nucleosynthesis prescriptions in Model 5 adopt the yields for low- and intermediate-mass stars (Karakas 2010), massive

stars (Nomoto et al. 2013), super-AGB stars (Doherty et al. 2014a,b), and novae. MWG-11 adopted new yields for low-

and intermediate-mass stars and super-AGB stars (Ventura et al. 2013), massive stars (Limongi & Chieffi 2018), and

different initial rotational velocities for massive stars, while maintaining consistent yields for novae. Both GCE models

align with our measured C14N/C15N trend, indicating a rising trend in the C14N/C15N ratio from the Galactic center

region to approximately 9 kpc, followed by a consistent linear decrease with increasing RGC in the outer Galaxy. This

trend should be ascribed to the production of 15N during nova outbursts on long timescales (≥1 Gyr), as reproduced

in GCE models of the inner Galaxy (e.g., Romano et al. 2021), while the decreasing trend in the outer Galaxy may be
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Figure 8. Visual comparison of the 14N/15N ratios obtained from CN (blue circles), NH3 (green squares), HCN (yellow stars)
and HNC (red diamonds) in different star forming regions. The purple line shows the nitrogen ratio of the terrestrial atmosphere
(TA), derived from N2, ∼ 272 (Marty et al. 2009). The cyan line presents the ratio of 441 ± 6 measured for the Proto-Solar
Nebula (PSN) from the solar wind (Marty et al. 2010).

explained by the strong metal dependence of the 14N yield (Romano et al. 2019), when adopting the stellar yields of

Ventura et al. (2013, 2014, 2018, 2020, 2021). Notably, we find that the theoretical gradient over 12 kpc from MWG-11

(Romano et al. 2019) is in closer agreement with our measured results, compared to Model 5. This may suggest that

different stellar initial rotational velocities influence the nitrogen nucleosynthesis (Limongi & Chieffi 2018). To better

constrain the 14N/15N gradient, more data are required from the Galactic center region (≤4 kpc) and the outer Galaxy

(>10 kpc). More Galactic disk values with smaller uncertainties would of course also be desirable.

5. SUMMARY

We are performing systematic observational studies on different tracers to measure the interstellar 14N/15N ratio

across the Galaxy. Here observations of C14N and C15N are presented toward our sample of 141 molecular clouds,

covering a range from the Galactic center to the outer Galaxy (∼16 kpc). Among 104 IRAM 30m targets, 28 sources

were detected in both C14N and C15N, while 10 out of 47 ARO targets were detected in both lines. Among those 10

sources observed by both telscopes, three sources (G109.87, G111.54, and G133.94) were detected in both lines. In



22 Chen et al.

Figure 9. Our C14N/C15N isotope ratios (hollow red squares) are plotted as a functon of Galactocentric distance. We conducted

an unweighted second order polynomial fit for our data (solid red line), yielding: C14N
C15N

= (−4.85±1.89) kpc−2×R2
GC+(82.11±

31.93) kpc−1 × RGC − (28.12 ± 126.62). A weaker red solid line indicates a second order polynomal fit to the 23 sources
without indications for self-absorption and/or significant deviations from LTE. The hollow black triangles denote the ratios of
14NH3/

15NH3, whcih were fitted out to 10 kpc, showing as a black solid line. The black dashed line shows the modified results
from H13CN/HC15N (Colzi et al. 2022). The most recent numerically evauated 14N/15N ratios across the disk of the Milky
Way are shown as a black dotted curve (Model 5 from Romano et al. 2017) and as a black dash-dotted curve (MWG-11 from
Romano et al. 2019).

total, 35 different targets were detected in both lines within our sample of 141 Galactic molecular clouds. Our results

including:

(1) Physical parameters derived in those 35 sources with detections of both C14N and C15N lines include optical

depth and excitation temperature. The strongest components of the C14N and C15N lines containing a variety of

hyperfine features, are used to determine 14N/15N abundance ratios toward this sample. No observational bias due to

particularly bright sources or effects associated to different linear beam sizes can be found to influence significantly our
14N/15N results. The three sources detected by both the IRAM 30 m and the ARO 12 m telescopes have consistent

ratios, within uncertainties.

(2) Possible contaminating effects influencing 14N/15N were discussed, including nitrogen fractionation, local thermal

equilibrium (LTE) deviations and self-absorpton effects. Nitrogen fractionation remains insignificant for our results, as

indicated by a non-significant correlation between our abundance ratios and the kinetic temperature. Among our 35

sources, one source (G010.621) shows significant LTE deviations and 12 sources appear to be affected by self-absorption

in the C14N spectra which affects the reliability of using the strongest C14N HF components to determine the 14N/15N

ratio. To minimize the latter effect, we used the weakest component of C14N when estimating the C14N/C15N ratio

for these sources.

(3) Our measured 14N/15N isotope ratios from C14N and C15N measurements show a similar trend as our measure-

ments of NH3 and 15NH3 (Paper I), i.e., increasing ratios with distance (out to ∼9 kpc). Toward the outer Galaxy,

measured 14N/15N values tend to decrease. The unweighted second order polynomial fit for our data gives a gradiant
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of
14CN
15CN = (−4.85± 1.89) kpc−2 ×R2

GC + (82.11± 31.93) kpc−1 ×RGC − (28.12± 126.62). This trend is attributed to

the production of 15N during nova outbursts on long timescales (1 Gyr) in the inner Galaxy. The decreasing trend in

the outer Galaxy can also be explained by the strong metal dependence of the 14N yield (Romano et al. 2019). Thus

plotting the nitrogen isotopes as a function of the distance to the Sun, we find higher values at small distances, while

low values are characterizing the large distances of objects mainly belonging to the innermost or outermost parts of the

Galaxy. Galactic chemical evolution models match well our measurements, providing a rising trend from the Galactic

center region to approximately 9 kpc, followed by a decreasing one toward the outer Galaxy.
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APPENDIX

The appendix (Table 6) presents observation parameters of the whole sample.

Table 6. Our source list for C14N and C15N observations

Object Telescope α(2000) δ(2000) time Molecule r.m.s.

(h m s) (◦ ′ ′′) (min) (mK)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

G121.29 IRAM 00:36:47.35 63:29:02.1 20 C14N, N=1 – 0 22.02

35 C15N, N=1 – 0 14.52

G123.06 IRAM 00:52:24.70 56:33:50.5 16 C14N, N=1 – 0 26.94

198 C15N, N=1 – 0 5.35

WB380 IRAM 01:07:50.70 65:21:21.4 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 23.40

19 C15N, N=1 – 0 20.82

WB391 IRAM 01:19:26.49 65:45:44.8 76 C14N, N=1 – 0 76.41

76 C15N, N=1 – 0 13.01

G133.94 IRAM 02:27:03.81 61:52:25.2 20 C14N, N=1 – 0 10.41

20 C15N, N=1 – 0 13.35

ARO 02:27:03.81 61:52:25.2 40 C14N, N=1 – 0 14.96

45 C15N, N=1 – 0 8.37

W3OH IRAM 02:27:04.18 61:52:25.4 18 C14N, N=1 – 0 323.00

18 C15N, N=1 – 0 42.15

WB434 IRAM 02:41:29.28 60:43:26.9 76 C14N, N=1 – 0 13.17

76 C15N, N=1 – 0 10.42

G135.27 IRAM 02:43:28.56 62:57:08.3 58 C14N, N=1 – 0 3.83

58 C15N, N=1 – 0 7.39

ARO 02:43:28.56 62:57:08.3 14 C14N, N=1 – 0 52.62

C15N, N=1 – 0

WB437 IRAM 02:43:58.63 62:56:08.6 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 71.69

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 17.54

HALO2 IRAM 02:44:58.56 60:57:08.3 46 C14N, N=1 – 0 30.73

46 C15N, N=1 – 0 88.00

WB440 IRAM 02:46:07.58 62:46:31.4 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 29.84

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 19.09

WB477 IRAM 03:17:28.75 60:32:25.9 114 C14N, N=1 – 0 26.47

114 C15N, N=1 – 0 8.16

WB501 IRAM 03:52:27.53 57:48:33.1 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 64.56

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 16.21

WB515 IRAM 04:01:54.70 54:25:44.0 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 81.81

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 17.24

Table 6 continued on next page
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Table 6 (continued)

Object Telescope α(2000) δ(2000) time Molecule r.m.s.

(h m s) (◦ ′ ′′) (min) (mK)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

WB529 IRAM 04:06:25.49 53:21:49.2 76 C14N, N=1 – 0 50.11

76 C15N, N=1 – 0 9.27

G160.14 IRAM 05:01:40.24 47:07:19.0 174 C14N, N=1 – 0 10.66

87 C15N, N=1 – 0 8.46

ARO 05:01:40.24 47:07:19.0 40 C14N, N=1 – 0 13.48

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G168.06 IRAM 05:17:13.74 39:22:19.9 174 C14N, N=1 – 0 11.07

87 C15N, N=1 – 0 7.41

ARO 05:17:13.74 39:22:19.9 24 C14N, N=1 – 0 16.62

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G174.20 IRAM 05:30:48.01 33:47:54.5 60 C14N, N=1 – 0 14.36

90 C15N, N=1 – 0 8.27

G209.00 IRAM 05:35:15.80 -05:23:14.1 4 C14N, N=1 – 0 125.00

210 C15N, N=1 – 0 17.30

G209.19 IRAM 05:35:28.80 -05:23:43.1 114 C14N, N=1 – 0 12.25

58 C15N, N=1 – 0 9.30

G173.48 IRAM 05:39:13.06 35:45:51.2 36 C14N, N=1 – 0 15.13

120 C15N, N=1 – 0 6.47

G182.67 IRAM 05:39:28.42 24:56:31.9 48 C14N, N=1 – 0 8.46

24 C15N, N=1 – 0 11.07

ARO 05:39:28.42 24:56:31.9 12 C14N, N=1 – 0 23.77

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G192.60 IRAM 06:12:54.01 17:59:23.2 12 C14N, N=1 – 0 43.03

50 C15N, N=1 – 0 8.75

G196.45 IRAM 06:14:37.64 13:49:36.6 174 C14N, N=1 – 0 11.18

87 C15N, N=1 – 0 7.83

ARO 06:14:37.64 13:49:36.6 40 C14N, N=1 – 0 17.08

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G211.59 IRAM 06:52:45.32 01:40:23.0 40 C14N, N=1 – 0 19.28

45 C15N, N=1 – 0 15.69

SGRC IRAM 17:44:46.80 -29:28:24.5 58 C14N, N=1 – 0 77.86

29 C15N, N=1 – 0 14.54

SGRA IRAM 17:45:40.54 -29:00:16.2 48 C14N, N=1 – 0 268.00

24 C15N, N=1 – 0 19.77

G000.37 IRAM 17:46:21.40 -28:35:39.8 114 C14N, N=1 – 0 21.42

58 C15N, N=1 – 0 12.71

G000.67 IRAM 17:47:20.00 -28:22:40.0 60 C14N, N=1 – 0 177.00

30 C15N, N=1 – 0 28.54

Table 6 continued on next page
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Table 6 (continued)

Object Telescope α(2000) δ(2000) time Molecule r.m.s.

(h m s) (◦ ′ ′′) (min) (mK)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

1.3COMPLEX IRAM 17:48:00.64 -27:56:08.1 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 65.90

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 31.53

G001.28 IRAM 17:48:21.90 -27:48:19.0 70 C14N, N=1 – 0 17.25

70 C15N, N=1 – 0 16.77

SGRD IRAM 17:48:42.24 -28:01:27.7 114 C14N, N=1 – 0 76.45

58 C15N, N=1 – 0 12.28

G001.14 IRAM 17:48:48.54 -28:01:11.3 18 C14N, N=1 – 0 61.39

18 C15N, N=1 – 0 67.85

G002.70 IRAM 17:51:45.97 -26:35:57.0 70 C14N, N=1 – 0 14.43

70 C15N, N=1 – 0 11.22

G011.49 IRAM 17:51:45.97 -26:35:57.0 70 C14N, N=1 – 0 39.99

70 C15N, N=1 – 0 26.30

M53-03 IRAM 17:59:17.80 -24:24:38.0 23 C14N, N=1 – 0 95.95

23 C15N, N=1 – 0 18.06

M5.3-0.3 IRAM 17:59:28.80 -24:24:38.0 74 C14N, N=1 – 0 97.01

74 C15N, N=1 – 0 15.75

G005.88 IRAM 18:00:30.28 -24:04:04.5 89 C14N, N=1 – 0 37.84

89 C15N, N=1 – 0 13.34

G007.47 IRAM 18:02:13.18 -22:27:58.9 87 C14N, N=1 – 0 32.33

87 C15N, N=1 – 0 23.99

G009.61 IRAM 18:06:14.13 -20:31:44.3 18 C14N, N=1 – 0 39.69

18 C15N, N=1 – 0 54.41

G009.62 IRAM 18:06:14.66 -20:31:31.7 58 C14N, N=1 – 0 35.46

30 C15N, N=1 – 0 15.12

G010.47 IRAM 18:08:38.22 -19:51:50.2 58 C14N, N=1 – 0 45.60

58 C15N, N=1 – 0 26.29

G010.62 IRAM 18:10:17.98 -19:54:04.6 58 C14N, N=1 – 0 29.54

29 C15N, N=1 – 0 19.16

G010.621 IRAM 18:10:28.56 -19:55:48.7 89 C14N, N=1 – 0 23.43

89 C15N, N=1 – 0 23.26

G012.88 IRAM 18:11:51.44 -17:31:29.4 70 C14N, N=1 – 0 18.37

70 C15N, N=1 – 0 18.89

G012.02 IRAM 18:12:01.84 -18:31:55.8 60 C14N, N=1 – 0 22.17

30 C15N, N=1 – 0 15.10

G012.81 IRAM 18:14:14.06 -17:55:11.3 60 C14N, N=1 – 0 41.54

60 C15N, N=1 – 0 25.05

W33 IRAM 18:14:14.39 -17:55:49.9 18 C14N, N=1 – 0 651.00

18 C15N, N=1 – 0 28.17

Table 6 continued on next page



Galactic CN/C15N 29

Table 6 (continued)

Object Telescope α(2000) δ(2000) time Molecule r.m.s.

(h m s) (◦ ′ ′′) (min) (mK)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

G013.87 IRAM 18:14:35.83 -16:45:35.8 120 C14N, N=1 – 0 17.13

120 C15N, N=1 – 0 7.60

G014.63 IRAM 18:19:15.54 -16:29:45.7 70 C14N, N=1 – 0 20.21

35 C15N, N=1 – 0 26.83

G016.58 IRAM 18:21:09.08 -14:31:48.5 70 C14N, N=1 – 0 16.28

35 C15N, N=1 – 0 16.10

G22.89+0.39 IRAM 18:31:34.33 -08:44:50.7 18 C14N, N=1 – 0 34.30

18 C15N, N=1 – 0 19.00

G23.54 IRAM 18:33:19.47 -08:14:24.7 18 C14N, N=1 – 0 51.47

18 C15N, N=1 – 0 19.82

G023.25 IRAM 18:34:31.24 -08:42:47.3 138 C14N, N=1 – 0 21.95

138 C15N, N=1 – 0 13.26

G023.43 IRAM 18:34:39.18 -08:31:25.4 35 C14N, N=1 – 0 24.94

35 C15N, N=1 – 0 14.10

G24.39+0.04 IRAM 18:35:37.39 -07:34:40.4 18 C14N, N=1 – 0 44.07

18 C15N, N=1 – 0 19.62

G027.36 IRAM 18:41:51.05 -05:01:43.4 58 C14N, N=1 – 0 38.59

29 C15N, N=1 – 0 23.68

G029.86 IRAM 18:45:59.57 -02:45:06.5 60 C14N, N=1 – 0 14.94

60 C15N, N=1 – 0 16.24

G029.95 IRAM 18:46:03.74 -02:39:22.3 120 C14N, N=1 – 0 12.85

120 C15N, N=1 – 0 14.52

G031 IRAM 18:48:12.39 -01:26:30.7 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 144.00

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 18.40

G032.04 IRAM 18:49:36.57 -00:45:45.5 70 C14N, N=1 – 0 19.27

70 C15N, N=1 – 0 21.24

G34.3+0.2 IRAM 18:53:18.40 01:14:56.0 18 C14N, N=1 – 0 793.00

18 C15N, N=1 – 0 29.17

G033 IRAM 18:53:32.56 00:31:39.1 9 C14N, N=1 – 0 45.40

9 C15N, N=1 – 0 27.43

G035.02 IRAM 18:54:00.65 02:01:19.2 70 C14N, N=1 – 0 33.41

70 C15N, N=1 – 0 38.17

G037.42 IRAM 18:54:14.34 04:41:39.6 70 C14N, N=1 – 0 11.07

35 C15N, N=1 – 0 15.58

G034.04-0.3 IRAM 18:54:33.70 00:50:41.2 18 C14N, N=1 – 0 28.61

18 C15N, N=1 – 0 19.26

G035.14 IRAM 18:58:12.62 01:40:50.5 18 C14N, N=1 – 0 32.49

18 C15N, N=1 – 0 22.59

Table 6 continued on next page
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Table 6 (continued)

Object Telescope α(2000) δ(2000) time Molecule r.m.s.

(h m s) (◦ ′ ′′) (min) (mK)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

G035.19 IRAM 18:58:13.05 01:40:35.6 70 C14N, N=1 – 0 17.61

35 C15N, N=1 – 0 14.16

G040.62 IRAM 19:06:01.62 06:46:36.1 70 C14N, N=1 – 0 17.25

70 C15N, N=1 – 0 19.90

G043.16 IRAM 19:10:13.41 09:06:12.8 75 C14N, N=1 – 0 72.31

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 17.07

G043 IRAM 19:14:26.39 09:22:36.5 18 C14N, N=1 – 0 27.29

18 C15N, N=1 – 0 14.29

G048.60 IRAM 19:20:31.17 13:55:25.2 70 C14N, N=1 – 0 14.03

35 C15N, N=1 – 0 15.65

G052.10 IRAM 19:23:37.32 17:29:10.4 70 C14N, N=1 – 0 10.16

70 C15N, N=1 – 0 10.72

G049.48 IRAM 19:23:39.82 14:31:04.9 56 C14N, N=1 – 0 24.79

56 C15N, N=1 – 0 28.20

G049.49 IRAM 19:23:40.50 14:31:05.5 18 C14N, N=1 – 0 30.52

18 C15N, N=1 – 0 21.01

G059.78 IRAM 19:43:11.24 23:44:03.2 25 C14N, N=1 – 0 35.81

25 C15N, N=1 – 0 38.24

G069.54 IRAM 20:10:09.07 31:31:35.9 20 C14N, N=1 – 0 22.61

20 C15N, N=1 – 0 26.71

G078.12 IRAM 20:14:26.07 41:13:32.6 30 C14N, N=1 – 0 30.76

30 C15N, N=1 – 0 32.15

G075.29 IRAM 20:16:16.01 37:35:45.8 70 C14N, N=1 – 0 76.74

70 C15N, N=1 – 0 12.59

ARO 20:16:16.01 37:35:45.8 40 C14N, N=1 – 0 15.71

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G073.65 IRAM 20:16:21.93 35:36:06.0 58 C14N, N=1 – 0 29.02

29 C15N, N=1 – 0 19.13

ARO 20:16:21.93 35:36:06.0 80 C14N, N=1 – 0 14.30

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G078.88 IRAM 20:29:24.82 40:11:19.5 70 C14N, N=1 – 0 12.56

30 C15N, N=1 – 0 14.24

G081.75 IRAM 20:39:01.99 42:24:59.2 30 C14N, N=1 – 0 25.48

30 C15N, N=1 – 0 23.51

WB018 IRAM 20:58:23.00 48:32:48.0 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 23.48

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 19.05

WB021 IRAM 21:01:34.93 48:55:01.0 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 21.60

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 16.25

Table 6 continued on next page
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Table 6 (continued)

Object Telescope α(2000) δ(2000) time Molecule r.m.s.

(h m s) (◦ ′ ′′) (min) (mK)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

WB022 IRAM 21:02:01.90 48:02:08.0 76 C14N, N=1 – 0 16.23

76 C15N, N=1 – 0 13.03

WB042 IRAM 21:09:11.10 53:34:27.0 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 28.12

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 13.10

G092.67 IRAM 21:09:21.73 52:22:37.0 60 C14N, N=1 – 0 20.25

60 C15N, N=1 – 0 37.96

WB044 IRAM 21:09:41.30 47:58:07.0 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 20.44

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 16.75

WB045 IRAM 21:09:46.53 48:10:59.4 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 21.99

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 16.22

IRAS21156 IRAM 21:17:14.01 51:54:16.8 11 C14N, N=1 – 0 60.34

11 C15N, N=1 – 0 22.23

WB066 IRAM 21:18:52.80 55:03:22.6 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 22.99

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 13.87

WB081 IRAM 21:27:33.00 56:05:09.0 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 26.22

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 14.65

IRAS21410 IRAM 21:42:52.91 50:23:11.4 11 C14N, N=1 – 0 48.23

11 C15N, N=1 – 0 26.17

G105.41 IRAM 21:43:06.48 66:06:55.3 124 C14N, N=1 – 0 25.50

124 C15N, N=1 – 0 29.28

IRAS21418 IRAM 21:43:30.72 54:16:45.0 11 C14N, N=1 – 0 44.76

11 C15N, N=1 – 0 24.68

WB123 IRAM 21:46:07.12 57:26:31.8 19 C14N, N=1 – 0 19.49

19 C15N, N=1 – 0 13.63

WB124 IRAM 21:46:36.80 57:12:25.0 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 14.82

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 10.97

WB132 IRAM 21:50:12.60 56:59:24.0 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 17.37

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 13.43

WB136 IRAM 21:53:38.80 56:27:53.0 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 19.41

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 15.16

WB144 IRAM 21:57:44.59 58:21:06.0 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 31.01

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 13.57

WB163 IRAM 22:16:28.60 60:03:49.0 9 C14N, N=1 – 0 30.45

9 C15N, N=1 – 0 22.35

WB171 IRAM 22:19:17.97 63:18:52.9 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 23.27

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 14.12

WB173 IRAM 22:19:27.70 63:32:56.0 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 104.00

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 16.59

Table 6 continued on next page
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Table 6 (continued)

Object Telescope α(2000) δ(2000) time Molecule r.m.s.

(h m s) (◦ ′ ′′) (min) (mK)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

WB176 IRAM 22:21:22.50 63:51:13.0 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 43.08

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 15.99

WB182 IRAM 22:28:29.30 62:59:44.0 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 93.32

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 14.05

WB184 IRAM 22:28:52.20 64:13:43.0 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 21.47

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 20.67

WB191 IRAM 22:32:46.00 58:28:22.0 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 71.44

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 15.34

WB196 IRAM 22:35:08.20 69:10:42.0 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 55.97

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 15.50

WB195 IRAM 22:35:09.00 65:41:29.0 38 C14N, N=1 – 0 58.93

38 C15N, N=1 – 0 15.65

G109.87 IRAM 22:56:18.05 62:01:49.5 60 C14N, N=1 – 0 23.62

60 C15N, N=1 – 0 19.02

ARO 22:56:18.05 62:01:49.5 20 C14N, N=1 – 0 22.31

75 C15N, N=1 – 0 8.92

G111.54 IRAM 23:13:45.36 61:28:10.5 20 C14N, N=1 – 0 14.69

20 C15N, N=1 – 0 14.92

ARO 23:13:45.36 61:28:10.5 20 C14N, N=1 – 0 18.20

25 C15N, N=1 – 0 12.48

G122.01 ARO 00:44:58.39 55:46:47.6 20 C14N, N=1 – 0 24.23

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G123.062 ARO 00:52:24.19 56:33:43.1 12 C14N, N=1 – 0 30.55

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G134.62 ARO 02:22:51.71 58:35:11.4 28 C14N, N=1 – 0 20.51

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G136.84 ARO 02:49:33.60 60:48:27.6 40 C14N, N=1 – 0 17.09

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G170.65 ARO 05:20:22.07 36:37:56.6 56 C14N, N=1 – 0 11.80

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G176.51 ARO 05:37:52.13 32:00:03.9 28 C14N, N=1 – 0 23.57

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G183.72 ARO 05:40:24.22 23:50:54.7 12 C14N, N=1 – 0 19.94

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G192.16 ARO 05:58:13.53 16:31:58.9 12 C14N, N=1 – 0 19.29

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G213.70 ARO 06:07:47.85 -06:22:56.5 8 C14N, N=1 – 0 51.53

... C15N, N=1 – 0

Table 6 continued on next page
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Table 6 (continued)

Object Telescope α(2000) δ(2000) time Molecule r.m.s.

(h m s) (◦ ′ ′′) (min) (mK)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

G188.94 ARO 06:08:53.34 21:38:29.1 8 C14N, N=1 – 0 36.22

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G188.79 ARO 06:09:06.97 21:50:41.4 8 C14N, N=1 – 0 36.82

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G217.79 ARO 07:04:04.82 -03:50:50.6 44 C14N, N=1 – 0 12.41

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G239.35 ARO 07:22:58.32 -25:46:03.0 44 C14N, N=1 – 0 14.76

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G229.57 ARO 07:23:01.77 -14:41:34.3 40 C14N, N=1 – 0 27.98

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G232.62 ARO 07:32:09.78 -16:58:12.8 40 C14N, N=1 – 0 14.54

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G236.81 ARO 07:44:28.23 -20:08:30.6 40 C14N, N=1 – 0 28.59

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G240.31 ARO 07:44:51.96 -24:07:41.3 40 C14N, N=1 – 0 51.91

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G090.92 ARO 21:09:12.96 50:01:03.6 40 C14N, N=1 – 0 22.60

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G097.53 ARO 21:32:12.43 55:53:49.6 40 C14N, N=1 – 0 21.27

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G095.29 ARO 21:39:40.50 51:20:32.8 40 C14N, N=1 – 0 15.63

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G094.60 ARO 21:39:58.27 50:14:20.9 40 C14N, N=1 – 0 14.98

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G100.37 ARO 22:16:10.36 52:21:34.1 40 C14N, N=1 – 0 16.58

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G108.20 ARO 22:49:31.47 59:55:42.0 40 C14N, N=1 – 0 16.01

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G108.42 ARO 22:49:58.87 60:17:56.6 40 C14N, N=1 – 0 17.90

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G108.59 ARO 22:52:38.31 60:00:51.8 20 C14N, N=1 – 0 21.79

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G110.19 ARO 22:57:29.80 62:29:46.8 20 C14N, N=1 – 0 27.38

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G108.47 ARO 23:02:32.08 56:57:51.4 32 C14N, N=1 – 0 21.04

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G111.25 ARO 23:16:10.34 59:55:28.6 20 C14N, N=1 – 0 19.83

... C15N, N=1 – 0

Table 6 continued on next page
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Table 6 (continued)

Object Telescope α(2000) δ(2000) time Molecule r.m.s.

(h m s) (◦ ′ ′′) (min) (mK)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

G111.23 ARO 23:17:20.78 59:28:46.9 20 C14N, N=1 – 0 20.24

... C15N, N=1 – 0

G115.05 ARO 23:44:03.28 61:47:22.1 20 C14N, N=1 – 0 19.06

... C15N, N=1 – 0

Note—Column (1): source name; Column(2): used Telescope; Column(3): Right ascension (J2000) and Declination (J2000);
Column(4): total integration time; Column(5): molecular line detections in boldface; Column(6): the rms noise level with a
spectral resolution of ∼1.1 km s for IRAM 30 m and 0.8 km s−1 for ARO 12 m observations.
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