arXiv:1106.5054v2 [astro-ph.CO] 12 Sep 2011

Observations of Arp 220 using Herschel-SPIRE: An Unprecedented View of the Molecular Gas in an Extreme Star Formation Environment

Naseem Rangwala^1, Philip R. Maloney^1, Jason Glenn^1, Christine D. Wilson^4, Adam Rykala^2, Kate Isaak^3, Maarten Baes^{13}, George J. Bendo^8, Alessandro Boselli^{14}, Charles M.

Bradford^5, D. L. Clements^6, Asantha Cooray^{12}, Trevor Fulton^7, Peter Imhof^7, Julia Kamenetzky^1, Suzanne C. Madden^{11}, Erin Mentuch^4, Nicola Sacchi^9, Marc Sauvage^{11}, Maximilien R. P. Schirm^4, M. W. L. Smith^2, Luigi Spinoglio^9, Mark Wolfire^{10}

ABSTRACT

We present Herschel SPIRE-FTS observations of Arp 220, a nearby ultraluminous infrared galaxy. The FTS provides continuous spectral coverage from

1Center for Astrophysics and Space Astronomy, University of Colorado, 1255 38th street, Boulder, CO 80303

2School of Physics & Astronomy, Cardiff University, Queens Buildings The Parade, Cardiff CF24 3AA, UK 3ESA Astrophysics Missions Division, ESTEC, PO Box 299, 2200 AG Noordwijk, The Netherlands 4Dept. of Physics & Astronomy, McMaster University, Hamilton, Ontario, L8S 4M1, Canada 5JPL, Pasadena, CA 91109 6Astrophysics Group, Imperial College, Blackett Laboratory, Prince Consort Road, London SW7 2AZ, UK 7Blue Sky Spectroscopy Inc, Suite 9-740 4th Avenue South, Lethbridge, Alberta T1J 0N9, Canada 8UK ALMA Regional Centre Node, Jordell Bank Center for Astrophysics, School of Physics and Astronomy, University of Manchester, Oxford Road, Manchester M13 9PL, U.K.

9Istituto di Fisica dello Spazio Interplanetario, INAF, Via del Fosso del Cavaliere 100, I-00133 Roma, Italy

10Dept. of Astronomy, University of Maryland, College Park, MD 20742 11CEA, Laboratoire AIM, Irfu/SAp, Orme des Merisiers, F-91191 Gif-sur-Yvette, France 12Department of Physics & Astronomy, University of California, Irvine, CA 92697, USA 13Sterrenkundig Observatorium, Universiteit Gent, Krijgslaan 281 S9, B-9000 Gent, Belgium 14Laboratoire d’Astrophysique de Marseille, UMR6110 CNRS, 38 rue F. Joliot-Curie, F-13388 Marseille France

– 2 –

190 – 670 μm, a wavelength region that is either very difficult to observe or completely inaccessible from the ground. The spectrum provides a good measurement of the continuum and detection of several molecular and atomic species. We detect luminous CO (J = 4-3 to 13-12) and water rotational transitions with comparable total luminosity ∼ 2 × 10^8 L_⊙; very high-J transitions of HCN (J = 12-11 to 17-16) in absorption; strong absorption features of rare species such as OH^+, H_2O^+, and HF; atomic lines of [C I] and [N II].

The modeling of the continuum shows that the dust is warm, with T = 66 K, and has an unusually large optical depth, with τ_{dust} ∼ 5 at 100 μm. The total far-infrared luminosity of Arp 220 is L_{FIR} ∼ 2 × 10^{12} L_⊙.

Non-LTE modeling of the extinction corrected CO rotational transitions shows that the spectral line energy distribution of CO is fit well by two temperature components: cold molecular gas at T ∼ 50 K and warm molecular gas at T ∼ 1350^{+280}_{−100} K (the inferred temperatures are much lower if CO line fluxes are not corrected for dust extinction). These two components are not in pressure equilibrium. The mass of the warm gas is 10% of the cold gas, but it dominates the CO luminosity. The ratio of total CO luminosity to the total FIR luminosity is L_{CO}/L_{FIR} ∼ 10^{−4} (the most luminous lines, such as J = 6-5, have L_{CO,J=6−5}/L_{FIR} ∼ 10^{−5}). The temperature of the warm gas is in excellent agreement with the observations of H_2 rotational lines. At 1350 K, H_2 dominates the cooling (∼ 20 L_⊙/M_⊙) in the ISM compared to CO (∼ 0.4 L_⊙/M_⊙). We have ruled out PDR, XDR and cosmic rays as likely sources of excitation of this warm molecular gas, and found that only a non-ionizing source can heat this gas; the mechanical energy from supernovae and stellar winds is able to satisfy the large energy budget of ∼ 20 L_⊙/M_⊙. Analysis of the very high-J lines of HCN strongly indicates that they are solely populated by infrared pumping of photons at 14μm. This mechanism requires an intense radiation field with T > 350 K.

We detect a massive molecular outflow in Arp 220 from the analysis of strong P Cygni line profiles observed in OH^+, H_2O^+, and H_2O. The outflow has a mass ≳ 10^7 M_⊙ and is bound to the nuclei with velocity ≲ 250 km s^{−1}. The large column densities observed for these molecular ions strongly favor the existence of an X-ray luminous AGN (10^{44} ergs s^{−1}) in Arp 220.

Subject headings: galaxies: ISM, galaxies: starburst, ISM: molecules, techniques: spectroscopic, line: identification, molecular processes

– 3 –

1. Introduction

Molecular gas is the raw material for the formation of stars within galaxies. However, the star formation process inputs energy and momentum back into this gas - and into the ISM in general - through radiation, stellar winds, and supernovae. The impact of the feedback from both star formation and AGN activity on the ISM can be profound (Maloney 1999), and the resulting change in the physical state of the gas must in turn affect the star formation process. In the general framework of galaxy evolution, disentangling the relative contributions of these processes for high-redshift objects, however, is an extremely difficult undertaking, due to their small angular size and faintness; in addition, many luminous high-z sources are heavily obscured by dust, ruling out most of the traditional approaches for studies of galaxy energetics. Nearby galaxies such as M82, Arp 220 and NGC 1068, for which deep and relatively high resolution observations can be obtained at multiple wavelengths, are commonly used templates for calibrating the observations of high-z luminous dusty galaxies.

The study of the star formation process and of the effect of AGN activity in nearby galaxies can be done in the far-infrared (FIR) and submillimeter (submm) spectral range, where a large variety of high-J rotational molecular transitions occur (CO, HCN, HCO^+ etc.). These transitions have a large span in critical densities making them excellent tracers of the physical conditions of gas over a wide range in temperatures (10 – 1000 K) and densities (10^3 – 10^8 cm^{−3}). Also, their line ratios can be used as diagnostics for distinguishing between different energy sources responsible for the excitation of the gas, e.g., starbursts or AGN. The low-J transitions (up to J = 4-3) of these molecules trace the cooler gas and have been observed from ground-based radio and submm telescopes. These low-J transitions cannot distinguish between the AGN and starburst systems. However, the mid-J to higher-J transitions, which can trace warmer and denser gas and be used to test models that distinguish between AGN and starbursts (e.g. Spaans & Meijerink 2008), are either difficult to observe or completely inaccessible from the ground. Until the advent of Herschel (Pilbratt et al. 2010) they had only been observed in a handful of extragalactic objects.

The Very Nearby Galaxy Survey (VNGS) (PI: C. Wilson) is one of the guaranteedtime key projects of Herschel that is using both the Spectral and Photometric Imaging Receiver (SPIRE) (Griffin et al. 2010), and the Photodetector Array Camera and Spectrometer (PACS) (Poglitsch et al. 2010) instruments. This paper focuses only on the data from the SPIRE instrument, which is being used to obtain high S/N photometric and spectroscopic maps of a sample of 13 nearby archetypical galaxies. The imaging spectrometer on SPIRE is a Fourier Transform Spectrometer (FTS) (Naylor et al. 2010), which provides continuous spectral coverage from 190 – 670 μm (∼ 450 – 1550 GHz). This region covers the spectral features of several key molecular and atomic species that are powerful diagnostic of

– 4 –

the physics and chemistry of the ISM. All the galaxies in this survey will have complementary PACS observations either as a part of this program or another key project, allowing exploration of a full spectral view from 50 − 700μm. In this paper, we present the SPIRE observations of Arp 220. Until now only two nearby galaxies observed with SPIRE-FTS have been published. They are M82 (Panuzzo et al. 2010) and Mrk 231 (van der Werf et al. 2010). In both cases the mid-J to high-J CO ladder was detected. Modeling of this CO ladder showed that in M82 the excitation of molecular gas was governed by the starburst, whereas in Mrk 231 the excitation was dominated by the central luminous AGN.

Arp 220 is the nearest Ultra Luminous Infrared galaxy (ULIRG) at a distance of about 77 Mpc and z ∼ 0.0181. It has L_{FIR} ∼ 10^{12} L_⊙, and is one of the most popular templates for studies of high-z dusty galaxies. It has two merging nuclei separated by ∼ 1^{′′} (∼ 360 pc at D_{Arp220} = 77 Mpc) (Scoville et al. 1997, SC97 hereafter) and together they have a large reservoir of molecular gas (∼ 10^{10} M_⊙). Arp 220 has been observed extensively over the years across the electromagnetic spectrum. The extreme star formation environment in this galaxy provides an excellent laboratory to understand the processes affecting star formation and possibly AGN feedback.

In this paper, we describe the state of the molecular gas by analyzing and modeling the new detections of high-J CO and HCN lines. We discuss sources of energy that could be responsible for the excitation of various molecular species detected in this spectrum. The issue of a hidden AGN has been long debated for Arp 220. We address this issue using the detection of rare molecular species that can only be detected by Herschel. We also present results from dust modeling by using the continuum measurements from SPIRE-FTS and SPIRE-photometer that adds data at wavelengths not accessible before. We summarize these results and discuss (in light of the new results) Arp 220 as template for broadband spectral energy distributions for high-z submm galaxies.

2. Observations and Data Reduction

Arp 220 was observed with the SPIRE-FTS in a high spectral resolution with FWHM ∼ 1.44 GHz (or ranging from 950 km s^{−1} to 280 km s^{−1} across the spectral range), single pointing and sparse image sampling mode on 13 February, 2010. The total on-source integration time was 10,445 seconds. We used a deep dark sky observation with total integration time of 13,320 seconds taken on 21 November, 2010 to account for the emission from the telescope. The FTS has two detectors arrays, called SLW and SSW, to cover the long and short wavelength ranges respectively, with a small overlap in wavelength. Arp 220 was also observed with the SPIRE photometer on 28 December, 2009 with a total on-source integration time

– 5 –

of 214s at 250 μm, 350μm and 500 μm. The calibration uncertainties in SPIRE-FTS are about 10% at the lower end of the frequency range but are as good as 5% across the rest of the spectrum. For the SPIRE photometer, the systematic uncertainty, which is related to the model for Neptune, is 5%. This is correlated among the three SPIRE bands. The random uncertainty, which is related to the ability of the instrument to repeat measurements of Neptune, is ∼ 2%. This is independent for each of the SPIRE bands.

We processed the SPIRE FTS data using the Herschel data processing pipeline (Fulton et al. 2010), HIPE version 6.0. The spectrum is shown in Figure 1 and displays both emission and absorption features. Arp 220 is a point source for the diffraction limited SPIRE beam size^1, which ranges between FWHM of 17^{′′} − 40^{′′}. The SLW and SSW continuum match perfectly across the overlap region. The flux densities from the SPIRE photometer were measured by fitting a two dimensional elliptical Gaussian function to the source in the timeline data. In this fit, the background was treated as a free parameter in the fit. The fit was performed to a inner region with radii of 22^{′′}, 30^{′′}, and 42^{′′} in the 250, 350, and 500 μm bands, respectively (which were selected because they contain the part of the beam profile that appears Gaussian and exclude the Airy rings) and using a background annulus with radii between 300^{′′} and 350^{′′}. The peak of the best fitting Gaussian function in each wave band corresponds to the flux density at that wavelength. The three SPIRE photometer measurements are overplotted in Figure 1 as red solid circles. They are in very good agreement with the FTS continuum within the statistical and calibration uncertainties of SPIRE-FTS and SPIRE-photometer.

The spectral line shape of the FTS can be modeled to a good accuracy by a sinc function with a FWHM of about 1.44 GHz. The ground-based observations measure large line velocity widths, of the order of 500 km s^{−1} in CO and HCN in Arp 220 (SC97) (also see Greve et al. 2009). Therefore, in our FTS spectrum we start resolving the broad spectral lines towards the higher frequency end. We use a sinc function of variable FWHM to fit the emission and absorption lines using the MPFIT package in IDL. In Table 1 we report the integrated line fluxes in Jy km s^{−1} for emission lines and equivalent widths in μm for the absorption lines along with their 1−σ statistical uncertainties. The observed spectral line shape suffers from small asymmetries from instrumental effects, and the line shapes could be affected by blending from weak lines. The effect on the line fluxes from asymmetries is expected to be ≲ 2%.

1The SPIRE beam shapes are not gaussian; the effective beam solid angle can be found in the Herschel Observer’s manual.

– 6 –

3. Line Identifications

The spectrum (Fig. 1) shows the FIR continuum and the detection of several key molecular and atomic species and Figure 2 shows zoom-in views of some of the spectral lines discussed in this section. In Table 1, we list their transitions, rest frequencies and integrated fluxes. The FWHMs mentioned in this section are from our sinc line fitting.

We detect a luminous CO emission ladder from J = 4-3 to J = 13-12 and several water transitions with total water luminosity comparable to CO. Compared to the velocity widths measured in CO from the ground-based observations (e.g. SC97, Greve et al. 2009), the higher-J CO lines in our spectrum are much narrower. These high-J CO lines are not resolved and follows the resolution of FTS, which at the frequency of J = 12-11 line is ∼ 310 km s^{−1}. This suggests that either the high-J CO emission is coming from only one of the nuclei or that it is a dynamically separate component from the low-J lines. On the other hand, the water lines are much broader with velocity FWHM of ∼ 500 km s^{−1} implying that this emission could be coming from both nuclei. The observed velocity separation between the two nuclei in Arp 220 varies considerably from 50 km s^{−1} (Downes & Solomon 1998; Sakamoto et al 2008) to 250 km s^{−1}(Scoville et al. 1997; Sakamoto et al 1999). Therefore, it is difficult to conclude whether the line widths are affected by the velocity shift between the two nuclei or by the dynamics of the molecular material.

In addition to the emission line features, the spectrum also shows several absorption features. Most surprising are the detections of five very high-J HCN (J = 12-11 to J = 17-16) lines in absorption; their low-J transitions (J = 1-0 to J = 4-3) are detected in emission with ground-based observatories (Greve et al. 2009, and references therein). Such high-J transitions of HCN have never been detected before in external galaxies, in emission or absorption.

Strong absorption lines are detected from hydrides, including three transitions of OH^+ (see Figure 10) and one of CH^+ (see Figure 2 (e)). We report four detections of H_2O^+ transitions; two of them (1115, 1139 GHz) show strong absorption and the other two, at 742 and 746 GHz (rest frequencies are reported in Bruderer 2006; Ossenkopf et al. 2010), appear in emission. Before Herschel, H_2O^+ was only detected in comets. The transitions at 1115 and 1139 GHz (see Figure 10) were first detected in Galactic molecular clouds and in extragalactic objects by HIFI (Ossenkopf et al. 2010) and SPIRE-FTS (van der Werf et al. 2010). We have the first detection of transitions at 742 and 746 GHz (see Figure 2(c)). The detections of OH^+ and H_2O^+ are very important in Arp 220 for modeling the water transitions because they are the major intermediaries in the ion-neutral chemistry network producing water in the ISM (Gerin et al. 2010; Neufeld et al. 2010a), and their detection is very difficult from current ground-based observatories. Herschel HIFI and SPIRE-FTS also

– 7 –

made the first detection of the HF 1232 GHz line (Neufeld et al. 2010b; van der Werf et al. 2010), and we detect it in absorption in Arp 220. The spectrum also shows several features of Nitrogen hydrides including NH, NH_2 and NH_3.

The rest frequencies of all the above detections of the molecular species are consistent with the systemic z = 0.0181 of Arp 220. However we detect two emission features at ∼ 532.6 and ∼ 536.8 GHz (see Figure 2 (a)) that are close in frequency to the J = 6-5 transitions of HCN and HCO^+; their low-J transitions (up to J = 4-3) have been seen in emission from the ground. These features also have larger FWHM (∼ 1000 km s^{−1}) compared to the spectral resolution at these frequencies. The redshifted frequencies of both HCN and HCO^+ are offset from the systemic velocity of Arp 220 by ∼ −0.9 GHz (-500 km s^{−1}) and ∼ −1.7 GHz (-1000 km s^{−1}), respectively. Such large shifts are not seen for any other detections in our spectrum. Since we see very high-J lines of HCN in absorption it is possible that the HCN J = 6-5 line is partially absorbed by the same gas producing HCN in absorption at higher frequencies. This effect could shift its apparent central frequency. The case for HCO^+ is even more problematic. The rest frequency of the emission feature is in perfect agreement with the rest frequency of HOC^+ molecule instead of HCO^+. Since the width of this feature is about ∼ 1000 km s^{−1}, these two molecules could be blended. However, identifying this feature as HOC^+ would imply that it has comparable to or higher line strength than HCO^+. This would be extremely unusual and has never been observed in other galaxies or in Galactic molecular clouds. All observations of HOC^+ and HCO^+ show that the latter is at least 100 - 1000 times stronger (Martín et al. 2009; Savage & Ziurys 2004). In Table 1 we mark these identifications with a question mark.

Among the atomic species we detect [C I] and [N II] lines (see Figure 2 (d) & (i)). The detection of the two [C I] lines at 492 and 809 GHz have been rare in the past. The forbidden [N II] line at 1462 GHz has been inaccessible from ground and rarely accessible from space. The Herschel FTS has been very successful in detecting them in several Galactic and extragalactic targets. The [C I] (1-0) 492 GHz line survey for nearby galaxies was done by Gerin & Phillips (2000), in which this line was detected in Arp 220. We report the first detections of [C I] (2-1) and [N II] lines in Arp 220. The [N II] line width is broader (∼ 400 km s^{−1}) than expected from the FTS resolution of about 280 km s^{−1} at these high frequencies, implying that we might be resolving the [N II] emission from the two Arp 220 nuclei. More discussion of these two atomic lines is presented in Section 7.

– 8 –

4. Dust in Arp 220

In addition to line fluxes, the FTS also provides a good measurement of the continuum at wavelengths that have not been accessible before. We model the dust spectral energy distribution (SED) by using the combination of FTS continuum data (listed in Table 2) and other data in the literature, providing wide wavelength coverage. The modeling yields constraints on dust temperature (T ), spectral index (β) and the frequency (ν_0) at which the dust optical depth becomes unity.

We combined FTS continuum with ISO-LWS continuum data (Brauher et al. 2008) providing a wavelength coverage from 50 − 670 μm. We chose ISO-LWS over other observations because it measures several data points covering the peak of the SED. In addition, the calibration of the two data sets agree extremely well. We also added three continuum data points from the SPIRE photometer at 250 μm, 350 μm and 500 μm. We fit these data with the following modified blackbody model:

f_ν ∝ B_ν (1 − e^{−τ} ), (1)

where

τ = ( ν ν_0

)^β & B_ν (T ) = 2hν^3 c^2 1 e^{hν}kT − 1 . (2)

We generated a grid of models over a range in T , β and ν_0. Using this grid we produced likelihood distributions of T , β and ν_0 by comparing the model continuum fluxes to the observed ones (corrected for z_{Arp220} = 0.0181). In addition to statistical uncertainties we also included calibration uncertainties using a covariance matrix, a much better approach than adding them in quadrature. Figure 3 shows the highest likelihood model fit to the SPIRE- FTS (blue - open circles), SPIRE-photometer (red - open triangles; listed in Table 2) and ISO- LWS (red - open squares) data. The reduced chi-squared of this fit is 0.5, indicating that our calibration errors are likely too conservative. This excellent fit to the data is consistent with only a single temperature component. We overplot data from IRAS in green-solid squares (Sanders et al. 2003), SCUBA in green - solid triangles (Dunne et al. 2000), ISOPHOT in purple - open diamonds (Klaas et al. 2001) and Planck in orange open triangles (Planck Collaboration 2011, arXiv:1101.2041), which also show good agreement with the fit down to 15 μm, below which the single temperature component fit breaks down. The contours in Figure 4 show 68%, 95% and 99% confidence levels for the three model parameters. The addition of SPIRE data provides far better constraints on the dust parameters, as indicated by the compact contours, than was possible with previous measurement alone. The highest likelihood values and their 1–σ ranges are: T = 66.7 K (66.4 – 66.9), β = 1.83 (1.82 – 1.85),

– 9 –

and ν_0 = 1277 GHz (1262 – 1287). Generally, the value of the emissivity index, β, is fixed at 2.0 for the silicate and graphite dust (Draine & Lee 1984). Treating β as a free parameter in our analysis gives a value of ∼ 1.8, which is very close to the model value. The effect of dust extinction in Arp 220 is very large. The dust optical depth is unity at ∼ 240 μm and ∼ 5.0 at 100 μm. The total hydrogen column density is ∼ 10^{25} cm^{−2} using the 250 μm dust cross-section from Li & Draine (2001), which has a systematic uncertainty close to a factor of 3. All the emission line fluxes in our spectrum need to be corrected for this large dust extinction. We estimate a dust mass, M_{dust} ∼ 10^8 M_⊙, for this model using the flux at 250 μm and κ_{250} = 0.517 m^2 kg^{−1} (Li & Draine 2001). This gives the gas-to-dust mass ratio^2 of ∼ 100 using the molecular gas mass of ∼ 10^{10} M_⊙ for Arp 220 measured by Scoville et al. (1997).

The large dust optical depths at submm and FIR wavelengths in Arp 220 are not unexpected. There is a high column density of molecular gas measured from CO line observations (e.g. SC97). The FIR spectrum shows both [OI] 63 μm and [N II] 122 μm lines in absorption (González-Alfonso et al. 2004; Fischer 2000), compared to other galaxies where these lines usually appear in emission, suggesting a stronger dust continuum in Arp 220. The [C II] 158 μm line deficit relative to the FIR continuum (L_C+ /L_{FIR} ∼ 2 × 10^{−4}) in this galaxy is one of the most extreme compared to other ULIRGs (e.g., Luhman et al. 2003). From an interferometric map of Arp 220 at 860 μm, Sakamoto et al. (2008) estimated a large dust optical depth, of ∼ 1, even at this wavelength. In addition, if the observed CO ladder is not corrected for the large dust extinction (see section 5), then the temperature derived for the molecular gas traced by CO from our radiative transfer modeling will be in large disagreement with the temperature derived from the mid-IR H_2 lines observed from Spitzer. Several previous works have argued for large dust optical depths in this galaxy (e.g., Lisenfeld et al. 2000; Fischer 2000; Klaas et al. 2001; González-Alfonso et al. 2004; Downes & Eckart 2007; Papadopoulos et al. 2010). Our result of large dust optical depth is consistent with all these studies. However, the addition of continuum data from SPIRE has reduced the uncertainties on the dust parameters by an order of magnitude compared to the previous studies.

Multiple studies have shown that dust SEDs for ULIRGs may not only be fit by a single temperature optically-thick dust component but also by multiple optically-thin (assuming τ_{dust} << 1) temperature components, with both models fitting the SED equally well (Klaas et al. 2001; Blain et al. 2003). However we found that fitting an optically-thin two temperature component model to the Arp 220 continuum data did not produce realistic

2The molecular to atomic gas mass fraction is much higher for ULIRGs (Mirabel & Sanders 1989) compared to quiescent galaxies, so we ignore the contribution of the atomic gas while calculating the gas-to-dust mass ratio.

– 10 –

results. Our optically-thin 2-component model fit gives ∼ 25 K and ∼ 46 K for the cold and warm temperature components, and beta = 2. Even though these temperatures are realistic the dust mass for this model is not: it yields an estimated dust mass of ∼ 10^9 M_⊙, using the flux at 250 μm. A Draine & Li (2007) model fit for an optically thin dust assumption also produces a large dust mass (∼ 6 × 10^8 M_⊙). This is an order of magnitude larger than the optically thick result of ∼ 10^8 M_⊙. For M(H_2) ∼ 10^{10} M_⊙ in Arp 220 (SC97), the gas-to-dust mass ratio is only 10 in the optically thin case. Using our preferred value of M(H_2) = 5.2 × 10^9 M_⊙ derived from modeling of the CO line energy distribution (see section 5 and table 3), the gas-to-dust mass ratio is still only ∼ 5 in the optically thin case; using larger value estimated by SC97 would only raise it by a factor of 2. Even after considering a factor of three uncertainty in κ_{250}, this ratio is extremely low (expected to be ≳ 100, e.g., Hildebrand 1983; Devereux & Young 1990; Sanders et al. 1991). Therefore, modeling the dust with a general modified blackbody model in which no prior assumption is made about dust optical depth is strongly favored.

Historically, fitting a single thermal component to model dust emission between 24 μm and 600 μm has been considered unrealistic. This is because the dust is expected to be distributed at different distances from the heating source; the dust observed at 60 μm would be much closer to the heating source than the dust observed at 500 μm. Also, even for dust heated by a uniform radiation field, transiently-heated smaller dust grains will typically produce emission that peaks at shorter wavelengths, while the larger dust grains will appear to be in thermal equilibrium at 15-30 K (e.g., Li & Draine 2001; Draine & Li 2007). However, in case of Arp 220, the dust is optically thick at these shorter wavelengths, and so transiently-heated small grains as well as grains closer to the heating source are not visible. From the average dust measurements we find that the FIR luminosity is dominated by a skin at ∼ 66 K.

We estimate a total FIR luminosity L_{FIR(8−1000μm )} = 1.77 × 10^{12} L_⊙ by integrating the model SED. Using this value of L_{FIR} and T = 66 K in the Stefan-Boltzmann relation we obtain a source size of about 240 pc radius (∼ 0.64^{′′} using D_{Arp220} = 77 Mpc). This gives a source solid angle of 4.1 × 10^{−11} sr, which is a factor of ∼ 1.6 smaller than measured for the CO (1-0) line by SC97. Our single temperature fit suggests that the dust emission is coming from one nucleus alone. This is also supported by our high-J CO line observations, which have much smaller line velocity widths compared to the low-J CO lines, implying that the high-J CO emission is predominantly coming from one nucleus. This conclusion is inconsistent with the submm interferometric observations from (Sakamoto et al. 2008) (860 μm) and (Matsushita et al. 2009) (435 μm). These studies suggest that the dust emission in the western nucleus is more compact than the eastern nucleus and the luminosity of the western nucleus is either comparable to or higher (2-3 times) than the eastern nucleus. The

– 11 –

sizes and the emission of the two nuclei are likely to change with wavelength such that this trend may not hold over the wavelength range that we are observing.

5. CO: Spectral Line Energy Distribution and Non-LTE modeling

The CO line luminosities are affected by the large dust optical depths derived in the previous section. We correct for this dust extinction by assuming that the dust and gas are well mixed; i.e., I = I_0(1 − e^{−τλ} )/τ_λ (Haas et al. 2001, and references therein). Figure 5 (left panel) shows the observed extinction corrected luminosity distribution of the CO ladder from J = 1-0 to J = 13-12. The extinction correction factor (I_0/I) ranges from 1.08 at 450 GHz to 1.95 at 1600 GHz. The solid circles are the FTS measurements from this work and the blue triangles are the average of the ground-based observations compiled by Greve et al. (2009). In addition, we show new observations from the JCMT (Papadopoulos et al. 2010) of CO (6-5) line and from Z-Spec (private comm.) of CO (2-1) line for comparison. The JCMT flux is lower by a factor of 1.3, likely missing some flux owing to large velocity widths in Arp 220. The Z-spec CO (2-1) measurement is higher than all the other ground-based measurements listed in Greve et al. (2009) but in agreement with the JCMT CO (2-1) measurement within their 1−σ uncertainties. Matsushita et al. (2009) obtained an interferometric map of CO J = 6-5 line using SMA. Figure 7 of their paper indicates that the CO J = 6-5 emission is mainly coming from only one of the nuclei compared to the low-J CO transitions (J = 1-0 to J = 3-2), which clearly show emission from both nuclei. This is consistent with our observations of the narrower line widths of the high-J CO transitions. However, Matsushita et al. (2009) are missing ∼ 70% of the flux in this line, obtaining integrated line flux of only 1250 ± 250 Jy km s^{−1}.

The total CO luminosity is about 2 × 10^8 L_⊙ and is dominated by the mid-J to high-J CO transitions. The shape of the CO spectral line energy distribution (SLED) in Arp 220 is similar to that of M82 (P10), a starburst galaxy, in which the CO line fluxes are highest for the mid-J lines and then fall off at higher-J. This is in contrast to Mrk 231 (Van der Werf et al. 2010), in which the CO SLED rises up to J = 5-4 and remains flat for the higher-J transitions, which can be explained by the presence of a central X-ray source illuminating the circumnuclear region. The shape of the CO SLED has been suggested as a discriminant between star formation dominated versus XDR dominated systems (van der Werf & Spaans 2009). It will be possible to test this in the near future by compiling CO SLEDs for a sample of nearby galaxies observed by Herschel from several key projects. However, a practical application of using the shape of the CO SLED as a discriminant may be complicated in systems where the luminosities of star formation and AGN are comparable. In Arp 220, the

– 12 –

shape of the CO SLED is consistent with star formation but we show later (in Section 8) that there is also evidence for a luminous AGN from observations of other molecules in the FTS spectrum. This is discussed further in Section 9.

5.1. Non-LTE Modeling

We used the full observed CO SLED from J = 1-0 to J = 13-12, with the exception of the J = 10-9 line, which is blended with a water line (see Figure 2 (f)), to model the CO excitation and radiative transfer using a variant of the non-LTE code, RADEX (van der Tak et al. 2007). This code computes the intensities of molecular lines by iteratively solving for statistical equilibrium, using an escape probability formalism. In our case we used the escape probability formalism for an expanding spherical shell (large velocity gradient, LVG^3). The code starts from an optically thin case to generate the initial guess for the level populations, then iterates until a self consistent solution is achieved such that the optical depths of the lines are stable from one iteration to the next. The inputs to RADEX are the gas density (n_{H2} ), the kinetic temperature (T_{kin}), and the CO column density per unit line width (N_{CO}/dv), which sets the optical depth scale.

We used this code to compute CO intensities for a large grid in T_{kin} (10–3000 K), n_{H2} (10^2–10^8 cm^{−3}), and N_{CO}/dv (10^{14.5}–10^{18.5} cm^{−2} (km s^{−1})^{−1}). From this grid, we generated likelihood distributions, adapting the method described in Ward et al. (2003) (also see Kamenetzky et al. 2011), for T_{kin}, n_{H2} , and N_{CO}, by comparing the RADEX and observed line fluxes.

To avoid any non-physical solutions we applied three priors in the likelihood analysis. The first one limits the^{12}CO column density such that the total mass of the molecular gas producing the CO lines cannot exceed the dynamical mass of the galaxy according to the following relation:

N_{CO} dv < M_{dyn}x_{CO} μm_{H2} 1 AΔV = 1.6 × 10^{18} cm^{−2} (km s^{−1})^{−1} (3)

where the dynamical mass of the disk M_{dyn} = 1 × 10^{10} M_⊙ (SC97), the abundance of CO relative to H_2, x_{CO} = 3 × 10^{−4}, A is the area in cm^2 covered by the source and is given by A = (Angular diameter distance)^2×Ω_s, and μ = 1.4 is the mean molecular weight in units of m_H. The source size, Ω_s, is different for the high-J and the low-J lines; the values we used

3The form of escape probability for LVG and uniform sphere models are very similar and hence either choice will not introduce any significant difference in the CO flux values.

– 13 –

are described later in this section. To get the total CO column density, the N_{CO}/dv should be multiplied by the line velocity width (ΔV ). We use ΔV = 350 km s^{−1} for all the FTS lines, which comes from the line fitting of J = 12-11 (which lies at a frequency where the spectral lines are resolved). The second prior limits the column length to be less than that of the entire molecular region according to

N(CO) n(H_2)x_{CO}

< 2 R_d ∼ 400 pc (4)

where R_d ∼ 200 pc is the radius of the emitting region. This prior will limit the density at the lower end and column density at the higher end.

The third prior is the absolute surface brightness of the CO lines that is set by the choice of our source size and an area filling factor of unity. This prior will effect the column density such that it will systematically shift to higher values for smaller assumed source sizes.

We first modeled the J = 4-3 to J = 13-12 transitions and found that the highest likelihood model, with a temperature of ∼ 1350 K, provides a good fit to all the transitions with the exception of J = 4-3. The model fit to the observed line temperatures is shown in Figure 5 (right panel). The mid-J to high-J lines are tracing very warm molecular gas. The predicted Rayleigh-Jeans temperature of the J = 4-3 line is underestimated with respect to the observed temperatures by this warm component, implying a second temperature component. We then modeled the low-J lines from J = 1-0 to J = 4-3, after subtracting the contribution from the warm component, and found that these lines are fit well by a cold temperature component of ∼ 50K as shown by the dashed line in the right panel of Figure 5. The total of the two is shown by the dot-dashed line.

The likelihood distributions of T_{kin}, n_{H2} , N_{CO} and thermal gas pressure (T_{kin} × n_{H2} ) are shown in Figure 6 for the warm (red) and cold (blue) components. The likelihoods for the warm component are narrow and provide very tight constraints on these parameters. Note that neither priors in Equation (3) and (4) were relevant for modeling the warm CO. In fact, only the third prior is important; the absolute line temperature set by the source size (Ω_s = 4.1 × 10^{−11} sr) calculated in section 4. This source size was calculated assuming an optically thick emission, which is a reasonable value to use in absence of spatially resolved CO maps at these high frequencies. As mentioned previously, any change in the source size will affect the likelihood distributions, particularly the column density, which will shift systematically to lower or higher values. The effect on density and temperature likelihood is minimal. The optical depths of mid-J to high-J transitions range from 3.3 to 0.1, peaking at J = 6-5. The likelihoods for the cold component are also very well constrained. For the modeling of the cold component we used the source size of 6.4 × 10^{−11} sr and line velocity

– 14 –

width of 500 km s^{−1} as measured by SC97 for the CO J = 1-0 line. In this case also the third prior is more important. The mass prior in Equation (3) does limit the column density at the higher end but just barely. The low-J transitions are optically thick.

The highest likelihood values of T_{kin}, n_{H2} , N_{CO}, pressure, mass, and luminosity are listed in Table 3 for the two components. Their pressure likelihoods do not overlap implying that these two components are not co-spatial. In addition, the observed velocity widths are also significantly different between these components. Even though the mass of the warm gas is only about 10% of the mass of the cold gas, the luminosity and hence the cooling is still dominated by the warm high-J CO lines.

The molecular gas traced by CO in Arp 220 is similar to M82, where P10 also found warm and cold temperature components. However the temperature of these components were smaller in M82 by a factor of three and two for the warm and cold components, respectively. This is not unexpected given the higher FIR luminosity of Arp 220.

The CO emission that we observe, in both the warm and cold components, arises in fairly low density (n ∼ 10^3 cm^{−3}). Undoubtedly denser gas components are present; for example, Greve et al. (2009) argue for gas with n ∼ 10^6 cm^{−3} and T ∼ 50 − 120 K based on their observations of CS lines. That we find no evidence for such a component indicates only that the contribution from this gas to the observed CO emission is small.

5.2. Comparison with H_2 Observations

Higdon et al. (2006) conducted a survey with the Spitzer Space Telescope of warm molecular gas in nearby ULIRGs (including Arp 220) by measuring the optically thin rotational lines of H_2. They list line intensity measurements for the S(1), S(2), S(3) and S(7) lines, and provide upper limits on the S(0) line. We applied a dust correction^4 to these line intensities using the mixed dust model and the mid infra-red extinction curve of Kruegel & Siebenmorgen (1994) (also see Haas et al. (2001)), and used them to calculate the excitation temperature following the method described in sections 3 and 4 of Higdon et al. (2006). We found the excitation temperature to be ∼ 1380 K for the warm H_2 gas using the S(3) and S(7) lines, in excellent agreement with our warm CO temperature. We note that without making the extinction correction for H_2 and CO, the derived gas temperatures are grossly underestimated: ∼ 260 K and ∼ 400 K respectively. We estimated a total lu-

4We found the extinction correction factor, I_0/I ∼ 3.7, for the S(1), S(2) and S(3) transitions, and ∼ 5.3 for the S(7) transition.

– 15 –

minosity from the observed H_2 lines to be L_{H2} ∼ 2 × 10^8 L_⊙, and infer a warm H_2 mass of M_{H2} ∼ 3 × 10^8 M_⊙. Both the luminosity and mass of warm H_2 are consistent with our warm CO measurements. This implies that the warm H_2 gas observed by Spitzer is the same molecular gas traced by the high-J CO lines measured by Herschel.

The total H_2 cooling at 1350 K is about 20 L_⊙/M_⊙ using the theoretical H_2 cooling curve of Le Bourlot et al. (1999). This is much larger than the total cooling from CO of ∼ 0.4 L_⊙/M_⊙ implying that H_2 is still the dominant coolant at high temperatures. The total H_2 cooling in Arp 220 is almost an order of magnitude large than M82 (P10); a consequence of the much higher temperature in Arp 220 than in M82 (1350 K vs 500 K). A cooling of 20 L_⊙/M_⊙ would imply that the warm molecular gas mass in Arp 220 would produce a luminosity of about 9 × 10^9 L_⊙; a large number but still a small fraction (5 × 10^{−3}) of the total FIR luminosity of Arp 220.

5.3. Heating Sources of the Warm CO Molecular Gas

Here we consider four major sources of energy that could be responsible for producing the luminosity of the warm CO: heating by UV star-light in photo-dissociation regions, heating by X-rays in X-ray dominated regions, heating by cosmic rays (CR), and mechanical heating.

5.3.1. Photo-Dissociation Regions

Photo-dissociation regions are neutral regions present at the skins of molecular clouds that are illuminated by intense far-UV (FUV) radiation fields. This FUV radiation can strongly influence the gas chemistry in these regions and is also the most important source of heating.

We explore a PDR model grid (Kaufman et al. 2006; Wolfire et al. 2010) with predictions for CO line fluxes from J = 1-0 to J = 30-29, generated over a large range in density ( 10^1 − 10^7 cm^{−3}) and incident FUV flux, Log G_0 (-0.5 – 6.5), where G_0 is the FUV flux in units of the local interstellar value also sometimes referred to as the Habing interstellar radiation field i.e., FUV flux = 1.3 × 10^{−4} × G_0 erg cm^{−2} s^{−1} sr^{−1} (Wolfire et al. 2010). Also, these models assume that FIR flux = 2× FUV flux. We first compare the ratio of the CO J = 6-5 line flux to the FIR surface brightness in Figure 7 (top left). The red dotted contour lines are the ratio of the model CO (6-5) line flux to FIR surface brightness, the green dashed line is the observed ratio, and the black dashed lines show the 1 − σ density

– 16 –

limits from Table 3. The FIR flux is labeled on right hand axis of the left panel. The observed ratio can be produced within the acceptable density limits. However, the model FIR surface brightness is only ∼ 0.1 erg cm^{−2} s^{−1} sr^{−1} compared to the observed FIR surface brightness, which is about ∼ 70 erg cm^{−2} s^{−1} sr^{−1}, 700 times larger. The PDR models fail to explain the observed FIR surface brightness. In principle, one can stack up multiple PDRs to reproduce the observed FIR. In our case, about 700 PDRs would have to be stacked to match the observed FIR surface brightness. However there is a limit to the number of PDRs that can be stacked, which is set by the characteristic column density of about 10^{22} cm^{−2}. The observed column density for warm molecular gas is (from Table 3) ∼ 10^{23} cm^{−2} (using x_{CO} = 3 × 10^{−4}), allowing a maximum of 10 PDRs for stacking, not sufficient to match the observed FIR surface brightness. Moreover, in Figure 7 (top right) we compare the line ratio of CO J = 12-11 to CO J = 5-4. The observed line ratio (green line) of 0.7 cannot be produced by PDR models within the accepted density limits. In fact, the densities required to match the observed ratios would have to be greater than 10^{5.5} cm^{−3}, completely excluded by our likelihood analysis.

From these two comparisons, we conclude that PDRs cannot produce the observed warm CO luminosity and hence are not the dominant source of heating. They can only provide about 1.4% of the observed FIR flux.

5.3.2. X-ray Dominated Regions

The XDR modeling is done using an updated version of the code described in Maloney et al. (1996, MHT). We assume a hard X-ray (1-100 keV) luminosity of 10^{44} erg s^{−1}, as would be expected for an object of Arp 220’s luminosity if a large fraction of the bolometric luminosity (∼ L_{FIR}) were produced by an AGN. A power-law index α = 0.7 is assumed. Unlike the models in MHT, we assume a sharp lower energy cutoff of the incident spectrum at 1 keV; this affects the results only at column densities ≲ 10^{22} cm^{−2}. We also assume an attenuating column of 10^{24} cm^{−2} between the X-ray source and the region being modeled. This value is based on the inferred column densities in the cold component (modeled in Section 5). The physical and chemical state of the gas is calculated using an iterative scheme; radiative transfer of cooling radiation is handled with an escape probability treatment, including the effects of dust trapping of line photons.

Figure 7 shows XDR models for CO abundance (bottom left) and CO surface brightness (bottom right). In the left panel, red lines are the model CO abundances and in the right panel red lines are CO surface brightness; in both panels blue lines are the gas temperatures, and green lines are the expected/observed values. The black dashed rectangle shows the

– 17 –

accepted range of the source size (radius from the center of the XDR) and limits on cloud density (Table 3). It extends up to about 240 pc as calculated from the dust SED in Section 4. The blue circle is the 1 − σ temperature range from the CO non-LTE modeling (Table 3). Within this temperature range, the XDR models predict a CO abundance of 10^{−8} – an extremely low value. At these X-ray fluxes and gas densities, the high ionization fractions result in rapid chemical destruction of the CO, and thus a low equilibrium abundance. In addition, the XDR models cannot match the observed CO surface brightness, as shown in the bottom right panel. In both cases, much higher densities ≳ 10^{4.5} cm^{−3} will be required to match the observed values. In fact, if we lower the X-ray luminosity to bring down the destruction rate of CO, the temperatures would go down, which is not consistent with the very warm temperatures that we derive from the CO emission. So under no condition can we produce the observed warm CO at such low densities. This is not evidence against an XDR in Arp 220, but shows that an XDR cannot be the source of the warm CO emission. Such low density molecular gas can still survive in the presence of an X-ray luminous AGN as long as it is shielded from it (from large dust column densities).

We compare this case with the Cloverleaf quasar, which has a luminous XDR. A similar analysis was done by Bradford et al. (2009), in which Z-spec measurements of high-J CO lines (up to J = 9-8) combined with low-J lines from other instruments were used to model the CO. The density of the gas in Cloverleaf as derived from non-LTE modeling was much higher, n ∼ 10^5 cm^{−3} and the temperature was much lower, T ∼ 100 K. The XDR models readily produce the observed CO surface brightness and abundance at the observed density, temperature and size scale of the emission. Thus, XDR excitation of CO is possible in galaxies, but we have ruled it out as a dominant heating mechanism for the warm molecular gas in Arp 220.

5.3.3. Cosmic Rays

It is widely believed that the low-energy cosmic ray (CR) protons are efficient in ionizing and exciting the gas in the ISM. There is evidence of CR heating of molecular gas in our Galaxy (Goldsmith & Langer 1978), and in external galaxies particularly the starbursts such as M82 (Suchkov et al. 1993) and NGC 253 (Bradford et al. 2003).

Meijerink et al. (2011) [ME11] modeled the effect of CR heating on the chemistry of molecular gas in the ISM of Arp 220. They give predictions for column densities of CO and other species for CR rates ranging from the Galactic value of 5 × 10^{−17} s^{−1} to 5 × 10^{−13} s^{−1}, as expected in ULIRGs (Papadopoulos 2010). This range of CR rates are reasonable for a ULIRG when compared to the high CR rates of ∼ 10^3 times the Galactic value, derived

– 18 –

from the observations of gamma rays in M82 and NGC 253 (Acero et al. 2009; Abdo et al. 2010). ME11 find that the total CO column density is insensitive to CR flux and therefore we cannot say much about the effect of CR on the warm CO from these models. However, the CR heating rate using the upper limit of the CR rate (5 × 10^{−13} s^{−1}) from ME11 is ∼ 7.5 × 10^{−24} erg s^{−1} per molecule, about two orders of magnitude lower than the energy budget from H_2 cooling of 20 L_⊙/M_⊙ (∼ 1.7 × 10^{−22} erg s^{−1} per molecule). In other words, a CR rate of ∼ 10^{−11} s^{−1} is required to satisfy the total H_2 cooling. This rate is about two orders of magnitude above the prediction for ULIRGs (Papadopoulos 2010). One would expect a distribution of CR rates such that the tail of this distribution can provide the higher rates required to satisfy the energy budget. However, this would imply that we should also see a distribution in temperature of the warm CO gas, which is not reflected in the narrow temperature likelihood we obtained from the non-LTE modeling. In summary, CR are not likely to have sufficient energy required to explain the observed warm molecular gas.

5.3.4. Non-Ionizing Energy Source

None of the above sources can produce the observed warm CO. We believe that a non-ionizing source like mechanical energy is required to heat the molecular gas. Large mechanical energy is expected in a merging system like Arp 220. This is also supported by a velocity gradient (v_{rms} = N_{H2} ΔV/n_{H2} ) as large as 20 km s^{−1} pc^{−1} we find from our RADEX likelihood analysis. Since we do not know the local size scale corresponding to this velocity gradient the amount of mechanical energy cannot be determined. But we can obtain a rough estimate of energy from turbulent heating for a region containing 1 M_⊙ of gas of density ∼ 10^3 cm^{−3}. The length scale corresponding to this volume is about ∼ 0.25 pc. Over this length scale the turbulent velocity will be about 5 km s^{−1} (using the velocity gradient of 20 km s^{−1} pc^{−1}). Using this velocity in the expression of turbulent heating per unit mass from Bradford et al. (2005) we obtained 0.01 L_⊙/M_⊙, which is much lower than the observed H_2 cooling. Unlike M82 (P10), in which turbulent heating was likely the major source of mechanical energy, it is not the case in Arp 220.

Finally, we consider the energy from supernovae and stellar winds. Using the observed supernova rate of ν_{SN} = 4 ± 2 per year (Lonsdale et al. 2006) and (E_{SN} = 10^{51} erg) in the following expression from Maloney (1999)

L_{SN} ∼ 3 × 10^{43}( ν_{SN} 1yr^{−1} )( E_{SN} 10^{51} ergs

) erg s^{−1}, (5)

we obtain total mechanical energy of ∼ 100 L_⊙/M_⊙ (using M_{H2} ∼ 3 × 10^8 M_⊙) from supernovae in Arp 220. The energy output from stellar winds is similar to supernovae (McCray

– 19 –

1987) assuming a Salpeter initial mass function, giving a total of ∼ 200 L_⊙/M_⊙. This is large enough such that a small portion of it will be sufficient to match the observed H_2 cooling. In conclusion, mechanical energy from stellar winds and supernova are strong candidates for heating of the warm molecular gas in Arp 220.

6. HCN in Absorption: Infrared Pumping

HCN can be a very good tracer of dense molecular gas (Gao & Solomon 2004): its rotational transitions have critical densities 100 – 1000 times higher than CO. We detect very high-J HCN lines, from J = 12-11 to J = 17-16, in absorption, which have critical densities around 10^9 − 10^{10} cm^{−2}. Their observed equivalent widths are listed in Table 1, with the exception of the J = 13-12 line, which is blended with strong CO and water transitions. Such high-J transitions of HCN have never been observed before in other galaxies, in emission or absorption. Their low-J counterparts from J = 1-0 to J = 4-3 have been observed in emission from ground-based observatories. The left panel of Figure 8 shows the observed HCN ladder. The transition from emission to absorption happens somewhere between J = 4-3 and J = 12-11.

All the HCN absorption lines fall on the linear part of the curve of growth as shown in Figure 8, and therefore their column densities can be measured directly from the observed equivalent width per the following relation (Spitzer 1968) W_λ λ = 8.85 × 10^{−13}N_j λf_{jk} (6)

where W_λ is the equivalent width, N_j is the column density in the jth level, and f is the oscillator strength. The unit of the constant in the above equation is cm. The summed observed column density of HCN from the five high-J absorption lines is ∼ 5.4 × 10^{14} cm^{−2}.

For estimating the total column density and the physical conditions of the gas that this HCN is tracing, we again do a RADEX likelihood analysis, but this time we use the column densities of the absorption lines instead of line fluxes. Using column densities directly eliminates any dependence on the source size or the line velocity width. Figure 9 shows the results of our likelihood analysis. The temperature and density are not well constrained, so we only provide lower limits for them in Table 3. However, the column density is extremely well constrained with a total column of N_{HCN} ∼ 2 × 10^{15} cm^{−2}. The RADEX analysis suggests that the gas is warm, very dense and has a pressure of ≳ 4 × 10^9 K cm^{−3}.

However, there are several lines of evidence that strongly argue that collisional excitation (as assumed in the RADEX models) is not the dominant mechanism for populating these

– 20 –

levels: (a) The v_2 = 1 level lies 1025 K above the ground. In order for it to be effectively populated by collisions, the gas kinetic temperature must be a substantial fraction of this value. In addition, the densities must be high, since the vibrational Einstein A-coefficients are large (∼ 1 km s^{−1}). This will lead to thermalization of the rotational levels at some T comparable to 1025 K. However, the rotational temperature of the absorption lines is only ∼ 300 K. (b) Transitions within the v_2 = 1 vibrational state were directly observed by Salter et al. (2008) using the Arecibo radio telescope. These also have a low rotational temperature that is very similar to the ground vibrational state J-levels seen in absorption. This again argues that the kinetic temperature cannot be large enough to collisionally populate v_2=1, and (c) From the observed lines within v_2 = 1 levels we can estimate the (v_2 = 1, J=6) column density. This is 3 times larger than the (v_2=0, J=6) column predicted by the RADEX collisional excitation analysis, and is a very large fraction of the total v_2=0 HCN column derived from the RADEX results. This is unphysical. Therefore, we believe that the high-J lines are populated not by collisional excitation but instead by radiative pumping of infrared (IR) photons (Carroll & Goldsmith 1981).

The IR pumping mechanism works as follows: Assuming that the collisional excitation is negligible, an HCN molecule in v=0, J =0 ground state can absorb a 14 μm photon from the dust continuum and be excited to v_2=1, J=1 state (as per the selection rule of ΔJ = ±1). This HCN molecule can decay back either to v=0, J =0 or v=0, J = 2 with equal probabilities. If the IR pumping rate is large enough, then the molecule in J = 2 ground state can absorb another 14 μm photon before decaying to J = 1 and J = 0, and can be excited to v_2=1, J = 3, which can decay into J = 4 ground state, thereby raising the excitation of the ground state rotational levels. This mechanism can be efficient in populating the low-J HCN lines. But for an intense radiation field, very high-J ground state transitions can also be populated. For IR pumping of the vibrational states to significantly affect the population of the ground state rotational J+1 level, the pumping rate out of the ground state must exceed the spontaneous radiative decay rate out of the J+1 level. This gives the following criteria (Eq. 5 of Carroll & Goldsmith (1981)) for the temperature of the radiation field f e^{hν/kTd} − 1 > A_{J+1,J} A_{v,v−1} , (7)

where f is the dilution factor to account for both the geometric dilution and optical depth effects, T_d is the temperature of the radiation field, and A’s are the Einstein coefficient for spontaneous decay. The hν/k is 1025 K for the v_2=1, and substantially larger for the other vibrational levels, so it is unlikely that any higher levels will contribute to the IR pumping.

– 21 –

To populate J = 17-16, the above criteria will require the temperature of the radiation field to be T_D ≳ 350K, assuming f = 1 for a blackbody radiation field. For f < 1 this temperature must be even higher. The implication here is that the gas observed in absorption in HCN needs to see a > 350 K radiation field. However, this does not mean that we will find evidence for this thermal component in our dust continuum data. The line of sight to this continuum component is likely to be highly obscured.

There is direct evidence for IR pumping via the 14 μm the HCN absorption feature in the Arp 220 spectrum obtained with Spitzer (Lahuis et al. 2007). The column density of this 14 μm absorption is a factor of ∼ 15 larger (with 30% uncertainty) than the HCN column we obtain from the absorption lines. It is difficult to determine if the gas traced by the 14 μm bending-mode absorption feature is the same component seen in the pure rotation absorption line, especially given the large optical depths in Arp 220. Additional evidence for strong IR pumping comes from the observation of the HNC J = 3-2 line, which is overluminous in Arp 220; it is brighter than the HCN J = 3-2 line by a factor of ∼ 2 (Aalto et al. 2007). Vibrationally excited HCN lines have been also detected in other luminous infrared galaxies such as NGC 4418 (Sakamoto et al. 2010). There is also evidence for IR pumping of higher-J HCN lines in the host galaxy of the z = 3.91 quasar APM 08279+5255 (Riechers et al. 2010; Weiß et al. 2007). This is particularly relevant to this work as it is argued by Downes & Eckart (2007) that the dust emission in the western nucleus of Arp 220 is strikingly similar to this quasar. If the excitation of the high-J HCN lines in Arp 220 is dominated by IR pumping rather than collisions, then the HCN is not necessarily tracing dense gas.

In summary, we propose that the populations of the high-J levels of HCN seen in absorption in Arp 220 are produced dominantly by the effects of radiative pumping, along with the additional requirement of intense radiation field with temperature of > 350 K, while the low-J levels of HCN (J = 1-0 to J = 4-3 observed from the ground) are affected by both collisions and radiative pumping, thereby increasing their column density. To model the HCN in Arp 220 we will need to include effects from both IR pumping and collisions in our RADEX code. This is beyond the scope of this paper.

7. Atomic Lines: [C I] and [N II]

As mentioned in Section 3, we detect two [C I] lines and one [N II] line in emission. The [C I] lines are very difficult to observe from the ground and so far they have been detected in only a handful of galaxies, including M82 (P10). The ratio of line strengths (in Jy km s^{−1}) of [C I] (2-1) to [C I] (1-0) in Arp 220 after correcting for dust extinction is 1.3 ± 0.3, consistent

– 22 –

with unity within the error bars. This suggests that these lines are optically thick, which is also supported by the excitation temperature of 26 K derived from their line temperature ratio (Stutzki et al. 1997), which is too low compared to the kinetic temperature of the cold molecular gas (50 K). For comparison, in M82, using FTS measurements of these lines (P10) we found this ratio to be 2.1 ± 0.2. To calculate the [C I] column density in Arp 220 we use the escape probability radiative transfer models from Figure 2 of Stutzki et al. (1997). For the observed line temperature (in K km s^{−1}) ratio of [C I] (2-1) to [C I] (1-0) of ∼ 0.5, and the brightness temperature of ∼ 13.5 K of [C I] (1-0) line (assuming 500 km s^{−1} line width), we estimate a column density of N_C ∼ 10^{20} cm^{−2}. The low excitation temperature of C I suggests that it is associated with the cold molecular gas traced by low-J CO lines with the ratio of N_C/N_{CO} ∼ 1.

The ratio N_C/N_{CO} is much higher in Arp 220 compared to the Galactic PDRs, e.g, this ratio is around 0.17 for the Orion bar (Tauber et al. 1995). Previous studies of atomic carbon in galaxies (e.g., Wilson 1997; Israel 2005) suggest that [C I] emission gets stronger for more luminous systems with starbursts and AGN. For comparison, the ratio of N_{[C]}/N_{CO} in M82 and the Cloverleaf Quasar are 0.5 and 1, respectively. Keene et al. (1996) found one-to-one correlation between [C I] and^{13}CO line strengths for Galactic PDRs. They argue that simple PDR models in which the cloud has a plane parallel geometry illuminated on one side by UV field cannot produce this correlation. In these simplified models, [C I] forms a narrow layer between [C II] on the outside and CO deeper in the molecular cloud, with column density of about 5 × 10^{17} cm^{−2}. The column density and line strength of [C I] (1-0) line in these models are relatively insensitive to physical parameters such as temperature, density and the radiation field. The observations of some Galactic PDRs have shown that the [C I] can extend far deeper into the molecular clouds, much further than predicted by simple PDR models. Israel (2005) found from the survey of atomic carbon in nearby luminous galaxies, that the correlation between [C I] and^{13}CO still holds but it is not one to one anymore. Instead [C I] emission gets stronger compared to CO for more luminous systems. This is shown in their Figure 2 in which the ratio of [C I] (1-0) and^{13}CO (2-1) is plotted as a function of [C I] luminosity. On this plot, Arp 220 falls on the upper right corner (with coordinates ∼ (3.2, 4.5)), consistent with the correlation.

The extinction corrected luminosity of the [N II] 205 μm line is ∼ 2.96×10^7 L_⊙, which is 10 times higher than that of M82 (P10). But compared to their respective FIR luminosities, the L_{[NII]}/L_{FIR} ratio of ∼ 1.7×10^{−5} in Arp 220 is lower than M82 by a factor of 3. The deficit of [N II] 205 μm line relative to L_{FIR} in Arp 220 is surprising because [N II] is produced in the H II regions and not in the photo-dissociation regions, where the [C II] 158 μm deficiency is generally found in ULIRGs (Malhotra et al. 1997). However, the [N II] line deficit we find here is consistent with the recent FIR line deficit results from Herschel– PACS presented in

– 23 –

Graciá-Carpio et al. (2011). These authors found that the [N II] 122 μm line shows deficits similar to the [C II] 158 μm line deficit relative to L_{FIR} for a large sample of galaxies. They claim that this is the case with all FIR lines but their case for an [OIII] line deficit is weak compared to [N II] line deficit. Their modeling results suggest that the line deficit in H II regions is the result of a higher ionization parameter in ULIRGs compared to normal or starburst galaxies. A higher ionization parameter will increase the dust absorption of the UV photons, which will decrease the fraction of photons available for ionizing the neutral gas thereby decreasing the fluxes of [N II] and other FIR lines relative to the continuum (Abel et al. 2009).

The line ratio of [N II] 122 μm to 205 μm is an excellent density probe of the ionized gas. However, in Arp 220 the [N II] 122 μm appears in absorption in the ISO spectrum (Brauher et al. 2008), so we cannot use this line to estimate the electron density. Instead we compare the line strength of the [N II] 205 μm line to the [C II] 158 μm line measured by ISO (Brauher et al. 2008). The line ratio of [C II]/[N II] gives an estimate of the fraction of [C II] in the ionized medium compared to the PDRs (e.g., Oberst et al. (2006)). We find this line ratio (corrected for dust extinction) to be 17 ± 3. We compare this ratio to Figure 2 of Oberst et al. (2006), in which they plot the model line intensity ratio as a function of ionized gas density. Because we cannot estimate the ionized gas density in Arp 220, we consider the minimum and maximum values of this line ratio over the entire density range. These model line ratios range from 2.5 – 4.3. Comparing this model line ratio to our observed value of 17, we constrain the contribution from H II regions to the observed [C II] 158 μm emission to be between 15% and 26%. This suggests that the majority of [C II] arises in the PDRs, as concluded in the previous works (e.g., Madden et al. 1993; Sauty et al. 1998).

8. The Molecular Outflow and Water Chemistry

8.1. Molecular Outflow: Observations of P Cygni Profiles

In the standard scenario of galaxy evolution, some of the fundamental open questions are: How do feedback mechanisms regulate star formation and supermassive black hole growth to produce the observed M −σ relation between stellar velocity dispersions and black hole masses (Ferrarese & Merritt 2000; Gebhardt et al. 2000)? Can the energy injection from starbursts or AGN quench star formation by expelling the gas from the host galaxy? Is this the process by which massive gas-rich galaxies deplete their interstellar media to become gas-poor early-type galaxies? Direct observational evidence of massive molecular outflows associated with AGN/starbursts can significantly impact our understanding of the connection between feedback and galaxy evolution.

– 24 –

Observations of nearby galaxies with AGN have shown outflows but generally only in the ionized gas component, which is a minor fraction of the gas mass in the host galaxy. Direct observational evidence of massive molecular outflows was recently discovered in two galaxies using the IRAM PdBI and Herschel PACS: Mrk 231 (Fischer et al. 2010; Feruglio et al. 2010) and NGC 1266 (Alatalo et al. 2011). In Mrk 231, Fischer et al. (2010) detected a massive outflow with velocity of ∼ 1400 km s^{−1} using the P Cygni profile seen in the OH lines. Independently, Feruglio et al. (2010) also detected the same outflow using the CO (1-0) line, and derived an outflow rate of 700 M_⊙/year, which will deplete the gas reservoir in 10^7 yrs. In NGC 1266, a nearby field S0 galaxy, Alatalo et al. (2011) discovered a massive molecular outflow originating from the nucleus. They found the outflow velocity of 400 km s^{−1} and outflow rate of 13 M_⊙/yr with a depletion time scale of 85 Myr. They conclude that the outflow has to be drive by an AGN in absence of sufficient star-formation.

A P Cygni line profile (redshifted emission peak with corresponding blue-shifted absorption) is a strong signature of outflow activity. We detect P Cygni profiles in the OH^+, H_2O^+ and HF lines as shown in Figure 10, suggesting molecular outflow. Since our P Cygni line profile is not resolved we can only put an upper limit on the outflow velocity of about 250 km s^{−1}. There is independent evidence for molecular outflow from ground-based observations by Sakamoto et al. (2009), in which P Cygni profiles were detected in HCO^+ lines. They found that the outflow has a velocity of 100 − 200 km s^{−1} and is confined within a radius of 50 pc. The total HCO^+ column density was about 10^{15} cm^{−2}. The outflow in HCO^+ is very likely the same outflow that we detect in OH^+ and H_2O^+. Our upper limit of 250 km s^{−1} on the outflow velocity is a limit on the line-of-sight velocity. It is likely that the outflow has a wide angle and is not in the form of a narrow jet. In this situation, the maximum outflow velocity will be higher than 250 km s^{−1} depending on the inclination of the disk. Using the inclination angle of 45^∘ from Scoville et al. (1997) and assuming that the outflow is orthogonal to the disk, the maximum outflow velocity is ∼ 350 km s^{−1}. As this is lower than the escape velocity of the nuclear region of Arp 220 (∼ 420 km s^{−1} at a nuclear radius of 250 pc), we believe the outflow is gravitationally bound to the nuclear region.

8.2. Importance of H_2O^+ Detection

The detection of H_2O^+ by Herschel in the Galactic and extragalactic ISM was very surprising. This is because H_2O^+ is highly reactive and is expected to rapidly react with H_2 to form H_3O^+. The absence of H_3O^+ and a presence of strong absorption of H_2O^+ requires a gas with a low molecular fraction, which can be the result of high cosmic ray or X-ray fluxes. The detection of H_2O^+ and its implication on the physical conditions of the molecular

– 25 –

gas is reviewed by van Dishoeck et al. (2011). The presence of strong absorption features in both H_2O^+ and OH^+ also suggest that the production of water in the gas associated with the outflow is dominated by low temperature ion-neutral chemistry. At high temperatures (T ≳ 500 K), the water production is dominated by neutral-neutral chemical reaction (no production of H_2O^+ and OH^+), which increases the abundance of water significantly.

8.3. Origin of the Ionic Molecular Species: Evidence for AGN in Arp 220

The presence of a hidden AGN in Arp 220 has long been debated. The X-ray observations from ROSAT (Heckman et al. 1996) and Chandra (Clements et al. 2002) reveal a relatively weak X-ray source with a luminosity of 4 × 10^{40} ergs s^{−1}. Neither study can rule out a hidden AGN that is obscured by the large column of N(H_2) ∼ 10^{25} cm^{−2} found in this study and in previous observations (e.g., González-Alfonso et al. 2004). In addition, Haas et al. (2001) found an exceptionally low ratio of 7.7 μm PAH flux to submm continuum for Arp 220 and argue that a hidden AGN is required to power much of the luminosity of Arp 220. Downes & Eckart (2007) found evidence for a hot, compact, and optically thick dust ring in the western nucleus from 1.3 mm IRAM data, which they interpreted as being heated by an AGN accretion disk. More recently, Engel et al. (2011) found that this putative AGN’s position is coincident with the stellar and CO (2-1) kinematic center, suggesting that the stars in the western nucleus are gravitationally bound to either a supermassive black hole or an extremely dense, young nuclear starburst.

Here we consider both CR and XDR models to determine which one of these sources can match the observed column densities of the ions involved in the chemical network producing water. The absorption lines of these ionic species are saturated; their equivalent widths are not linear on the curve of growth. They appear saturated because of the lower resolution of our FTS spectrum. Hence, we can only determine the lower limits on their column densities from their equivalent widths (listed in Table 2) using the relation in Equation 6. We obtain N(OH^+) ≳ 10^{15.6} cm^{−2}, N(H_2O^+) ≳ 10^{15.1} cm^{−2}, and N(H_2O) ≳ 14.3 cm^{−2}. These lower limits are calculated from the ground state transitions of these molecules, which contain a majority of the population. The H_3O^+ line is absent in our spectrum so we calculate a 3−σ upper limit of N(H_3O^+) ≲ 10^{14.2} cm^{−2}. We compared the lower limits, N(OH^+) and N(H_2O^+), with the CR models of Meijerink et al. (2011) (see their Figure 7). They explored a wide range of the CR ionization rates as discussed in 5.3.3. We find that none of their models (with low and high densities; low and high G_0 fields) can produce the observed column densities for any value of CR ionization rates. These CR models underestimate these column densities of OH^+ and H_2O^+ by almost an order of magnitude, and overestimate the

– 26 –

H_3O^+ column.

We now consider XDR models, which were explained in 5.3.2. In Figures 11 a – e, we present predictions for the column density over the n_H and N_H grid for all the ions including HCO^+ that are involved in the outflow. The allowed regions of columns densities are shown by shaded area. This model was run for a source size of 50 pc (estimated for HCO^+ by Sakamoto et al. (2009)). In Figure 11f, total column densities of each species is shown as a function of total hydrogen column and the observed lower limits are marked by dashed lines^5. Compared to CR, the XDR models can readily produce the column densities of all these species. In order to produce the observed columns, the luminosity of the XDR has to be ∼ 10^{44} ergs s^{−1}.

In figures 11 a – e, we note that OH^+ column density cannot be produced for n_H ≳ 10^5 cm^{−3}. This gives us an upper limit on the density of the gas associated with the outflow. This limit will change with source size. We tested this by running XDR models for 100 pc and 240 pc source sizes. With a larger source size the density limit after which OH^+ column density cannot be matched goes down. It is also possible that there is a density gradient in the outflow, in which case the HCO^+ emission could be dominated by a denser component. There is support for this argument in Figure 11f, where the column densities of all the ions except HCO^+ correspond to the hydrogen column density of ∼ 2 × 10^{23} cm^{−2}. The HCO^+ column density corresponds to a much higher column density of ∼ 6 × 10^{23} cm^{−2} suggesting that HCO^+ could be coming from denser part (n_H ∼ 10^6 cm^{−3}) of the outflow.

We use the hydrogen column density of ∼ 2 × 10^{23} at which the column densities of all the ions (except HCO^+) are satisfied, to estimate the lower limit on the amount of mass associated with the bound outflow. We find this lower limit to be M_{outflow} ≳ 2 × 10^7 M_⊙, using a source size of 50 pc and conservatively assuming that the outflow only covers the continuum source.

One of the interesting things about the Arp 220 outflow is that it appears to be very different from Mrk 231 and NGC 1266. This is because the mass associated with the outflow in Arp 220 is large but it will not escape the nuclear region of this galaxy. Does this mean that the standard scenario of AGN/starbursts driving the molecular gas out of the galaxy does not apply here or is Arp 220 in a different evolutionary stage compared to Mrk 231 such that at some time in the future this gas will be expelled out of the galaxy?

In conclusion, the CR models not only fail to produce the observed column densities of H_2O^+ and OH^+ by almost an order of magnitude but they also over estimate H_3O^+ by a

5For H_3O^+ and HCO^+, the dashed line represents an upper limit and a total column density respectively.

– 27 –

large amount. An XDR with luminosity of 10^{44} ergs s^{−1} can easily match the observations of all the above ionic species, strongly favoring the existence of an AGN in Arp 220.

9. Discussion: Is Arp 220 a Good Template for High-z Submillimeter Galaxies?

Arp 220’s spectrum is commonly used as a template for high-z submm galaxies because it is bright, and therefore has been extensively studied across the electromagnetic spectrum. We discuss here in the light of new results from this study on dust and molecular gas, whether Arp 220 is still a good template. We compare some characteristics of Arp 220 with several high-z SMGs for which the molecular and continuum data were recently published. There are four high-z sources, SMMJ2135-0102 (Danielson et al. 2011), GN20 (Carilli et al. 2010), SMM18423+5938 (Lestrade et al. 2010), and SMM10571+5730 (Scott et al. 2011), with z ranging from 2.3 – 4.0, for which submm spectroscopic data was obtained using several ground-based facilities (Z-Spec, IRAM-PdBI, APEX, SMA, CARMA, etc.). Several CO transitions from low-J to mid-J were observed for all four systems. In all cases, the CO SLED peaked around CO (6-5) and then turned over, similar to Arp 220 and M82. Does this mean that the CO excitation in these high-z systems is dominated by starbursts and not AGN? For the latter, the CO SLED is not expected to turn over around mid-J levels (van der Werf & Spaans 2009; Bradford et al. 2009; van der Werf et al. 2010). More recently, EVLA observations of five high-z quasar host galaxies (Riechers et al. 2011; Ivison et al. 2011) indicate that SMGs with AGN show no cold gas component; i.e., the CO J = 1-0 line strengths in these five systems are consistent with warm, highly excited gas that is also seen in the higher-J CO lines. They conclude that the gas-rich quasars and AGN-free SMGs represent different stages in the early evolution of massive galaxies. It is complicated to compare this scenario directly with our findings in Arp 220, in which the CO SLED shape is consistent with gas that is excited by star-formation but observations of other molecules also indicate the presence of a luminous AGN. Lupu et al. (2010) observed five submm-bright lensed sources recently detected by the Herschel Astrophysical Terahertz Large Area Survey (H-ATLAS) using Z-Spec. Up to 3 mid-J CO transitions were detected in these systems, not enough to compare the shape of the SLED to Arp 220.

We compare the ratio of L_{CO,J=6−5}/L_{FIR} in Arp 220 with a sample (discussed above) of 9 high-z sources (using individual CO line luminosities) and find that this ratio does not vary much: it is ∼ a few ×10^{−5}. In six (Scott et al. 2011; Lupu et al. 2010) out of nine galaxies, the modeling of CO was similar to this work, but the results from this modeling have large error bars because fewer lines were available. This makes it hard to conclude

– 28 –

if all these high-z systems also have warm molecular gas as observed in Arp 220. The CO analysis by Scott et al. (2011), for which six CO transitions were available, indicates that HLSW-01 has significant amount of warm molecular gas; the CO SLED was fit well by single temperature component with T_{kin} ranging from 86 – 230 K, with no evidence for a cold temperature component. The data in this system are consistent with no cold gas component. In addition, we compare the ratio of L_{CI}/L_{FIR} ∼ 6.7 × 10^{−6} in Arp 220 with a recent survey of CI in high-z galaxies (Walter et al. 2011). This study found the ratio to be ∼ 7.7 × 10^{−6} from a sample of high-redshift galaxies. The two ratios are consistent with each other and are roughly equal to the luminosity of a single CO line in Arp 220, implying that CI is not an important coolant compared to CO in Arp 220 and the high-z sample.

In the six (Scott et al. 2011; Lupu et al. 2010) out of nine galaxies, the modeling of dust was similar to this work; i.e., they were modeled using Equation 1. All these six high-z systems show warm dust emission with T_{dust} varying from 55 K – 90 K, and high optical depths of τ_d ∼ 3.5 − 5 at 100 μm. However, for most of these galaxies β was fixed at 2.0; since β is correlated with T_{dust} (as shown in Figure 4), the dust temperatures could be lower. Both the dust temperature and high optical depth in Arp 220 are consistent with the range of temperature and optical depth estimated for the high-z systems. Due to large optical depths, dust extinction correction should be considered for the CO lines observed in these SMGs. As demonstrated in this work, the kinetic temperature of the warm molecular gas is grossly underestimated (see section 5.2) if the CO line fluxes are not corrected for extinction. We note that this high-z sample is small and suffers from a selection effect which favors the detection of warm galaxies for a given dust mass.

In summary, even though FTS observations of Arp 220 indicate that it is a peculiar ULIRG with unusually large dust optical depths, massive molecular outflow, strong IR pumping and warm molecular gas, the global properties such as CO line to FIR continuum ratios, dust temperatures and shape of the CO SLED seems to be consistent with a sample of high-z SMGs. Currently, the SMG sample is small and the S/N of the line observations is not as good as for Arp 220. It will be important to revisit this comparison as more molecular line observations of dusty, luminous, high-z become available.

10. Conclusions

In this paper, we presented a complete spectral view of Arp 220 from 190 – 670 μm using the SPIRE-FTS; most of this wavelength region has not been accessible prior to Herschel. The continuous wavelength coverage provided by the FTS eliminates any systematic uncertainties due to cross-calibration issues arising from using multiple instruments observing over

– 29 –

different wavelength windows, as has been the case for ground-based observations of nearby galaxies for a long time. The wavelength region covered by the FTS contains the higher-J rotational levels of CO, HCN and other molecules, which were crucial for carrying out a comprehensive characterization of the molecular gas. The continuous wavelength coverage also facilitated detections of rare molecular and atomic species that a targeted narrow band search would not have achieved. In addition to CO and water species, we report unexpected detections of very high-J absorption lines of HCN. The spectrum also show strong absorption in OH^+, H_2O^+, CH^+, HF, and several nitrogen hydrides. The two emission features of H_2O^+ at 742 and 746 GHz have been seen for the first time. We also detected C I and [N II] lines. These atomic and molecular species are very difficult to observe from the ground, and in some cases completely inaccessible. In addition to line detections, the FTS also provided a good measurement of the continuum, which is invaluable in characterizing dust in the nearby starbursts and ULIRGs. Hence, FTS instrument is playing a very important role in providing information at wavelengths that will be complementary to ALMA and other ground- and space-based telescopes.

Below we list the conclusions for Arp 220, which are drawn from the analysis of the FTS spectrum:

(a) Modeling the continuum revealed dust that is warm with T = 66 K, and has an unusually high optical depth, with τ_{d,100μm} ∼ 5. We derive a dust mass of about 10^8 M_⊙ and a high total hydrogen column density of ∼ 10^{25} cm^{−2} with an uncertainty of a factor of ∼ 3, completely dominated by the uncertainty in the dust cross section.

(b) Warm Molecular gas: The extinction corrected observed CO luminosity is dominated by the mid-J to high-J lines, peaking around CO(6-5). The non-LTE radiative transfer modeling strongly indicates that the mid-J to high-J lines are tracing warm molecular gas with T_{kin}∼ 1350 K. The low-J transitions are tracing cold gas with T_{kin}∼ 50 K. The inferred temperature for the warm and cold components are much lower if CO line fluxes are not corrected for dust extinction. These two components are not in pressure equilibrium and the observations show that their line widths are different by a factor of ∼ 1.5. The mass of the warm gas is about 10% of the cold molecular gas but dominates the luminosity as well as the cooling over the cold CO. The ratio L_{CO}/L_{FIR} ∼ 10^{−4}, where L_{CO} is the total CO luminosity. The temperature of the warm molecular gas is in excellent agreement with the temperature derived from H_2 rotational lines observed from Spitzer, implying that CO is still a good tracer of H_2 at these high temperatures. At 1350 K, H_2 dominates the cooling of the ISM over CO. We also conclude that the contribution of the dense gas to the observed CO emission is small.

– 30 –

We have ruled out PDRs, XDRs and cosmic rays as possible sources of this warm molecular gas within the context of models we compared our data to. The mechanical energy from supernova and stellar winds can satisfy the energy budget required to heat this gas but we still do not know the exact mechanism that heats this gas. Such warm molecular gas has been confirmed in only two galaxies so far, M82 (Panuzzo et al. 2010) and Arp 220, as part of the submm wavelength region covering high-J transitions of CO was made accessible by SPIRE. In both cases some type of non-ionizing source is required to heat this gas. As FTS data for more galaxies become available, this issue will be investigated further.

(c) The very high-J lines of HCN appear in absorption. The transitions from emission to absorption takes places somewhere between J = 4-5 and J = 12-11. These high-J lines are populated via IR pumping of photons at 14 μm. The condition for IR pumping to populate J = 17-16 level requires an intense radiation field with T > 350 K.

(d) Massive molecular outflow: The signature of a molecular outflow is seen in the P Cygni profiles of OH^+, H_2O^+ and H_2O; major molecules involved in the ion-neutral chemistry producing water in the ISM. The outflow has a mass of ∼ 10^7 M_⊙ and velocity ≲ 250 km s^{−1}. It is massive but bound because its velocity is less than the escape velocity of the Arp 220 nuclei. The upcoming Atacama Large Millimeter Array (ALMA) will have the capability to map this outflow. A high resolution follow-up from HIFI and ALMA is required to accurately characterize this outflow. So far, massive molecular outflows have only been detected in Mrk 231 and NGC 1266.

(e) The existence of an AGN in Arp 220 has long been debated. We found significant evidence for an AGN in Arp 220. Our modeling shows that the large observed column densities in OH^+, H_2O^+ and H_2O can only be produced by a luminous XDR with L_X = 10^{44} ergs s^{−1}. The outflow can be associated with either this AGN or the starburst.

(f) The [N II] 205 μm line shows a deficit relative to the FIR continuum, similar to the [C II] deficit found in ULIRGs. This is surprising because [N II] arises in the H II regions and not in PDRs. This deficit is consistent with recent results from a survey conducted by Herschel–PACS, in which deficits were found for the [N II] 122 μm line for several ULIRGS. The line deficit in the H II regions could be a result of higher ionization parameter in ULIRGs compared to more quiescent systems. The observed line ratio of [C II]/[N II] constrains the percentage of [C II] emission in PDRs compared to H II regions to be between 85% – 75%.

(g) The ratio of N_C/N_{CO} is close to unity, which is high compared to the Galactic PDRs, but consistent with the correlation between [C I]/CO line strength and FIR luminosity found

– 31 –

using data from several nearby luminous galaxies with starbursts and AGN.

In summary, this is the first time we have a comprehensive picture of the state of molecular gas in Arp 220. We find that the molecular gas is highly influenced by the mechanical energy provided by the on-going merger. It is important to learn more about the geometry of this galaxy to see how the warm gas and the outflow are distributed. Observations from ALMA will be able to provide this information.

Acknowledgements: We thank our anonymous referee for constructive comments that have strengthened this paper. We are grateful to the FTS/ICC team for helping us with the FTS data reduction and understanding the instrumental effects. We would like to thank Harshal Gupta from JPL for helping us with important line idenitfications. SPIRE has been developed by a consortium of institutes led by Cardiff Univ. (UK) and including Univ. Lethbridge (Canada); NAOC (China); CEA, LAM (France); IFSI, Univ. Padua (Italy); IAC (Spain); Stockholm Observatory (Sweden); Imperial College London, RAL, UCL-MSSL, UKATC, Univ. Sussex (UK); Caltech, JPL, NHSC, Univ. Colorado (USA). This development has been supported by national funding agencies: CSA (Canada); NAOC (China); CEA, CNES, CNRS (France); ASI (Italy); MCINN (Spain); SNSB (Sweden); STFC, UKSA (UK); and NASA (USA).

– 32 –

REFERENCES

Aalto, S., Spaans, M., Wiedner, M. C., & Hüttemeister, S. 2007, A&A, 464, 193

Abdo, A. A., Ackermann, M., Ajello, M., Atwood, W. B., Axelsson, M., Baldini, L., Ballet, J., Barbiellini, G., Bastieri, D., Bechtol, K., Bellazzini, R., Berenji, B., Bloom, E. D., Bonamente, E., Borgland, A. W., Bregeon, J., Brez, A., Brigida, M., Bruel, P., Burnett, T. H., Caliandro, G. A., Cameron, R. A., Caraveo, P. A., Casandjian, J. M., Cavazzuti, E., Cecchi, C., Çelik, Ö., Charles, E., Chekhtman, A., Cheung, C. C., Chiang, J., Ciprini, S., Claus, R., Cohen-Tanugi, J., Conrad, J., Dermer, C. D., de Angelis, A., de Palma, F., Digel, S. W., Silva, E. d. C. e., Drell, P. S., Drlica-Wagner, A., Dubois, R., Dumora, D., Farnier, C., Favuzzi, C., Fegan, S. J., Focke, W. B., Foschini, L., Frailis, M., Fukazawa, Y., Funk, S., Fusco, P., Gargano, F., Gasparrini, D., Gehrels, N., Germani, S., Giebels, B., Giglietto, N., Giordano, F., Glanzman, T., Godfrey, G., Grenier, I. A., Grondin, M.-H., Grove, J. E., Guillemot, L., Guiriec, S., Hanabata, Y., Harding, A. K., Hayashida, M., Hays, E., Hughes, R. E., Jóhannesson, G., Johnson, A. S., Johnson, R. P., Johnson, W. N., Kamae, T., Katagiri, H., Kataoka, J., Kawai, N., Kerr, M., Knödlseder, J., Kocian, M. L., Kuss, M., Lande, J., Latronico, L., Lemoine-Goumard, M., Longo, F., Loparco, F., Lott, B., Lovellette, M. N., Lubrano, P., Madejski, G. M., Makeev, A., Mazziotta, M. N., McConville, W., McEnery, J. E., Meurer, C., Michelson, P. F., Mitthumsiri, W., Mizuno, T., Moiseev, A. A., Monte, C., Monzani, M. E., Morselli, A., Moskalenko, I. V., Murgia, S., Nakamori, T., Nolan, P. L., Norris, J. P., Nuss, E., Ohsugi, T., Omodei, N., Orlando, E., Ormes, J. F., Ozaki, M., Paneque, D., Panetta, J. H., Parent, D., Pelassa, V., Pepe, M., Pesce-Rollins, M., Piron, F., Porter, T. A., Rainò, S., Rando, R., Razzano, M., Reimer, A., Reimer, O., Reposeur, T., Ritz, S., Rodriguez, A. Y., Romani, R. W., Roth, M., Ryde, F., Sadrozinski, H. F.-W., Sander, A., Saz Parkinson, P. M., Scargle, J. D., Sellerholm, A., Sgrò, C., Shaw, M. S., Smith, D. A., Smith, P. D., Spandre, G., Spinelli, P., Strickman, M. S., Strong, A. W., Suson, D. J., Takahashi, H., Tanaka, T., Thayer, J. B., Thayer, J. G., Thompson, D. J., Tibaldo, L., Tibolla, O., Torres, D. F., Tosti, G., Tramacere, A., Uchiyama, Y., Usher, T. L., Vasileiou, V., Vilchez, N., Vitale, V., Waite, A. P., Wang, P., Winer, B. L., Wood, K. S., Ylinen, T., Ziegler, M., & Fermi LAT Collaboration. 2010, ApJ, 709, L152

Abel, N. P., Dudley, C., Fischer, J., Satyapal, S., & van Hoof, P. A. M. 2009, ApJ, 701, 1147

Acero, F., Aharonian, F., Akhperjanian, A. G., Anton, G., Barres de Almeida, U., Bazer- Bachi, A. R., Becherini, Y., Behera, B., Bernlöhr, K., Bochow, A., Boisson, C., Bolmont, J., Borrel, V., Brucker, J., Brun, F., Brun, P., Bühler, R., Bulik, T., Büsching, I., Boutelier, T., Chadwick, P. M., Charbonnier, A., Chaves, R. C. G.,

– 33 –

Cheesebrough, A., Chounet, L.-M., Clapson, A. C., Coignet, G., Dalton, M., Daniel, M. K., Davids, I. D., Degrange, B., Deil, C., Dickinson, H. J., Djannati-Ataï, A., Domainko, W., Drury, L. O. ., Dubois, F., Dubus, G., Dyks, J., Dyrda, M., Egberts, K., Emmanoulopoulos, D., Espigat, P., Farnier, C., Fegan, S., Feinstein, F., Fiasson, A., Förster, A., Fontaine, G., Füßling, M., Gabici, S., Gallant, Y. A., Gérard, L., Gerbig, D., Giebels, B., Glicenstein, J. F., Glück, B., Goret, P., Göring, D., Hauser, D., Hauser, M., Heinz, S., Heinzelmann, G., Henri, G., Hermann, G., Hinton, J. A., Hoffmann, A., Hofmann, W., Hofverberg, P., Hoppe, S., Horns, D., Jacholkowska, A., de Jager, O. C., Jahn, C., Jung, I., Katarzyński, K., Katz, U., Kaufmann, S., Kerschhaggl, M., Khangulyan, D., Khélifi, B., Keogh, D., Klochkov, D., Kluźniak, W., Kneiske, T., Komin, N., Kosack, K., Kossakowski, R., Lamanna, G., Lenain, J.-P., Lohse, T., Marandon, V., Martineau-Huynh, O., Marcowith, A., Masbou, J., Maurin, D., McComb, T. J. L., Medina, M. C., Méhault, J., Moderski, R., Moulin, E., Naumann-Godo, M., de Naurois, M., Nedbal, D., Nekrassov, D., Nicholas, B., Niemiec, J., Nolan, S. J., Ohm, S., Olive, J.-F., Wilhelmi, E. d. O., Orford, K. J., Ostrowski, M., Panter, M., Arribas, M. P., Pedaletti, G., Pelletier, G., Petrucci, P.- O., Pita, S., Pühlhofer, G., Punch, M., Quirrenbach, A., Raubenheimer, B. C., Raue, M., Rayner, S. M., Reimer, O., Renaud, M., Rieger, F., Ripken, J., Rob, L., Rosier- Lees, S., Rowell, G., Rudak, B., Rulten, C. B., Ruppel, J., Sahakian, V., Santangelo, A., Schlickeiser, R., Schöck, F. M., Schwanke, U., Schwarzburg, S., Schwemmer, S., Shalchi, A., Sikora, M., Skilton, J. L., Sol, H., Stawarz, Ł., Steenkamp, R., Stegmann, C., Stinzing, F., Superina, G., Szostek, A., Tam, P. H., Tavernet, J.-P., Terrier, R., Tibolla, O., Tluczykont, M., van Eldik, C., Vasileiadis, G., Venter, C., Venter, L., Vialle, J. P., Vincent, P., Vivier, M., Völk, H. J., Volpe, F., Wagner, S. J., Ward, M., Zdziarski, A. A., & Zech, A. 2009, Science, 326, 1080

Alatalo, K., Blitz, L., Young, L. M., Davis, T. A., Bureau, M., Lopez, L. A., Cappellari, M., Scott, N., Shapiro, K. L., Crocker, A. F., Martin, S., Bois, M., Bournaud, F., Davies, R. L., de Zeeuw, P. T., Duc, P., Emsellem, E., Falcon-Barosso, J., Khochfar, S., Krajnovic, D., Kuntschner, H., Lablanche, P. Y., McDermid, R. M., Morganti, R., Naab, T., Oosterloo, T., Sarzi, M., Serra, P., & Weijmans, A. 2011, ArXiv e-prints

Blain, A. W., Barnard, V. E., & Chapman, S. C. 2003, MNRAS, 338, 733

Bradford, C. M., Aguirre, J. E., Aikin, R., Bock, J. J., Earle, L., Glenn, J., Inami, H., Maloney, P. R., Matsuhara, H., Naylor, B. J., Nguyen, H. T., & Zmuidzinas, J. 2009, ApJ, 705, 112

Bradford, C. M., Stacey, G. J., Nikola, T., Bolatto, A. D., Jackson, J. M., Savage, M. L., & Davidson, J. A. 2005, ApJ, 623, 866

– 34 –

Brauher, J. R., Dale, D. A., & Helou, G. 2008, ApJS, 178, 280

Brown, J. M., Varberg, T. D., Evenson, K. M., & Cooksy, A. L. 1994, ApJ, 428, L37

Bruderer, S. 2006, Master’s thesis, Institute of Astronomy, ETH Zurich, 8092 Zurich, Switzerland

Bruderer, S., Benz, A. O., van Dishoeck, E. F., Melchior, M., Doty, S. D., van der Tak, F., Stäuber, P., Wampfler, S. F., Dedes, C., Yıldız, U. A., Pagani, L., Giannini, T., de Graauw, T., Whyborn, N., Teyssier, D., Jellema, W., Shipman, R., Schieder, R., Honingh, N., Caux, E., Bächtold, W., Csillaghy, A., Monstein, C., Bachiller, R., Baudry, A., Benedettini, M., Bergin, E., Bjerkeli, P., Blake, G. A., Bontemps, S., Braine, J., Caselli, P., Cernicharo, J., Codella, C., Daniel, F., di Giorgio, A. M., Dominik, C., Encrenaz, P., Fich, M., Fuente, A., Goicoechea, J. R., Helmich, F., Herczeg, G. J., Herpin, F., Hogerheijde, M. R., Jacq, T., Johnstone, D., Jørgensen, J. K., Kristensen, L. E., Larsson, B., Lis, D., Liseau, R., Marseille, M., McCoey, C., Melnick, G., Neufeld, D., Nisini, B., Olberg, M., Parise, B., Pearson, J. C., Plume, R., Risacher, C., Santiago-García, J., Saraceno, P., Shipman, R., Tafalla, M., van Kempen, T. A., Visser, R., & Wyrowski, F. 2010, A&A, 521, L44+

Carilli, C. L., Daddi, E., Riechers, D., Walter, F., Weiss, A., Dannerbauer, H., Morrison, G. E., Wagg, J., Davé, R., Elbaz, D., Stern, D., Dickinson, M., Krips, M., & Aravena, M. 2010, ApJ, 714, 1407

Carroll, T. J., & Goldsmith, P. F. 1981, ApJ, 245, 891

Clements, D. L., McDowell, J. C., Shaked, S., Baker, A. C., Borne, K., Colina, L., Lamb, S. A., & Mundell, C. 2002, ApJ, 581, 974

Colgan, S. W. J., Haas, M. R., Erickson, E. F., Rubin, R. H., Simpson, J. P., & Russell, R. W. 1993, ApJ, 413, 237

Danielson, A. L. R., Swinbank, A. M., Smail, I., Cox, P., Edge, A. C., Weiss, A., Harris, A. I., Baker, A. J., De Breuck, C., Geach, J. E., Ivison, R. J., Krips, M., Lundgren, A., Longmore, S., Neri, R., & Flaquer, B. O. 2011, MNRAS, 410, 1687

Devereux, N. A., & Young, J. S. 1990, ApJ, 359, 42

Downes, D., & Eckart, A., 2007, A&A, 468, 57

Draine, B. T., & Lee, H. M. 1984, ApJ, 285, 89

Draine, B. T., & Li, A. 2007, ApJ, 657, 810

– 35 –

Dunne, L., Eales, S., Edmunds, M., Ivison, R., Alexander, P., & Clements, D. L. 2000, MNRAS, 315, 115

Engel, H., Davies, R. I., Genzel, R., Tacconi, L. J., Sturm, E., & Downes, D. 2011, ApJ, 729, 58

Ferrarese, L., & Merritt, D. 2000, ApJ, 539, L9

Feruglio, C., Maiolino, R., Piconcelli, E., Menci, N., Aussel, H., Lamastra, A., & Fiore, F.

2010, A&A, 518, L155+

Fischer, J. 2000, in ESA Special Publication, Vol. 456, ISO Beyond the Peaks: The 2nd ISO Workshop on Analytical Spectroscopy, ed. A. Salama, M. F. Kessler, K. Leech, & B. Schulz, 239–+

Fischer, J., Sturm, E., González-Alfonso, E., Graciá-Carpio, J., Hailey-Dunsheath, S., Poglitsch, A., Contursi, A., Lutz, D., Genzel, R., Sternberg, A., Verma, A., & Tacconi, L. 2010, A&A, 518, L41+

Fulton, T. R., Baluteau, J., Bendo, G., Benielli, D., Gastaud, R., Griffin, M., Guest, S., Imhof, P., Lim, T. L., Lu, N., Naylor, D. A., Panuzzo, P., Polehampton, E., Schwartz, A., Surace, C., Swinyard, B. M., & Xu, K. 2010, in Presented at the Society of Photo-Optical Instrumentation Engineers (SPIE) Conference, Vol. 7731, Society of Photo-Optical Instrumentation Engineers (SPIE) Conference Series

Gao, Y., & Solomon, P. M. 2004, ApJS, 152, 63

Gebhardt, K., Bender, R., Bower, G., Dressler, A., Faber, S. M., Filippenko, A. V., Green, R., Grillmair, C., Ho, L. C., Kormendy, J., Lauer, T. R., Magorrian, J., Pinkney, J., Richstone, D., & Tremaine, S. 2000, ApJ, 539, L13

Gerin, M., de Luca, M., Black, J., Goicoechea, J. R., Herbst, E., Neufeld, D. A., Falgarone, E., Godard, B., Pearson, J. C., Lis, D. C., Phillips, T. G., Bell, T. A., Sonnentrucker, P., Boulanger, F., Cernicharo, J., Coutens, A., Dartois, E., Encrenaz, P., Giesen, T., Goldsmith, P. F., Gupta, H., Gry, C., Hennebelle, P., Hily-Blant, P., Joblin, C., Kazmierczak, M., Kolos, R., Krelowski, J., Martin-Pintado, J., Monje, R., Mookerjea, B., Perault, M., Persson, C., Plume, R., Rimmer, P. B., Salez, M., Schmidt, M., Stutzki, J., Teyssier, D., Vastel, C., Yu, S., Contursi, A., Menten, K., Geballe, T., Schlemmer, S., Shipman, R., Tielens, A. G. G. M., Philipp-May, S., Cros, A., Zmuidzinas, J., Samoska, L. A., Klein, K., & Lorenzani, A. 2010, A&A, 518, L110+

González-Alfonso, E., Smith, H. A., Fischer, J., & Cernicharo, J. 2004, ApJ, 613, 247

– 36 –

Graciá-Carpio, J., Sturm, E., Hailey-Dunsheath, S., Fischer, J., Contursi, A., Poglitsch, A., Genzel, R., González-Alfonso, E., Sternberg, A., Verma, A., Christopher, N., Davies, R., Feuchtgruber, H., de Jong, J. A., Lutz, D., & Tacconi, L. J. 2011, ApJ, 728, L7+

Greve, T. R., Papadopoulos, P. P., Gao, Y., & Radford, S. J. E. 2009, ApJ, 692, 1432

Griffin, M. J., Abergel, A., Abreu, A., Ade, P. A. R., André, P., Augueres, J., Babbedge, T., Bae, Y., Baillie, T., Baluteau, J., Barlow, M. J., Bendo, G., Benielli, D., Bock, J. J., Bonhomme, P., Brisbin, D., Brockley-Blatt, C., Caldwell, M., Cara, C., Castro- Rodriguez, N., Cerulli, R., Chanial, P., Chen, S., Clark, E., Clements, D. L., Clerc, L., Coker, J., Communal, D., Conversi, L., Cox, P., Crumb, D., Cunningham, C., Daly, F., Davis, G. R., de Antoni, P., Delderfield, J., Devin, N., di Giorgio, A., Didschuns, I., Dohlen, K., Donati, M., Dowell, A., Dowell, C. D., Duband, L., Dumaye, L., Emery, R. J., Ferlet, M., Ferrand, D., Fontignie, J., Fox, M., Franceschini, A., Frerking, M., Fulton, T., Garcia, J., Gastaud, R., Gear, W. K., Glenn, J., Goizel, A., Griffin, D. K., Grundy, T., Guest, S., Guillemet, L., Hargrave, P. C., Harwit, M., Hastings, P., Hatziminaoglou, E., Herman, M., Hinde, B., Hristov, V., Huang, M., Imhof, P., Isaak, K. J., Israelsson, U., Ivison, R. J., Jennings, D., Kiernan, B., King, K. J., Lange, A. E., Latter, W., Laurent, G., Laurent, P., Leeks, S. J., Lellouch, E., Levenson, L., Li, B., Li, J., Lilienthal, J., Lim, T., Liu, S. J., Lu, N., Madden, S., Mainetti, G., Marliani, P., McKay, D., Mercier, K., Molinari, S., Morris, H., Moseley, H., Mulder, J., Mur, M., Naylor, D. A., Nguyen, H., O’Halloran, B., Oliver, S., Olofsson, G., Olofsson, H., Orfei, R., Page, M. J., Pain, I., Panuzzo, P., Papageorgiou, A., Parks, G., Parr-Burman, P., Pearce, A., Pearson, C., Pérez-Fournon, I., Pinsard, F., Pisano, G., Podosek, J., Pohlen, M., Polehampton, E. T., Pouliquen, D., Rigopoulou, D., Rizzo, D., Roseboom, I. G., Roussel, H., Rowan-Robinson, M., Rownd, B., Saraceno, P., Sauvage, M., Savage, R., Savini, G., Sawyer, E., Scharmberg, C., Schmitt, D., Schneider, N., Schulz, B., Schwartz, A., Shafer, R., Shupe, D. L., Sibthorpe, B., Sidher, S., Smith, A., Smith, A. J., Smith, D., Spencer, L., Stobie, B., Sudiwala, R., Sukhatme, K., Surace, C., Stevens, J. A., Swinyard, B. M., Trichas, M., Tourette, T., Triou, H., Tseng, S., Tucker, C., Turner, A., Vaccari, M., Valtchanov, I., Vigroux, L., Virique, E., Voellmer, G., Walker, H., Ward, R., Waskett, T., Weilert, M., Wesson, R., White, G. J., Whitehouse, N., Wilson, C. D., Winter, B., Woodcraft, A. L., Wright, G. S., Xu, C. K., Zavagno, A., Zemcov, M., Zhang, L., & Zonca, E. 2010, A&A, 518, L3+ Gupta, H., Rimmer, P., Pearson, J. C., Yu, S., Herbst, E., Harada, N., Bergin, E. A., Neufeld, D. A., Melnick, G. J., Bachiller, R., Baechtold, W., Bell, T. A., Blake, G. A., Caux, E., Ceccarelli, C., Cernicharo, J., Chattopadhyay, G., Comito, C., Cabrit, S., Crockett,

– 37 –

N. R., Daniel, F., Falgarone, E., Diez-Gonzalez, M. C., Dubernet, M., Erickson, N., Emprechtinger, M., Encrenaz, P., Gerin, M., Gill, J. J., Giesen, T. F., Goicoechea, J. R., Goldsmith, P. F., Joblin, C., Johnstone, D., Langer, W. D., Larsson, B., Latter, W. B., Lin, R. H., Lis, D. C., Liseau, R., Lord, S. D., Maiwald, F. W., Maret, S., Martin, P. G., Martin-Pintado, J., Menten, K. M., Morris, P., Müller, H. S. P., Murphy, J. A., Nordh, L. H., Olberg, M., Ossenkopf, V., Pagani, L., Pérault, M., Phillips, T. G., Plume, R., Qin, S., Salez, M., Samoska, L. A., Schilke, P., Schlecht, E., Schlemmer, S., Szczerba, R., Stutzki, J., Trappe, N., van der Tak, F. F. S., Vastel, C., Wang, S., Yorke, H. W., Zmuidzinas, J., Boogert, A., Güsten, R., Hartogh, P., Honingh, N., Karpov, A., Kooi, J., Krieg, J., Schieder, R., & Zaal, P. 2010, A&A, 521, L47+

Haas, M., Klaas, U., Müller, S. A. H., Chini, R., & Coulson, I. 2001, A&A, 367, L9

Heckman, T. M., Dahlem, M., Eales, S. A., Fabbiano, G., & Weaver, K. 1996, ApJ, 457, 616

Higdon, S. J. U., Armus, L., Higdon, J. L., Soifer, B. T., & Spoon, H. W. W. 2006, ApJ, 648, 323

Hildebrand, R. H. 1983, QJRAS, 24, 267

Israel, F. P. 2005, Ap&SS, 295, 171

Ivison, R. J., Papadopoulos, P. P., Smail, I., Greve, T. R., Thomson, A. P., Xilouris, E. M., & Chapman, S. C. 2011, MNRAS, 412, 1913

Kaufman, M. J., Wolfire, M. G., & Hollenbach, D. J. 2006, ApJ, 644, 283

Keene, J., Lis, D. C., Phillips, T. G., & Schilke, P. 1996, in IAU Symposium, Vol. 178, Molecules in Astrophysics: Probes & Processes, ed. E. F. van Dishoeck, 129–+

Klaas, U., Haas, M., Müller, S. A. H., Chini, R., Schulz, B., Coulson, I., Hippelein, H., Wilke, K., Albrecht, M., & Lemke, D. 2001, A&A, 379, 823

Kruegel, E., & Siebenmorgen, R. 1994, A&A, 288, 929

Lahuis, F., Spoon, H. W. W., Tielens, A. G. G. M., Doty, S. D., Armus, L., Charmandaris, V., Houck, J. R., Stäuber, P., & van Dishoeck, E. F. 2007, ApJ, 659, 296

Le Bourlot, J., Pineau des Forêts, G., & Flower, D. R. 1999, MNRAS, 305, 802

Lestrade, J.-F., Combes, F., Salomé, P., Omont, A., Bertoldi, F., André, P., & Schneider, N. 2010, A&A, 522, L4+

– 38 –

Li, A., & Draine, B. T. 2001, ApJ, 554, 778

Lisenfeld, U., Isaak, K. G., & Hills, R. 2000, MNRAS, 312, 433

Lonsdale, C. J., Diamond, P. J., Thrall, H., Smith, H. E., & Lonsdale, C. J. 2006, ApJ, 647, 185 Luhman, M. L., Satyapal, S., Fischer, J., Wolfire, M. G., Sturm, E., Dudley, C. C., Lutz, D., & Genzel, R. 2003, ApJ, 594, 758

Lupu, R. E., Scott, K. S., Aguirre, J. E., Aretxaga, I., Auld, R., Barton, E., Beelen, A., Bertoldi, F., Bock, J. J., Bonfield, D., Bradford, C. M., Buttiglione, S., Cava, A., Clements, D. L., Cooke, J., Cooray, A., Dannerbauer, H., Dariush, A., De Zotti, G., Dunne, L., Dye, S., Eales, S., Frayer, D., Fritz, J., Glenn, J., Hughes, D. H., Ibar, E., Ivison, R. J., Jarvis, M. J., Kamenetzky, J., Kim, S., Lagache, G., Leeuw, L., Maddox, S., Maloney, P. R., Matsuhara, H., Murphy, E. J., Naylor, B. J., Negrello, M., Nguien, H., Omont, A., Pascale, E., Pohlen, M., Rigby, E., Rodighiero, G., Serjeant, S., Smith, D., Temi, P., Thompson, M., Valtchanov, I., Verma, A., Vieira, J. D., & Zmuidzinas, J. 2010, ArXiv e-prints

Madden, S. C., Geis, N., Genzel, R., Herrmann, F., Jackson, J., Poglitsch, A., Stacey, G. J., & Townes, C. H. 1993, ApJ, 407, 579

Malhotra, S., Helou, G., Stacey, G., Hollenbach, D., Lord, S., Beichman, C. A., Dinerstein, H., Hunter, D. A., Lo, K. Y., Lu, N. Y., Rubin, R. H., Silbermann, N., Thronson, Jr., H. A., & Werner, M. W. 1997, ApJ, 491, L27+

Maloney, P. R. 1999, Ap&SS, 266, 207

Maloney, P. R., Hollenbach, D. J., & Tielens, A. G. G. M. 1996, ApJ, 466, 561

Martín, S., Martín-Pintado, J., & Viti, S. 2009, ApJ, 706, 1323

Matsushita, S., Iono, D., Petitpas, G. R., Chou, R. C.-Y., Gurwell, M. A., Hunter, T. R., Muller, J. L. S., Peck, A. B., Sakamoto, K., Sawada Satoh, S., Wiedner, M. C., Wilner, D. J., & Wilson, C. D. 2009, ApJ, 693, 56

Meijerink, R., Spaans, M., Loenen, A. F., & van der Werf, P. P. 2011, A&A, 525, A119+

Mirabel, I. F., & Sanders, D. B. 1989, ApJ, 340, L53

– 39 –

Naylor, D. A., Baluteau, J., Barlow, M. J., Benielli, D., Ferlet, M., Fulton, T. R., Griffin, M. J., Grundy, T., Imhof, P., Jones, S., King, K., Leeks, S. J., Lim, T. L., Lu, N., Makiwa, G., Polehampton, E. T., Savini, G., Sidher, S. D., Spencer, L. D., Surace, C., Swinyard, B. M., & Wesson, R. 2010, in Presented at the Society of Photo-Optical Instrumentation Engineers (SPIE) Conference, Vol. 7731, Society of Photo-Optical Instrumentation Engineers (SPIE) Conference Series

Neufeld, D. A., Goicoechea, J. R., Sonnentrucker, P., Black, J. H., Pearson, J., Yu, S., Phillips, T. G., Lis, D. C., de Luca, M., Herbst, E., Rimmer, P., Gerin, M., Bell, T. A., Boulanger, F., Cernicharo, J., Coutens, A., Dartois, E., Kazmierczak, M., Encrenaz, P., Falgarone, E., Geballe, T. R., Giesen, T., Godard, B., Goldsmith, P. F., Gry, C., Gupta, H., Hennebelle, P., Hily-Blant, P., Joblin, C., Kołos, R., Krełowski, J., Martín-Pintado, J., Menten, K. M., Monje, R., Mookerjea, B., Perault, M., Persson, C., Plume, R., Salez, M., Schlemmer, S., Schmidt, M., Stutzki, J., Teyssier, D., Vastel, C., Cros, A., Klein, K., Lorenzani, A., Philipp, S., Samoska, L. A., Shipman, R., Tielens, A. G. G. M., Szczerba, R., & Zmuidzinas, J. 2010a, A&A, 521, L10+

Neufeld, D. A., Sonnentrucker, P., Phillips, T. G., Lis, D. C., de Luca, M., Goicoechea, J. R., Black, J. H., Gerin, M., Bell, T., Boulanger, F., Cernicharo, J., Coutens, A., Dartois, E., Kazmierczak, M., Encrenaz, P., Falgarone, E., Geballe, T. R., Giesen, T., Godard, B., Goldsmith, P. F., Gry, C., Gupta, H., Hennebelle, P., Herbst, E., Hily- Blant, P., Joblin, C., Kołos, R., Krełowski, J., Martín-Pintado, J., Menten, K. M., Monje, R., Mookerjea, B., Pearson, J., Perault, M., Persson, C., Plume, R., Salez, M., Schlemmer, S., Schmidt, M., Stutzki, J., Teyssier, D., Vastel, C., Yu, S., Cais, P., Caux, E., Liseau, R., Morris, P., & Planesas, P. 2010b, A&A, 518, L108+

Oberst, T. E., Parshley, S. C., Stacey, G. J., Nikola, T., Löhr, A., Harnett, J. I., Tothill, N. F. H., Lane, A. P., Stark, A. A., & Tucker, C. E. 2006, ApJ, 652, L125

Ossenkopf, V., Müller, H. S. P., Lis, D. C., Schilke, P., Bell, T. A., Bruderer, S., Bergin, E., Ceccarelli, C., Comito, C., Stutzki, J., Bacman, A., Baudry, A., Benz, A. O., Benedettini, M., Berne, O., Blake, G., Boogert, A., Bottinelli, S., Boulanger, F., Cabrit, S., Caselli, P., Caux, E., Cernicharo, J., Codella, C., Coutens, A., Crimier, N., Crockett, N. R., Daniel, F., Demyk, K., Dieleman, P., Dominik, C., Dubernet, M. L., Emprechtinger, M., Encrenaz, P., Falgarone, E., France, K., Fuente, A., Gerin, M., Giesen, T. F., di Giorgio, A. M., Goicoechea, J. R., Goldsmith, P. F., Güsten, R., Harris, A., Helmich, F., Herbst, E., Hily-Blant, P., Jacobs, K., Jacq, T., Joblin, C., Johnstone, D., Kahane, C., Kama, M., Klein, T., Klotz, A., Kramer, C., Langer, W., Lefloch, B., Leinz, C., Lorenzani, A., Lord, S. D., Maret, S., Martin, P. G., Martin- Pintado, J., McCoey, C., Melchior, M., Melnick, G. J., Menten, K. M., Mookerjea,

– 40 –

B., Morris, P., Murphy, J. A., Neufeld, D. A., Nisini, B., Pacheco, S., Pagani, L., Parise, B., Pearson, J. C., Pérault, M., Phillips, T. G., Plume, R., Quin, S., Rizzo, R., Röllig, M., Salez, M., Saraceno, P., Schlemmer, S., Simon, R., Schuster, K., van der Tak, F. F. S., Tielens, A. G. G. M., Teyssier, D., Trappe, N., Vastel, C., Viti, S., Wakelam, V., Walters, A., Wang, S., Whyborn, N., van der Wiel, M., Yorke, H. W., Yu, S., & Zmuidzinas, J. 2010, A&A, 518, L111+

Panuzzo, P., Rangwala, N., Rykala, A., Isaak, K. G., Glenn, J., Wilson, C. D., Auld, R., Baes, M., Barlow, M. J., Bendo, G. J., Bock, J. J., Boselli, A., Bradford, M., Buat, V., Castro-Rodríguez, N., Chanial, P., Charlot, S., Ciesla, L., Clements, D. L., Cooray, A., Cormier, D., Cortese, L., Davies, J. I., Dwek, E., Eales, S. A., Elbaz, D., Fulton, T., Galametz, M., Galliano, F., Gear, W. K., Gomez, H. L., Griffin, M., Hony, S., Levenson, L. R., Lu, N., Madden, S., O’Halloran, B., Okumura, K., Oliver, S., Page, M. J., Papageorgiou, A., Parkin, T. J., Pérez-Fournon, I., Pohlen, M., Polehampton, E. T., Rigby, E. E., Roussel, H., Sacchi, N., Sauvage, M., Schulz, B., Schirm, M. R. P., Smith, M. W. L., Spinoglio, L., Stevens, J. A., Srinivasan, S., Symeonidis, M., Swinyard, B., Trichas, M., Vaccari, M., Vigroux, L., Wozniak, H., Wright, G. S., & Zeilinger, W. W. 2010, A&A, 518, L37+

Papadopoulos, P. P. 2010, ApJ, 720, 226

Papadopoulos, P. P., van der Werf, P., Isaak, K., & Xilouris, E. M. 2010, ApJ, 715, 775

Pilbratt, G. L., Riedinger, J. R., Passvogel, T., Crone, G., Doyle, D., Gageur, U., Heras, A. M., Jewell, C., Metcalfe, L., Ott, S., & Schmidt, M. 2010, A&A, 518, L1+

Poglitsch, A., Waelkens, C., Geis, N., Feuchtgruber, H., Vandenbussche, B., Rodriguez, L., Krause, O., Renotte, E., van Hoof, C., Saraceno, P., Cepa, J., Kerschbaum, F., Agnèse, P., Ali, B., Altieri, B., Andreani, P., Augueres, J.-L., Balog, Z., Barl, L., Bauer, O. H., Belbachir, N., Benedettini, M., Billot, N., Boulade, O., Bischof, H., Blommaert, J., Callut, E., Cara, C., Cerulli, R., Cesarsky, D., Contursi, A., Creten, Y., De Meester, W., Doublier, V., Doumayrou, E., Duband, L., Exter, K., Genzel, R., Gillis, J.-M., Grözinger, U., Henning, T., Herreros, J., Huygen, R., Inguscio, M., Jakob, G., Jamar, C., Jean, C., de Jong, J., Katterloher, R., Kiss, C., Klaas, U., Lemke, D., Lutz, D., Madden, S., Marquet, B., Martignac, J., Mazy, A., Merken, P., Montfort, F., Morbidelli, L., Müller, T., Nielbock, M., Okumura, K., Orfei, R., Ottensamer, R., Pezzuto, S., Popesso, P., Putzeys, J., Regibo, S., Reveret, V., Royer, P., Sauvage, M., Schreiber, J., Stegmaier, J., Schmitt, D., Schubert, J., Sturm, E., Thiel, M., Tofani, G., Vavrek, R., Wetzstein, M., Wieprecht, E., & Wiezorrek, E. 2010, A&A, 518, L2+

– 41 –

Riechers, D. A., Carilli, C. L., Maddalena, R. J., Hodge, J., Harris, A. I., Baker, A. J., Walter, F., Wagg, J., Vanden Bout, P. A., Weiss, A., & Sharon, C. E. 2011, ArXiv e-prints

Riechers, D. A., Weiß, A., Walter, F., & Wagg, J. 2010, ApJ, 725, 1032

Sakamoto, K., Aalto, S., Evans, A. S., Wiedner, M. C., & Wilner, D. J. 2010, ApJ, 725, L228

Sakamoto, K., Aalto, S., Wilner, D. J., Black, J. H., Conway, J. E., Costagliola, F., Peck, A. B., Spaans, M., Wang, J., & Wiedner, M. C. 2009, ApJ, 700, L104

Sakamoto, K., Wang, J., Wiedner, M. C., Wang, Z., Peck, A. B., Zhang, Q., Petitpas, G. R., Ho, P. T. P., & Wilner, D. J. 2008, ApJ, 684, 957

Salter, C. J., Ghosh, T., Catinella, B., Lebron, M., Lerner, M. S., Minchin, R., & Momjian, E. 2008, AJ, 136, 389

Sanders, D. B., Mazzarella, J. M., Kim, D., Surace, J. A., & Soifer, B. T. 2003, AJ, 126, 1607

Sanders, D. B., Scoville, N. Z., & Soifer, B. T. 1991, ApJ, 370, 158

Sauty, S., Gerin, M., & Casoli, F. 1998, A&A, 339, 19

Savage, C., & Ziurys, L. M. 2004, ApJ, 616, 966

Scott, K. S., Lupu, R. E., Aguirre, J. E., Auld, R., Aussel, H., Baker, A. J., Beelen, A., Bock, J., Bradford, C. M., Brisbin, D., Burgarella, D., Carpenter, J. M., Chanial, P., Chapman, S. C., Clements, D. L., Conley, A., Cooray, A., Cox, P., Dowell, C. D., Eales, S., Farrah, D., Franceschini, A., Frayer, D. T., Gavazzi, R., Glenn, J., Griffin, M., Harris, A. I., Ibar, E., Ivison, R. J., Kamenetzky, J., Kim, S., Krips, M., Maloney, P. R., Matsuhara, H., Mortier, A. M. J., Murphy, E. J., Naylor, B. J., Neri, R., Nguyen, H. T., Oliver, S. J., Omont, A., Page, M. J., Papageorgiou, A., Pearson, C. P., Perez-Fournon, I., Pohlen, M., Rawlings, J. I., Raymond, G., Riechers, D., Rodighiero, G., Roseboom, I. G., Rowan-Robinson, M., Scott, D., Seymour, N., Smith, A. J., Symeonidis, M., Tugwell, K. E., Vaccari, M., Vieira, J. D., Vigroux, L., Wang, L., Wright, G., & Zmuidzinas, J. 2011, ArXiv e-prints

Scoville, N. Z., Yun, M. S., & Bryant, P. M. 1997, ApJ, 484, 702

Spaans, M., & Meijerink, R. 2008, ApJ, 678, L5

– 42 –

Spitzer, Jr., L. 1968, Dynamics of Interstellar Matter and the Formation of Stars, ed. Middlehurst, B. M. & Aller, L. H. (the University of Chicago Press), 1–+

Stutzki, J., Graf, U. U., Haas, S., Honingh, C. E., Hottgenroth, D., Jacobs, K., Schieder, R., Simon, R., Staguhn, J., Winnewisser, G., Martin, R. N., Peters, W. L., & McMullin, J. P. 1997, ApJ, 477, L33+

van der Tak, F. F. S., Black, J. H., Schöier, F. L., Jansen, D. J., & van Dishoeck, E. F. 2007, A&A, 468, 627

van der Werf, P. P., Isaak, K. G., Meijerink, R., Spaans, M., Rykala, A., Fulton, T., Loenen, A. F., Walter, F., Weiß, A., Armus, L., Fischer, J., Israel, F. P., Harris, A. I., Veilleux, S., Henkel, C., Savini, G., Lord, S., Smith, H. A., González-Alfonso, E., Naylor, D., Aalto, S., Charmandaris, V., Dasyra, K. M., Evans, A., Gao, Y., Greve, T. R., Güsten, R., Kramer, C., Martín-Pintado, J., Mazzarella, J., Papadopoulos, P. P., Sanders, D. B., Spinoglio, L., Stacey, G., Vlahakis, C., Wiedner, M. C., & Xilouris, E. M. 2010, A&A, 518, L42+

van der Werf, P. P., & Spaans, M. 2009, in The Next-Generation Infrared Space Mission:

SPICA, ed. A. M. Heras, B. M. Swinyard, K. G. Isaak, & J. R. Goicoechea , 3009–+

van Dishoeck, E. F., Kristensen, L. E., Benz, A. O., Bergin, E. A., Caselli, P., Cernicharo, J., Herpin, F., Hogerheijde, M. R., Johnstone, D., Liseau, R., Nisini, B., Shipman, R., Tafalla, M., van der Tak, F., Wyrowski, F., Aikawa, Y., Bachiller, R., Baudry, A., Benedettini, M., Bjerkeli, P., Blake, G. A., Bontemps, S., Braine, J., Brinch, C., Bruderer, S., Chavarría, L., Codella, C., Daniel, F., de Graauw, T., Deul, E., di Giorgio, A. M., Dominik, C., Doty, S. D., Dubernet, M. L., Encrenaz, P., Feuchtgruber, H., Fich, M., Frieswijk, W., Fuente, A., Giannini, T., Goicoechea, J. R., Helmich, F. P., Herczeg, G. J., Jacq, T., Jørgensen, J. K., Karska, A., Kaufman, M. J., Keto, E., Larsson, B., Lefloch, B., Lis, D., Marseille, M., McCoey, C., Melnick, G., Neufeld, D., Olberg, M., Pagani, L., Panić, O., Parise, B., Pearson, J. C., Plume, R., Risacher, C., Salter, D., Santiago-García, J., Saraceno, P., Stäuber, P., van Kempen, T. A., Visser, R., Viti, S., Walmsley, M., Wampfler, S. F., & Yıldız, U. A. 2011, PASP, 123, 138 Walter, F., Weiß, A., Downes, D., Decarli, R., & Henkel, C. 2011, ApJ, 730, 18

Ward, J. S., Zmuidzinas, J., Harris, A. I., & Isaak, K. G. 2003, ApJ, 587, 171

Weiß, A., Downes, D., Neri, R., Walter, F., Henkel, C., Wilner, D. J., Wagg, J., & Wiklind, T. 2007, A&A, 467, 955

– 43 –

Wilson, C. D. 1997, ApJ, 487, L49+ Wolfire, M. G., Hollenbach, D., & McKee, C. F. 2010, ApJ, 716, 1191

This preprint was prepared with the AAS L^ATEX macros v5.2.

– 44 –

Fig. 1.— Herschel SPIRE-FTS spectrum of Arp 220. The spectrum shows the FIR continuum between 190 – 670 μm in (a). Red solid points in (a) are the continuum measurements from SPIRE photometer and the dotted curves show the photometer bandpasses with arbitrary normalization. Line identifications are shown for several molecular and atomic species in (b) and (c) with like colors for like species.

– 45 –

Fig. 2.— A zoom-in view of some of the spectral lines detected in the Herschel-SPIRE spectrum of Arp 220.

– 46 –

Fig. 3.— Dust spectral energy distribution of Arp 220: The dot-dashed line is a modified blackbody model fit to the combined FTS, SPIRE-photometer and ISO-LWS data. Other data from the literature are over plotted for comparison and agree well with the fit. A single temperature component model fits the data extremely well down to 15 μm, below which it breaks down. The size of the data points is approximately equal to the size of the uncertainties (random and systematic).

Fig. 4.— Modeling the dust SED yields tight constraints on a single-component dust spectrum in Arp 220. The contours show 68%, 95% and 98% confidence levels.

– 47 –

Fig. 5.— Left: Extinction corrected luminosity distribution of the CO ladder from J = 1-0 to J = 13-12 with the exception of J = 10-9 line, which is blended with a water line. The black solid circles are FTS measurements and the blue triangles are average line fluxes from ground-based measurements. Also shown for comparison are new measurements by Z-spec and JCMT. Right: Non-LTE model fit to the observed CO line temperatures. There are two temperature components: a warm component (dotted line) traced by the mid-J to high-J lines and a cold component (dashed line) traced by the low-J lines.

Fig. 6.— Radiative transfer modeling of CO: Likelihood distributions for gas kinetic temperature, density, column density and pressure. The blue line represents the cold component at 50 K obtained from modeling low-J transitions and the red line represents the warm component at 1350 K obtained from modeling the mid-J to high-J transitions.

– 48 –

Fig. 7.— Top: PDR models for CO (Wolfire et al. 2010). The red lines are model contours, green line is the observed value (except for the CO abundance for which it represents an expected value derived from Galactic observations), and the black dashed lines are acceptable density limits from non-LTE modeling of CO. Bottom: XDR models for CO abundance and CO surface Brightness in erg cm^{−2} s^{−1} sr^{−1}. The red lines are model contours, blue lines are temperature contours, green lines are observed values, black dashed region shows acceptable ranges for the source size and density from Table 3, and the blue dash circle shows the 3 − σ limits for the temperature as listed in Table 3.

– 49 –

Fig. 8.— Left – HCN rotational ladder: The low-J lines measured from the ground are in emission, while the high-J lines measured by SPIRE-FTS are in absorption. Right – HCN curve of growth: All the HCN absorption lines from J = 12-11 to J = 17-16 are on the linear part of the curve of growth.

Fig. 9.— Radiative transfer modeling of HCN: Likelihoods for gas kinetic temperature, density, column density and pressure. These results do not include the effects of IR pumping.

– 50 –

Fig. 10.— P Cygni detected in OH+, H2O+ and HF lines, suggesting molecular outflow in Arp 220. The dashed region highlights the P Cygni profile of the molecule.

– 51 –

Fig. 11.— XDR Model: (a) – (e) Predictions for columns densities of several ion species over the n_H and N_H grid. The shaded area shows the allowed regions of column densities for OH^+, H_2O^+ and H_2O H_3O^+ and HCO^+. (f) – Total columns densities of each species as a function of total hydrogen column. The dashed lines are observed lower limits on the column densities for all molecules except for HCO^+ and H_3O^+, for which they represent an observed value and a 3 − σ upper limit, respectively.

– 52 –

Table 1. Line Strengths of Emission and Absorption Lines in Arp 220

Emission Lines

ID Transition Rest Frequency Flux Source Comments (GHz) (Jy km s^{−1})

12CO J = 4 - 3 461.04077 4550 ± 330 JPL/CDMS – 12CO J = 5 - 4 576.26793 3660 ± 170 JPL/CDMS – 12CO J = 6 - 5 691.47308 4070 ± 80 JPL/CDMS – 12CO J = 7 - 6 806.65181 3460 ± 170 JPL/CDMS – 12CO J = 8 - 7 921.79970 3260 ± 200 JPL/CDMS – 12CO J = 9 - 8 1036.91239 2920 ± 270 JPL/CDMS – 12CO J = 10 - 9 1151.98545 ... JPL/CDMS blended with H_2O 3_{12} − 2_{21} 12CO J = 11-10 1267.01449 1280 ± 90 JPL/CDMS – 12CO J = 12-11 1381.99510 840 ± 60 JPL/CDMS – 12CO J = 13-12 1496.92291 450 ± 100 JPL/CDMS –

CI J = 1-0 492.16065 1840 ± 70 CDMS – CI J = 2-1 809.34197 2130 ± 400 CDMS – H_2O 2_{11} − 2_{02} 752.0332 2970 ± 110 LOVAS – H_2O 2_{02} − 1_{11} 987.92676 3440 ± 450 JPL – H_2O 3_{12} − 3_{03} 1097.36479 3080 ± 160 JPL – H_2O 3_{12} − 2_{21} 1153.12682 3460 ± 330 JPL blended with CO J = 10-9 line H_2O 3_{21} − 3_{12} 1162.91159 4930 ± 300 JPL – H_2O 4_{22} − 4_{13} 1207.63871 1750 ± 170 JPL – H_2O 2_{20} − 2_{11} 1228.78877 1980 ± 300 JPL – H_2O 5_{23} − 5_{14} 1410.61807 940 ± 110 JPL – H_2O^+ 2_{02} − 1_{11} , J_{5/3−3/2} 742.0332 840 ± 90 BR10^b – H_2O^+ 2_{02} − 1_{11} , J_{3/2−3/2} 746.1938 980 ± 130 BR10/JPL – HCN J = 6-5 531.71635 1700 ± 120 CDMS (?)

HCO^+/HOC^+ J = 6-5 536.82796 850 ± 160 CDMS (?)

NII^3P_1 −^3 P_0 1461.1319 1800 ± 120 C93^c very broad

Absorption lines

ID Transition Rest Frequency W_λ Source Comments (GHz) (×10^{−2} μm)

HCN J = 12-11 1062.980 2.5 ± 0.2 CDMS – HCN J = 13-12 1151.449 ... CDMS blended with CO (10-9) and water line HCN J = 14-13 1239.890 1.9 ± 0.2 CDMS – HCN J = 15-14 1328.302 1.6 ± 0.1 CDMS – HCN J = 16-15 1416.683 1.2 ± 0.1 CDMS – HCN J = 17-16 1505.030 0.9 ± 0.1 CDMS – CH^+ 1 - 0 835.07895 18.8 ± 0.3 CDMS – OH^+ 1_{01} − 0_{12} 909.1588 11.1 ± 1.4 CDMS – OH^+ 1_{22} − 0_{11} 971.8053 16.6 ± 2.0 CDMS – OH^+ 1_{12} − 0_{1,2} 1033.118 16.5 ± 1.8 CDMS – H_2O 1_{10} − 0_{00} 1113.34296 8.4 ± 1.4 JPL – H_2O^+ 1_{11} − 0_{00} , J_{3/2−1/2} 1115.2040 9.1 ± 1.2 G10^d –

– 53 –

Table 1—Continued

Emission Lines

ID Transition Rest Frequency Flux Source Comments (GHz) (Jy km s^{−1})

H_2O^+ 1_{11} − 0_{00}, J_{3=1/2−1/2} 1139.5606 8.6 ± 0.5 G10 –

HF J = 1-0 1232.47622 7.0 ± 0.7 JPL –

aJPL: Jet Propulsion Lab, CDMS: Cologne Database for Molecular Spectroscopy, LOVAS: NIST recommended rest frequencies.

bBruderer et al. (2010)

cGupta et al. (2010)

dBrown et al. (1994); Colgan et al. (1993)

eThe line fluxes can be corrected for dust extinction using the following two relations: τ_d = (ν/ν_0)^β (where β = 1.84 and ν_0 = 1270 GHz), and the mixed dust extinction model given by I = I_0(1 − e^{−τd} )/τ_d. The extinction correction factor (I_0/I) ranges from 1.076 at 450 GHz to 1.953 at 1600 GHz

Table 2. Continuum fluxes

SPIRE-FTS

Wavelength Flux

(μm) (Jy)

586 ± 70 2.2 ± 0.5 480 ± 46 4.3 ± 0.9 400 ± 32 7.6 ± 1.2 345 ± 24 12.2 ± 1.6 300 ± 18 18.4 ± 2.0 270 ± 14 24.4 ± 2.2 240 ± 12 32.2 ± 2.4 220 ± 10 39.7 ± 2.4 200 ± 8 50.9 ± 1.6

SPIRE-photometer

250 30.1 ± 1.5 350 11.7 ± 0.6 500 3.9 ± 0.2

– 54 –

Table 3. Highest Likelihood Values and Their Uncertainties from Non-LTE Modeling

CO - Warm

Quantity Highest Likelihood Value 1−σ range 3−σ range

Tkin (K) 1343 1247 – 1624 1174 – 1699 Log_{10} n(H_2) (cm^{−3}) 3.2 3.0 – 3.2 3.0 – 3.3 Log_{10}N(^{12} CO) (cm^{−2}) 19.4 19.4 – 19.5 19.4 – 19.6 Log_{10}P (K cm^{−3}) 6.3 6.2 – 6.4 6.1 – 6.4 M_{gas} (×10^8 M_⊙) 4.7 4.6 – 6.0 4.3 – 6.9 L_{CO}(×10^8 L_⊙) 2.0 1.9 – 2.1 1.7 – 2.3 dv/dr (km s^{−1}pc^{−1}) 20 10 - 24 8 – 28

CO - Cold

Tkin (K) 50 34 – 67 32 – 83 Log_{10} n(H_2) (cm^{−3}) 2.8 2.6 – 3.2 2.6 – 3.40 Log_{10}N(^{12} CO) (cm^{−2}) 20.3 19.9 – 20.3 19.8 – 20.4 Log_{10}P (K cm^{−3}) 4.5 4.5 – 4.8 4.4 – 5.0 M_{gas} (×10^9 M_⊙) 5.2 2.0 – 5.4 1.5 – 6.8 dv/dr (km s^{−1}pc^{−1}) 1.4 1.3 - 6.0 1.1 – 8.5

HCN - high-J

Tkin (K) ≳ 320 – – Log_{10} n(H_2) (cm^{−3}) ≳ 6.3 – – Log_{10}N(^{12} CO) (cm^{−2}) 15.3 15.3 – 15.4 15.2 – 15.5 Log_{10}P (K cm^{−3}) ≳ 9.6 – –