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ABSTRACT
Arp 220 is the prototypical Ultraluminous Infrared Galaxy (ULIRG), and one of the brightest objects in the extragalactic far-
infrared sky. It is the result of a merger between two gas rich spiral galaxies which has triggered starbursting activity in the merger
nuclear regions. Observations with the Submillimeter Array centred at a frequency of 345 GHz and with a synthesised beamsize
of 0.77 × 0.45 arcseconds were used to search for polarized dust emission from the nuclear regions of Arp 220. Polarized dust
emission was clearly detected at 6𝜎 significance associated with the brighter, western nucleus, with a peak polarization fraction
of 2.7±0.35 per cent somewhat offset from the western nucleus. A suggestive 2.6𝜎 signal is seen from the fainter eastern nucleus.
The dust emission polarization is oriented roughly perpendicular to the molecular disk in the western nucleus suggesting that the
magnetic field responsible is orientated broadly in the plane of the disk, but may be being reordered by the interaction between
the two nuclei. Unlike more evolved interacting systems, we see no indication that the magnetic field is being reordered by the
outflow from the western nucleus. These observations are the first detection of dust polarization, and thus of magnetic fields, in
the core of a ULIRG.
Key words: galaxies: magnetic fields; galaxies: interactions; galaxies: starburst; submillimetre: galaxies; galaxies: individual:
Arp220

1 INTRODUCTION

Magnetic fields are a key component of the interstellar medium (ISM)
of galaxies and are involved in numerous processes including star for-
mation, mass loss and the jets associated with active galactic nuclei
(AGN) (see eg. Beck & Wielebinski (2013) and references therein).
Dust grains, another key component of the ISM, will align themselves
with magnetic fields when aspherical, leading to polarized thermal
emission in the far-IR and submm (Beck & Wielebinski 2013). Ob-
servations of polarized dust emission at these long wavelengths can
thus provide insights into the magnetic fields in galaxies (Lazarian
& Finkbeiner 2003). Observations of galactic magnetic fields can
be used to test dynamo theory, which predicts the timescales for the
coherent ordering of magnetic fields in galaxies. Studies of the flow
patterns of diffuse ionised gas suggest that magnetic fields can af-
fect the evolution of galaxy morphology (e.g. spiral arm formation),
while major mergers are thought to enhance turbulent magnetic fields
(Beck & Wielebinski 2013). This means that observations of galactic
magnetic fields can provide insights into both the merger history and
morphological evolution of galaxies. In particular, Whittingham et
al. (2021) suggest that, while the presence of magnetic fields does not
appear to affect global merger remnant properties, galactic magnetic
fields can produce significant differences in the structural properties
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of merger remnants, with magneto-hydrodynamic (MHD) simula-
tions producing large disc galaxies with spiral structures, compared
to the more compact merger remnants predicted by hydrodynamic
simulations. Magnetic fields may also have an impact on feedback
processes, potentially leading to increased nuclear star formation
rates and supermassive black hole (SMBH) accretion rates in the
centres of merging galaxies Whittingham et al. (2023). The investi-
gation of magnetic fields in merging galaxies is therefore important
not only for understanding the processes underway in individual ob-
jects, but also for understanding the overall evolutionary history of
galaxies and SMBHs.

Despite the potential impact of magnetic fields on galaxy structure,
submm observations of polarization in extragalactic sources remain
sparse. Greaves & Holland (2002) published the first galaxy-averaged
detection of submm polarization, finding a polarization fraction of
∼ 0.4 per cent at 850𝜇m in the nearby starburst galaxy M82. This has
since been followed up by higher resolution observations in the far-
IR from SOFIA (Stratospheric Observatory for Infrared Astronomy,
Jones et al. 2019) and deeper observations in the submm (Pattle et al.
2021) which have shown that M82 has one magnetic field component
that aligns with the disk of the galaxy, and another aligned perpen-
dicular to the disk associated with hotter dust and thought to come
from material entrained in a massive polar outflow. Limited samples
of nearby galaxies have since been detected in polarized dust emis-
sion by SOFIA (eg. Borlaff et al. 2023, Lopez-Rodriguez et al. 2020,
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and references therein), but the sample sizes remain small. At higher
redshifts individual extreme sources have been studied and detected
in polarized dust emission at 𝑧 = 2.6 (Geach et al. 2023), and 𝑧 = 5.6
(Chen et al. 2024) with polarization fractions comparable to what has
been seen locally. Statistical studies of dust polarization in a large
number of galaxies using Planck data (Bonavera et al. 2017) suggest
average fractional polarizations of ∼ 3 per cent for the population,
and raise the interesting prospect that the integrated polarized dust
emission of cosmic infrared background (CIB) galaxies might be a
significant, if not dominant, foreground for future cosmic microwave
background searches for B-mode polarzsation (Lopez-Rodriguez et
al. 2020).

The main issues making further studies of dust polarization in
galaxies difficult are sensitivity and angular resolution, as well as the
demise of SOFIA, which had become the leading observatory for far-
IR dust polarization studies. The sensitivity aspect of this problem
suggests that the brightest far-IR/submm sources in the local universe
would potentially make the best targets for further extragalactic dust
polarization observations. Among these are the local Ultraluminous
Infrared Galaxies (ULIRGs, see eg. Sanders & Mirabel 1996 and
references therein), the brightest of which is the well known merging
galaxy Arp 220, which is the target of the observations discussed
here. Arp 220 is the merger of two gas rich spiral galaxies (see
Figure 1 Rangwala et al. 2011), and hosts a massive starburst forming
stars at a rate of ∼ 100 M⊙ /yr (eg. Downes & Solomon 1998). This
star formation is concentrated into two nuclei at its centre separated
roughly east-west by ∼ 1 arcsecond corresponding to a physical
distance of 300 pc at its redshift of 𝑧 = 0.018 (see eg. Sakamoto et
al. 2009; Scoville, Yun, & Bryant 1997). Each nucleus is surrounded
by a rotating gas disk of ∼ 100pc in extent, with the rotation axes of
these disks misaligned (Sakamoto et al. 1999). The combined flux
density of the two nuclei at 345 GHz is 680±100mJy, The western
nucleus is about 3 times brighter than the eastern nucleus and is
thought to contain an AGN (Clements et al. 2002; Downes & Eckart
2007).

Previous observations in search of dust polarization in Arp220
have set upper limits of 1.54 per cent (Seiffert et al. 2007). How-
ever, these observations were taken with the Submillimetre Common
User Bolometer Array (SCUBA, Holland et al. 1999) and are thus
averaged over a 15 arcsecond beam. If the two nuclei have different
polarizations then this would dilute the polarization, potentially to
the level of non-detection. We here present the results of submm po-
larization observations of Arp220 at subarcsecond resolution using
the Submilliemeter Array (SMA, Ho, Moran, & Lo 2004). These
are capable of resolving the separate nuclei and thus avoiding this
dilution problem. If a significant polarization fraction can be found
in the nuclei of Arp220, this would suggest that the magnetic field
strengths can be enhanced in the inner regions of merging galaxies
as suggested by Whittingham et al. (2021). Alternatively, if the po-
larization fraction remains undetectable even in the individual nuclei
of Arp220, this suggests that the magnetic fields in merging nuclei
may be much more complex and disordered than predicted, providing
interesting constraints on the ordering of galactic magnetic fields.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows: in the next section we
describe the SMA observations and data reduction. In the subsequent
section we present the results of our observations. This is followed by
discussion of these results, and then by our conclusions. Throughout
this paper we assume a standard cosmology with 𝐻0 = 67.74 km s−1

Mpc−1, ΩΛ = 0.69 and Ω𝑚 = 0.31.

Figure 1. Three colour near-IR image of Arp220 from the Hubble Space
Telescope (Perna et al. 2020) showing the large scale structure of the merging
system. White contours indicate the SMA continuum 340 GHz image ob-
tained by our observations. Background spikes found in the archival data are
suppressed by sigma-clipping at 3𝜎 in 7× 7 pixel boxes across the field using
the astropy sigma_clip routine. A maximum of 10 iterations of sigma-clipping
were performed in each box.

2 OBSERVATIONS AND DATA REDUCTION

Observations of Arp 220 were carried out on 2022 May 25 using the
Submillimeter Array (SMA). Six of the eight antennae were used
in SMA’s extended configuration during the observations, the other
antennae being unavailable, providing projected baselines from 22.5
to 226 m. With an IF frequency of 4 to 16 GHz, the spectral coverage
was from 331 to 343 GHz for the lower sideband (LSB) and 351 to
363 GHz for the upper sideband (USB) at a uniform resolution of
140 kHz across the entire spectral coverage. The weather conditions
were excellent, with a precipitable water vapour (PWV) of 1 mm,
and the zenith atmospheric opacity of 0.05 at 225 GHz.

Both 345 GHz (RxA) and 400 GHz (RxB) receivers were used
during the observations. The quarter waveplates equipped in each
antenna convert the incoming linearly polarized signals to circular
ones (Marrone & Rao 2008). Therefore, the two receivers sample
the left-hand and right-hand circular polarization L and R, respec-
tively. The cross correlation produces the four polarization products,
i.e., RR, LL, RL and LR, for each antenna pair. 3C345 and Bl-Lac
were used as time-dependent gain, and bandpass calibrators, respec-
tively. Neptune and Callisto were observed for flux calibrations. The
instrumental leakage calibration was performed using 3C345. Vis-
ibility data was first calibrated for flux, gain and bandpass using
MIR/IDL subset, and then exported to MIRIAD (Sault, Teuben, &
Wright 1995) for polarization leakage calibration, and imaging. The
continuum data for Arp 220 were constructed by vector averaging
the spectral data in the LSB and USB, respectively. The synthesized
beam of the combined continuum image is 0".77 x 0".45 with a po-
sition angle of -90◦. The one s𝜎 rms noise is 3 mJy per beam in the
Stoke I image, and 0.5 mJy in the Stokes Q/U images. The pointing
center for Arp 220 is 15:34:57.26, +23:30:11.30 (J2000).
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Figure 2. Image showing the intensity of Arp 220 in the SMA continuum bands (colour) with polarization vectors overlaid (left). These are rotated by 90 degrees
in the image to the right to show the direction of the magnetic field. Polarization is detected in the western nucleus at a peak significance of 6 𝜎. The beam is
shown as a cross-hatched ellipse in the bottom left corner. The red ellipses represent the rotating molecular disks, while the positions of the nuclei are shown as
red crosses. The blue-shifted and red-shifted lobes of the outflow from the western nucleus are marked; their length corresponds to the measured extent of the
ouflow (Barcos-Muñoz et al. 2018).

3 RESULTS

Our new subarcsecond resolution observations of Arp220 represent
the most sensitive polarization study of this object to date. We show
the continuum image resulting from our SMA observations overplot-
ted with the polarization vectors derived from the Stokes Q and U
images shown as lines, in Figure 2. We detect polarized dust emis-
sion in Arp220 for the first time, with a peak polarized flux intensity
of 2.7±0.45 mJy close to the position of the western nucleus. This
represents a detection significance of 6𝜎. This is the first detection
of polarized dust emission from the nuclear regions of a ULIRG.

We make only a marginal detection of polarization associated with
the eastern nucleus, with a polarized intensity of 1.2±0.45 mJy, ie. a
2.6𝜎 marginal detection at best. This is at least in part because the
eastern nucleus is fainter in the continuum than the western nucleus
by a factor of about 2. Emission from the two nuclei might thus
be polarized at the same level, but we do not have the sensitivity
to demonstrate this with the current observations. Our results are
summarised in Table 1.

4 DISCUSSION

As well as the result of our observations and the detection of polarized
dust emission associated with the western nucleus of Arp220, Figure
2 also shows the inferred direction of the magnetic field derived from
the dust polarization direction, since the magnetic field is expected to
be orthogonal to the polarization direction. The figure also shows the
locations of the two nuclei at the centre of Arp220 and the alignments
of the dusty molecular gas disks around them.

We do not resolve either the disc or the outflow in our observations,
as shown in Figure 2. In non-interacting spiral galaxies, magnetic

fields are typically seen to run along the spiral arms (e.g. Jones et
al. 2020), consistent with the predictions of galactic dynamo models
(Brandenburg & Ntormousi 2023). In an unresolved, non-interacting
galactic disc, we might therefore expect to see an average magnetic
field parallel to the major axis of the disc. The magnetic field direction
that we observe at peak polarization in the western nucleus of Arp220,
102.1◦ ± 4.5◦ lies between the position angle of the major axis
of the western disc (78◦ E of N, Sakamoto et al. 2017; Barcos-
Muñoz et al. 2015), and the angle subtended by the line between
the eastern and western nuclei (124.7◦ E of N). We thus hypothesise
that a pre-interaction field driven by a galactic dynamo may be being
distorted by the gravitational interaction between the two nuclei.
In the Antennae galaxies, for example, an ordered magnetic field
connects the two interacting nuclei (Lopez-Rodriguez et al. 2023),
while elsewhere the magnetic field traces a relic spiral arm and a
tidal tail. The magnetic field in Arp220 may be evolving towards a
similar state.

There is no indication that on the size scales that we observe,
the magnetic field direction is correlated with the outflow direction.
This contrasts with observations of magnetic fields in more nearby
galaxies with central outflows: in M82 (Jones et al. 2019; Pattle et al.
2021), the magnetic field in the central starburst region is poloidal,
and apparently entrained by the outflow. Similar behaviour is seen in
NGC 253 and NGC 2146 (Lopez-Rodriguez 2023). However, away
from the central starburst regions of these galaxies, and in non-star-
forming material in the centre of NGC 253, the magnetic field traces
disc structure (Jones et al. 2019; Lopez-Rodriguez 2023). If Arp220
were observed at higher resolution, e.g. using ALMA, we might
expect to see the magnetic field being reordered by the outflow on
smaller scales, as is seen in the central molecular zone of NGC 253, in
which ALMA observations show that a magnetic field that is parallel
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Peak Polarization West Nucleus East Nucleus

RA 15:34:57.25 15:34:57.22 15:34:57.29
DEC 23:30:11.70 23:30:11.52 23:30:11.33

Flux (mJy) 101±10 188±18 90±9
Polarized flux (mJy) 2.7±0.45 2.0±0.45 <2.55

Polarization fraction (per cent) 2.7 1.1 <2.8
Polarization angle 12.1±4.5 7.3±6.4

Table 1. Basic parameters of the polarization results for the two nuclei and the peak of polarization. Where quoted, 3 𝜎 upper limits are given. Polarization
angle refers to the electric-vector position angle.

to galactic structure in quiescent gas is reoriented to be parallel to
the outflow direction in the star-forming superclusters on size scales
of tens of pc in the centre of the galaxy (Lopez-Rodriguez 2023).

Arp220 is a system that is relatively early in its interaction; the
western outflow is relatively compact (∼ 100 pc), and dynamically
young (∼ 105 yr; Barcos-Muñoz et al. 2018). For comparison, the
M82 ‘superwind’ has an age of∼ 3×106 yr, and extends 11 kpc above
and below the plane of the galaxy (Shopbell & Bland-Hawthorn
1998), while the outflow from NGC 253 has an age ≥ 1 Myr (Walter
et al. 2017) and is ∼ kpc-sized (e.g., Lopez et al. 2023), and the
outflow from NGC 2146 has an age ∼ 107 yr and a height ≳ 1 kpc
above/below the plane of the galaxy (Tsai et al. 2009). In order to
identify the timescale on which major mergers, or the winds and
outflows from starbursts triggered by these mergers, can cause sig-
nificant disruption to a galactic dynamo field, polarization-sensitive
observations of a range of more evolved systems, such as a larger
sample of ULIRGs, are required.

Earlier consideration of the effects of polarized dust in ULIRGs
and other far-IR luminous galaxies on B-mode CMB experiments,
based on the SCUBA integrated polarization upper limits (Seiffert et
al. 2007), suggested that these sources would not present significant
problems for Planck-like observations, based on the assumption that
these sources would be polarized at a level of ∼ 1.5 per cent. Our
detection of polarization in the western nucleus of Arp 220 at a level
of 2.7±0.35 per cent, together with the increased sensitivity of a new
generation of CMB instruments such as the Simons Observatory
Ade et al. (2019), and other direct and statistical measurements of
dust polarization in galaxies (eg. Bonavera et al. 2017) suggests
the need for a reconsideration of polarized dust emission in far-IR
luminous galaxies as a polarization foreground, especially at higher
frequencies.

5 CONCLUSIONS

We have observed the nuclear regions of the local ULIRG Arp220
with the SMA at a frequency of 340GHz and have detected polarized
dust emission in western nucleus at a significance of 6𝜎. This is
the first time that polarized dust emission, thought to be the result
of aspheric dust particles aligning with magnetic fields, has been
detected in the nucleus of a ULIRG. We set upper limits to the
polarized flux coming from the fainter, eastern nucleus. These limits,
and a marginal 2.6𝜎 polarized flux detection at the eastern nucleus’
location, are consistent with a similar level of polarization to the
western nucleus. Further, deeper observations with the SMA, or
potentially ALMA, are needed before anything further can be said
about polarization in the eastern nucleus.

The magnetic field direction that we observe at peak polarization
in the western nucleus of Arp220, 102.1◦ ±4.5◦ E of N, lies between
the position angle of the major axis of the western disc (78◦ E of N),

and the angle subtended by the line between the eastern and western
nuclei (125◦ E of N). We thus hypothesise that a pre-interaction field
driven by a galactic dynamo may be being distorted by the gravi-
tational interaction between the two nuclei. Unlike in more evolved
starburst galaxies, there is no indication that, on the size scales that
we observe, the magnetic field has been reordered by the central
outflow, although such reordering might become apparent in higher-
resolution observations. In order to identify the timescale on which
major mergers, or the winds and outflows from starbursts triggered
by these mergers, can disrupt a galactic dynamo field, polarization-
sensitive observations of a larger sample of ULIRGs are required.

While the observations described here deal with just a single
target, the nearest and brightest ULRG, Arp220, they suggest
that magnetic fields may play a significant roles in the processes
underway in the innermost regions of major mergers. Observations in
search of dust polarization in the inner regions of other local ULIRGs
and other DSFGs are thus likely to bring new insights into these
objects and how they evolve. ALMA is the ideal instrument for this
since the next brightest local ULIRG to Arp220 is a factor of four or
more fainter (Clements et al. 2018; Clements, Dunne, & Eales 2010).
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