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ABSTRACT

We present the results of our ALMA .0.5 kpc-resolution dense molecular line (HCN and HCO+

J=2–1, J=3–2, and J=4–3) observations of 12 nearby (ultra)luminous infrared galaxies ([U]LIRGs).

After matching beam sizes of all molecular line data to the same values in all (U)LIRGs, we derive

molecular line flux ratios, by extracting spectra in the central 0.5, 1, 2 kpc circular regions, and 0.5–1
and 1–2 kpc annular regions. Based on non-LTE model calculations, we quantitatively confirm that

the innermost (.0.5 kpc) molecular gas is very dense (&105 cm−3) and warm (&300 K) in ULIRGs,

and that in one LIRG is also modestly dense (104−5 cm−3) and warm (∼100 K). We then investigate

the spatial variation of the HCN-to-HCO+ flux ratios and high-J to low-J flux ratios of HCN and
HCO+. A subtle sign of decreasing trend of these ratios from the innermost (.0.5 kpc) to outer

nuclear (0.5–2 kpc) region is discernible in a significant fraction of the observed ULIRGs. For two

AGN-hosting ULIRGs which display the trend most clearly, we find based on a Bayesian approach

that the HCN-to-HCO+ abundance ratio and gas kinetic temperature systematically increase from the

outer nuclear to the innermost region. We suggest that this trend comes from potential AGN effects,
because no such spatial variation is found in a starburst-dominated LIRG.

1. INTRODUCTION

Ultraluminous infrared galaxies (ULIRGs) radiate

very strong infrared emission with luminosity LIR &

1012L⊙ and are usually seen as gas-rich galaxy ma-

jor mergers in the nearby universe at z < 0.3 (e.g.,

Sanders & Mirabel 1996). The observed infrared lu-

minosity is much higher than UV–optical luminosity

in most cases, suggesting that the bulk of UV–optical
emission from luminous, but hidden, energy sources is

absorbed by dust which re-emits the absorbed energy

as infrared thermal radiation. Through galaxy merger

processes, a large amount of molecular gas and dust
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can concentrate into nuclear regions (.1–2 kpc). Star-

formation (= starburst) activity and mass-accretion
onto existing supermassive black holes (SMBHs), the so-

called active galactic nucleus (AGN) activity, can occur

there. Both the starburst and AGN activity can be the

luminous hidden energy sources of ULIRGs, but distin-

guishing the relative energetic contribution of these two
kinds of activity is not an easy task, because of huge dust

extinction toward the hidden energy sources. Observa-

tions at wavelengths of strong penetrating power against

dust are indispensable to scrutinize what is happening
at nearby ULIRGs’ nuclei.

In the (sub)millimeter wavelength range at 0.3–

3.5 mm where dust extinction effects are very small

(Hildebrand 1983), many rotational J-transition lines

of abundant molecules are found. At nearby merging
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ULIRGs’ nuclei, the bulk of molecular gas is thought to

be in a dense form (&104 cm−3) (e.g., Gao & Solomon

2004). For this reason, observations of (sub)millimeter

rotational J-transition emission lines of dense molec-
ular gas tracers with high dipole moments and/or

high critical density can provide important informa-

tion about the enigmatic nature of nearby ULIRGs’

nuclei. In fact, a starburst (= energy release by nu-

clear fusion inside stars) and an AGN (= radiative en-
ergy generated by a mass accreting SMBH) can have

different physical and chemical effects to surrounding

dense molecular gas, so that particular molecular emis-

sion lines can be strong depending on energy sources.
Regarding the widely used bright CO emission lines,

high-J (J & 4–5) ones can probe dense (and warm)

molecular gas at nearby ULIRGs’ nuclei because of

higher critical density (and excitation energy) than

low-J (J=1–2) ones. Because it is theoretically pre-
dicted that high-J CO emission lines, relative to low-J

CO ones, can be stronger in an AGN than in a star-

burst (e.g., Meijerink et al. 2007; Spaans & Meijerink

2008), detection of significantly stronger high-J CO
emission than that explained by starburst activity, has

been used to argue for the presence of a luminous

AGN (e.g., van der Werf et al. 2010; Spinoglio et al.

2012; Pereira-Santaella et al. 2014; Mashian et al. 2015;

Lu et al. 2017; Esposito et al. 2022), with a caution that
mechanical heating by shocks could also produce strong

high-J CO emission lines (e.g., Hailey-Dunsheath et al.

2012; Meijerink et al. 2013; Pellegrini et al. 2013;

Rosenberg et al. 2015; Kamenetzky et al. 2016).
Additionally, an AGN can enhance the abundance of

some particular molecules, compared to a starburst, be-

cause stronger X-ray emission, when normalized to UV

luminosity, and a larger amount of hot (>100 K) dust in

an AGN, can make chemistry significantly different from
a starburst (e.g., Meijerink et al. 2007; Harada et al.

2013). It is desirable to see how dense molecular emis-

sion line flux ratios differ between known starburst-

dominated and AGN-important galaxies. HCN and
HCO+ rotational J-transition line observations have

been conducted before to probe dense molecular gas

in nearby ULIRGs, because (1) the dipole moments of

HCN and HCO+ are much larger than the widely used

CO (Shirley 2015) and (2) HCN and HCO+ are one
of the brightest lines among putative dense molecular

gas tracers (e.g., Martin et al. 2011; Aladro et al. 2011,

2015). However, these observations were done with

large beams (&5′′ or &5 kpc at z & 0.05) using single
dish (sub)millimeter telescopes (e.g., Gao & Solomon

2004; Baan et al. 2008; Gracia-Carpio et al. 2008;

Krips et al. 2008; Greve et al. 2009; Costagliola et al.

2011; Papadopoulos et al. 2014; Privon et al. 2015;

Ueda et al. 2021; Zhou et al. 2022; Israel 2023) or pre-

ALMA interferometric facilities with limited angular

resolution of &1.′′5 (e.g., Imanishi et al. 2006b, 2007b,
2009a). Physical and chemical conditions at the en-

ergetically dominant nearby ULIRGs’ nuclei (.1–2

kpc) (e.g., Soifer et al. 2000; Diaz-Santos et al. 2010;

Imanishi et al. 2011; Pereira-Santaella et al. 2021) may

not be best probed with previously taken large-beam-
sized observational data, because of possible contami-

nation from spatially extended (&a few kpc) molecular

gas emission in the host galaxies.

With the advent of ALMA, conducting sensitive high-
angular-resolution (.1′′) dense molecular J-transition

line observations in the (sub)millimeter has routinely

become possible. Sub-arcsecond and sub-kpc-resolution

HCN and HCO+ line observations of the two nearby

well-studied ULIRGs Arp 220 (z = 0.018) and Mrk 231
(z = 0.042) were conducted (e.g., Scoville et al. 2015;

Aalto et al. 2015a,b; Martin et al. 2016; Sakamoto et al.

2021). In Arp 220, dense molecular gas properties

were investigated, using multiple J-transition molecular
line data and non-LTE modeling (e.g., Tunnard et al.

2015; Sliwa & Downes 2017; Manohar & Scoville 2017).

However, our understanding of dense molecular gas

properties in nearby ULIRGs’ nuclei in general is

still highly incomplete. Sub-arcsec (.a few kpc)-
resolution HCN and HCO+ observational results of mul-

tiple nearby ULIRGs at J=2–1, J=3–2 and J=4–3 lines

have been reported (e.g., Imanishi & Nakanishi 2013a,b,

2014; Imanishi et al. 2016a,b, 2018, 2021, 2022). By
combining these multiple J-transition HCN and HCO+

line data and by applying non-LTE model calculations,

Imanishi et al. (2023) derived nuclear dense molecular

gas properties of ten nearby (U)LIRGs at 1–2 kpc phys-

ical resolution. However, possible spatial variation of
the properties within nearby ULIRGs’ nuclei cannot be

investigated in detail with this resolution.

Imanishi et al. (2019) obtained .0.′′2-resolution HCN

and HCO+ J=3–2 observational data of >20 nearby
ULIRGs at z < 0.15. The corresponding physical scale

is .0.5 kpc, which enables us to investigate dense molec-

ular gas properties at .0.5 kpc spatial resolution within

nearby ULIRGs’ nuclei, if multiple J-transition line data

with similar resolution are available. By adding .0.5
kpc-resolution HCN and HCO+ J=2–1 and J=4–3 line
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data 1 to the existing J=3–2 data, we will be able to ob-

tain three independent J-transition line data. They can

be used to better constrain the possible spatial variation

of (1) physical properties of dense molecular gas, based
on excitation conditions (high-J to low-J flux ratios) of

both HCN and HCO+, and (2) chemical properties, by

comparing HCN and HCO+ emission line fluxes at the

same J-transition.

In this paper, we present our new .0.′′2 (.0.5 kpc)-
resolution HCN and HCO+ J=2–1 and J=4–3 obser-

vational results of nearby ULIRGs already observed

at J=3–2 with similarly high spatial resolution by

Imanishi et al. (2019). After matching beam sizes of
multiple J-transition line data of both HCN and HCO+

to the same value, we attempt to investigate, with an aid

of non-LTE calculations, (1) physical and chemical prop-

erties of nuclear dense molecular gas in a larger number

of nearby ULIRGs, compared to the previous study by
Imanishi et al. (2023), and (2) for the first time, how the

properties spatially change between the innermost (.0.5

kpc) and outer nuclear (0.5–2 kpc) regions. Through-

out this paper, (1) we adopt the cosmological parame-
ters, H0 = 71 km s−1 Mpc−1, ΩM = 0.27, and ΩΛ =

0.73, (2) maps are shown in the ICRS coordinate, and

(3) flux ratios of HCN-to-HCO+ and between different

J-transition lines are calculated in units of Jy km s−1.

Density and temperature mean, respectively, H2 volume
number density (nH2

) and kinetic temperature (Tkin),

unless otherwise stated.

2. TARGETS

Our targets are originally selected from nearby
ULIRGs in the well-studied IRAS 1 Jy sample

(Kim & Sanders 1998). We limit our sample to ULIRGs

which are (1) at z < 0.15, (2) at declination < +20◦

(to be best observable from the ALMA site in Chile),
and (3) classified optically as LINERs or HII-regions

(i.e., non-Seyferts; no obvious optical AGN signature),

to investigate optically elusive, but intrinsically lumi-

nous buried AGNs. Imanishi et al. (2019) observed 26

such ULIRGs (a complete sample with expected dense
molecular line peak flux above a certain threshold), at

HCN and HCO+ J=3–2, with .0.5 kpc resolution in

most cases, in ALMA Cycle 5. After excluding ULIRGs

with too faint dense molecular emission lines (HCN

1 HCN and HCO+ J=1–0 lines were not observable with ALMA
before 2022 for sources at z & 0.06, because these lines are shifted
to longer wavelength (= lower frequency) beyond the band 3
coverage (2.6–3.6 mm or 84–116 GHz). Observations of J=5–4
or even higher J-transition lines of HCN and HCO+ are difficult
for ULIRGs at z < 0.15, because these lines fall in band 8 (385–
500 GHz) or even higher frequency band.

J=3–2 peak flux from the central .0.5 kpc region is

.1.5 mJy) and/or small (.1) HCN-to-HCO+ J=3–2

flux ratios (i.e., no signature of luminous buried AGNs;

Imanishi et al. (2016b)), 16 ULIRGs were selected and
their HCN and HCO+ J=2–1 and J=4–3 observations,

at .0.5 kpc resolution, were proposed in ALMA Cy-

cle 7. Not all the proposed ULIRGs were observed,

due to limited observing time available, resulting in

11 observed ULIRGs. In addition to these ULIRGs,
NGC 1614 (a starburst-dominated luminous infrared

galaxy [LIRG] with LIR = 1011.7L⊙ at z = 0.016) is

added for comparison, because J=2–1, J=3–2, and J=4–

3 data of HCN and HCO+ with .0.5 kpc resolution are
available (Imanishi & Nakanishi 2013a; Imanishi et al.

2016b, 2022). Table 1 summarizes these (U)LIRGs stud-

ied in this paper. The 11 ULIRGs are not statistically

complete and are possibly biased to AGN-important

ULIRGs because sources with high (&1) HCN-to-HCO+

J=3–2 flux ratios are selected (Imanishi et al. 2016b).

However, we will be able to obtain valuable informa-

tion on nuclear dense molecular gas properties in an

increased number of nearby ULIRGs, because the ob-
served sources are largely different from those studied

by Imanishi et al. (2023).

3. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA ANALYSIS

Our HCN and HCO+ J=2–1 and J=4–3 observations

of the 11 ULIRGs were conducted in our ALMA Cy-
cle 7 program 2019.1.00027.S (PI = M. Imanishi). We

employed the widest 1.875 GHz mode with 1920 chan-

nels for each spectral window. HCN and HCO+ lines

were simultaneously observed in one sideband (LSB or

USB). For IRAS 22206−2715 and IRAS 22491−1808,
although HCN and HCO+ J=3–2 data were taken in

ALMA Cycle 5 (Imanishi et al. 2019), the achieved

beam sizes were much larger than ∼0.5 kpc, unlike other

ULIRGs. For these two ULIRGs, we thus took .0.5
kpc-resolution HCN and HCO+ J=3–2 data as well.

Table 2 tabulates our ALMA Cycle 7 observation log.

For nine ULIRGs except IRAS 10378+1108 and IRAS

12112+0305, both J=2–1 and J=4–3 data of HCN and

HCO+ were obtained, and so after combining with avail-
able or newly taken J=3–2 data, we have full three J-

transition HCN and HCO+ data with .0.5 kpc resolu-

tion. For IRAS 10378+1108, we obtained only J=2–1

data in our ALMA Cycle 7 program and so can com-
bine .0.5 kpc-resolution J=2–1 and J=3–2 data only.

For IRAS 12112+0305, only J=4–3 data were taken in

our ALMA Cycle 7 program. Because available J=3–2

data of IRAS 12112+0305 are not of sufficiently small
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Table 1. Basic Properties of the Observed (Ultra)luminous Infrared Galaxies

Object Redshift dL Scale f12 f25 f60 f100 log LIR Optical AGN IR/submm/X

[Mpc] [kpc/′′] [Jy] [Jy] [Jy] [Jy] [L⊙] Class IR [%] AGN

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

IRAS 00091−0738 0.1180 543 2.1 <0.07 0.22 2.63 2.52 12.3 HII 58±6 Yb,c

IRAS 00188−0856 0.1285 596 2.3 <0.12 0.37 2.59 3.40 12.4 LINER 35±4 Yb,c,d,e

IRAS 00456−2904 0.1100 504 2.0 <0.08 0.14 2.60 3.38 12.2 HII <0.05 Y

IRAS 01166−0844 0.1172 539 2.1 0.07 0.17 1.74 1.42 12.1 HII 88+6
−10

Yb,c,e

IRAS 01569−2939 0.1402 655 2.5 <0.11 0.14 1.73 1.51 12.3 HII 18±3 Yb

IRAS 03250+1606 0.1286 596 2.3 <0.10 <0.15 1.38 1.77 12.1 LINER <0.2 Yd

IRAS 10378+1108 0.1365 636 2.4 <0.11 0.24 2.28 1.82 12.3 LINER 14±2 Yb,c,d

IRAS 16090−0139 0.1334 621 2.4 0.09 0.26 3.61 4.87 12.6 LINER 24±3 Yb,c,d,e

IRAS 22206−2715 0.1320 614 2.3 <0.10 <0.16 1.75 2.33 12.2 HII <0.5 Y

IRAS 22491−1808 0.0776 347 1.5 0.05 0.55 5.44 4.45 12.2 HII <0.07 Yf

IRAS 12112+0305 0.0730 326 1.4 0.12 0.51 8.50 9.98 12.3 LINER <0.7 Yf,g (NE nucleus)

NGC 1614a 0.0160 68 0.32 1.38 7.50 32.12 34.32 11.7 HII <5

aAlso known as IRAS 04315−0840. This is a LIRG classified as starburst-dominated through various spectroscopic observations (e.g., Brandl et al.
2006; Bernard-Salas et al. 2009; Imanishi et al. 2010b; Pereira-Santaella et al. 2015).

Note— Col.(1): Object name. IRAS 12112+0305 is listed separately, because we have only one J-transition line data with .0.5 kpc resolution.
Col.(2): Redshift adopted from ALMA dense molecular line data (Imanishi et al. 2016b), which are slightly different from optically derived ones

(Kim & Sanders 1998) in some cases. Col.(3): Luminosity distance in Mpc. Col.(4): Physical scale in kpc arcsec−1. Col.(5)–(8): f12, f25, f60, and
f100 are IRAS fluxes at 12 µm, 25 µm, 60 µm, and 100 µm, respectively, taken from Kim & Sanders (1998) or Sanders et al. (2003) or the IRAS
Faint Source Catalog (FSC). Col.(9): Decimal logarithm of infrared (8−1000 µm) luminosity in units of solar luminosity (L⊙), calculated with

LIR = 2.1×1039× D(Mpc)2 × (13.48 × f12 + 5.16 × f25 + 2.58×f60 +f100) ergs s−1 (Sanders & Mirabel 1996). Col.(10): Optical spectroscopic
classification by Veilleux et al. (1999) or Veilleux et al. (1995). “LINER” and “HII” refer to LINER and HII-region, respectively. Col.(11): Infrared
spectroscopically estimated bolometric contribution of AGN in % by Nardini et al. (2010) for all ULIRGs and by Pereira-Santaella et al. (2015) for
the LIRG NGC 1614. Col.(12): “Y” means the presence of the signatures of optically elusive, but intrinsically luminous buried AGNs. All ULIRGs

show elevated (&1) HCN-to-HCO+ J=3–2 flux ratios at ∼1.3 mm (Imanishi et al. 2019), possible signatures of luminous AGNs (e.g., Imanishi et al.

2016b). Other representative references for AGN signatures in the infrared 3–40 µm and/or (sub)millimeter spectra: b: Imanishi et al. (2007a).
c: Veilleux et al. (2009). d: Imanishi et al. (2006a). e: Imanishi et al. (2010b). f : Imanishi et al. (2018). g : Imanishi et al. (2016b).

physical resolution (>0.5 kpc) (Imanishi et al. 2019), we
will only display newly taken J=4–3 data of the pri-

mary north-eastern (NE) nucleus (whose beam sizes are

much smaller than previously published J=4–3 data by

Imanishi et al. (2018)), but will not constrain nuclear
dense molecular gas properties with .0.5 kpc resolution

in detail.

We started our analysis from pipeline-calibrated data,

using the CASA version 6.1.1.15 (The CASA Team

2022), provided by ALMA. By choosing channels with-
out showing obvious emission and absorption lines, we

determined the continuum level, and subtracted it us-

ing the CASA task “uvcontsub”. Then we applied

the “tclean” task (Briggs-weighting; robust = 0.5 and
gain = 0.1) for the continuum-only and continuum-

subtracted dense molecular line data to create cleaned

maps. The final velocity resolution was ∼20 km s−1

and the pixel scale was 0.′′02 pixel−1. According to the

ALMA Cycle 7 Technical Handbook (equation 7.6) 2,

2 https://almascience.eso.org/documents-and-tools/cycle7/alma-
technical-handbook

the maximum recoverable scale (MRS) is >4′′ at ∼0.85–
2 mm (i.e., the wavelength range of HCN and HCO+

J=2–1, J=3–2, and J=4–3) for the minimum baseline

length of 15–29 m (Table 2). This MRS corresponds to

>5 kpc for all the observed ULIRGs, so that our tar-
geting dense molecular line emission at ULIRGs’ nuclei

(.1–2 kpc) should be fully recovered. This is also the

case for the HCN and HCO+ J=3–2 data of ULIRGs

taken in ALMA Cycle 5 (Imanishi et al. 2019). For the

nearest LIRG NGC 1614 (z = 0.016; 0.32 kpc arcsec−1),
molecular line emission with ∼1 kpc physical scale can

be safely recovered with our ALMA data taken before

Cycle 5. Because the J=2–1, J=3–2, and J=4–3 data

were obtained at different times, we will take into ac-
count the possible absolute flux calibration uncertainty

in individual ALMA observations, with maximum ∼5%

for J=2–1 and ∼10% for J=3–2 and J=4–3 (ALMA Cy-

cle 5 and 7 Proposer’s Guide) when we discuss molecular

gas properties based on the flux comparison at differ-
ent J-transitions. However, because HCN and HCO+

data at each J-transition were taken simultaneously, the

HCN-to-HCO+ flux ratios at J=2–1, J=3–2, and J=4–3



AASTEX ULIRG 0.5 kpc nuclear dense molecular gas 5

are not directly affected by this possible absolute flux

calibration uncertainty.

4. RESULTS

Table 3 summarizes synthesized beam sizes in the

cleaned maps. Spatial resolution of .0.5 kpc is achieved
for all data of the observed (U)LIRGs. Figure 1 shows

continuum (contours) and integrated-intensity (moment

0) maps of newly taken HCN and HCO+ lines with

the original beam size (Table 3, column 2–4). HCN
and HCO+ emission lines are significantly detected at

the continuum peak positions. Tables 4 and 5 sum-

marize, respectively, continuum emission properties and

dense molecular emission line properties derived from

the original-beam-sized moment 0 maps. Continuum
spectral energy distributions from infrared 60 µm to

ALMA 0.85–2 mm for selected ULIRGs are presented

in Appendix A. Intensity-weighted mean velocity (mo-

ment 1) maps of newly obtained HCN and HCO+ lines
in ALMA Cycle 7, created from the original-beam-sized

data, are shown in Appendix B.

To estimate nuclear dense molecular emission line
(HCN and HCO+) fluxes from the same physical scale,

we modify the original synthesized beam sizes (Table

3) to a ∼0.5 kpc diameter circle, using the CASA task

“imsmooth” (The CASA Team 2022) to cleaned images,

for all ULIRGs, and then extract 0.5 kpc beam-sized in-
tegrated flux spectra at the continuum emission peak

position. These spectra (called .0.5 kpc spectra) are

shown in Figure 2. To investigate possible spatial vari-

ation of dense molecular line flux ratios, we also mod-
ify the original beam to 1 kpc and 2 kpc diameter cir-

cles, and extract 1 kpc and 2 kpc beam-sized integrated

flux spectra (called .1 kpc and .2 kpc spectra, respec-

tively), which are also shown in Figure 2. We also ex-

tract spectra of a 0.5–1 kpc (1–2 kpc) annular region,
by subtracting the 0.5 kpc (1 kpc) beam-sized spectrum

from the 1 kpc (2 kpc) beam-sized spectrum. These

spectra at the 0.5–1 kpc and 1–2 kpc annular regions

(named 0.5–1 kpc and 1–2 kpc spectra, respectively)
are shown in Figure 3, by overplotting on the .0.5

kpc spectra. In making these new fixed-physical-scale

spectra, we need to note that in interferometric data,

when we modify the originally very small beam size to a

large beam size, the resulting rms noise in units of mJy

beam−1 increases. The resulting large-beam-sized spec-

trum can become noisy with large scatters. In fact, the

scatters of data points are generally larger for the 1–2
kpc and.2 kpc spectra than the 0.5–1 kpc and.0.5 kpc

spectra (Figures 2 and 3), because we enlarge the origi-

nally small beam size (.0.5 kpc) to 2 kpc. Thus, unless

molecular emission line flux increases substantially, its

detection significance decreases in the large-beam-sized
spectra. For the observed ULIRGs, HCN and HCO+

emission line signals in the 1–2 kpc spectra are generally

not large, even fainter than those in the .0.5 kpc spec-

tra (Figure 3), despite the fact that the signal-integrated
area of the 1–2 kpc annular region is a factor of 12 larger

than that of the central 0.5 kpc circular region. This is

as expected because the bulk of dense molecular gas in

nearby ULIRGs’ nuclei is usually concentrated into the

central compact (.1 kpc) regions (e.g., Imanishi et al.
2018, 2022). Thus, we can obtain meaningful estimates

of HCN and HCO+ emission line fluxes at the 1–2 kpc

annular region only for a limited fraction of the observed

ULIRGs.
Gaussian fits are applied to significantly detected

HCN and HCO+ emission lines in the spectra at var-

ious regions. Following Imanishi et al. (2023), to sim-

plify our flux estimates, we try to apply a single Gaus-

sian fit, as long as a line profile can be approximated by
a single emission component. We apply a double Gaus-

sian fit only if an emission line displays a clear double-

peaked profile with a deep central dip. Our final adopted

best Gaussian fits are summarized in Appendix C. Table
6 tabulates the derived Gaussian-fit velocity-integrated

emission line fluxes of HCN and HCO+.

Figure 4 shows the curve of growth of HCN and HCO+

emission line fluxes at J=2–1, J=3–2, and J=4–3, with

increasing beam size from 0.5 kpc, through 1 kpc, to
2 kpc. We see that in the majority of the observed

ULIRGs, HCO+ flux increases more significantly than

HCN flux when compared at the same J-transition, sup-

porting a previous suggestion that HCO+ emission is
spatially more extended than HCN emission in nearby

ULIRGs’ nuclei (Imanishi et al. 2019). This is reason-

able because the factor of ∼5 smaller critical density

of HCO+ than that of HCN at the same J-transition

(Shirley 2015) can make HCO+ excitation more efficient
than HCN at the outer nuclear (0.5–2 kpc) region where

molecular gas density and temperature are likely to be

smaller than those at the innermost (.0.5 kpc) region.

It is also found that the flux increase with increasing
aperture size tends to be smaller at J=4–3 than at J=2–

1, which can also be explained if gas density and tem-
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Table 2. ALMA Cycle 7 Observation Log

Object Line Date Antenna Baseline Integration Calibrator

[UT] Number [m] [min] Bandpass Flux Phase

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9)

IRAS 00091−0738 J=2–1 2021 July 10 43 29–3396 26 J0006−0623 J0006−0623 J0017−0512

J=4–3 2021 May 24 42 15–2375 13 J0006−0623 J0006−0623 J2358−1020

IRAS 00188−0856 J=2–1 2021 July 5 45 29–2996 25 J2258−2758 J2258−2758 J0017−0512

J=4–3 2021 May 23 41 15–2375 14 J0006−0623 J0006−0623 J0051−0650

IRAS 00456−2904 J=2–1 2021 July 5 45 29–2996 26 J2357−5311 J2357−5311 J0106−2718

J=4–3 2021 June 27 38 15–3396 18 J2258−2758 J2258−2758 J0038−2459

IRAS 01166−0844 J=2–1 2021 July 5 46 29–2996 16 J0238+1636 J0238+1636 J0110−0741

J=4–3 2021 June 12 42 15–2386 18 J0238+1636 J0238+1636 J0116−1136

IRAS 01569−2939 J=2–1 2021 July 10 43 29–3396 38 J0334−4008 J0334−4008 J0145−2733

J=4–3 2021 June 28 35 15–3638 16 J2258−2758 J2258−2758 J0145−2733

IRAS 03250+1606 J=2–1 2021 July 10 43 29–3396 23 J0238+1636 J0238+1636 J0325+2224

J=4–3 2021 July 16 45 15–3638 36 J0423−0120 J0423−0120 J0325+2224

IRAS 10378+1108 J=2–1 2021 July 19 36 15–3697 28 J1058+0133 J1058+0133 J1025+1253

IRAS 16090−0139 J=2–1 2021 July 12 45 29–3396 45 J1550+0527 J1550+0527 J1557−0001

J=4–3 2021 June 10 40 15–2386 14 J1517−2422 J1517−2422 J1549+0237

IRAS 22206−2715 J=2–1 2021 July 9 45 29–3396 25 J2258−2758 J2258−2758 J2223−3137

J=3–2 2021 May 20 46 15–2517 19 J2258−2758 J2258−2758 J2223−3137

J=4–3 2021 May 15 44 15–2517 13 J2258−2758 J2258−2758 J2223−3137

IRAS 22491−1808 J=2–1 2021 July 9 43 29–3638 14 J2258−2758 J2258−2758 J2303−1841

J=3–2 2021 May 15 41 15–2386 7 J2258−2758 J2258−2758 J2303−1841

J=4–3 2021 June 10 40 15–2386 8 J2258−2758 J2258−2758 J2303−1841

IRAS 12112+0305 J=4–3 2021 July 10 45 29–3638 9 J1229+0203 J1229+0203 J1222+0413

Note— Col.(1): Object name. Col.(2): Observed J-transition of HCN and HCO+. Col.(3): Observation date in UT. Col.(4): Number of antennas
used for observations. Col.(5): Baseline length in meters. Minimum and maximum baseline lengths are shown. Col.(6): Net on source integration
time in minutes. Cols.(7), (8), and (9): Bandpass, flux, and phase calibrator for the target source, respectively.

Table 3. Summary of Synthesized Beam Sizes

Object Beam size (arcsec × arcsec) arcsec

J21 (J=2–1) J32 (J=3–2) J43 (J=4–3) (for 0.5 kpc)

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

IRAS 00091−0738 0.19×0.15 (Cy7) 0.18×0.13 (Cy5) 0.17×0.10 (Cy7) 0.24

IRAS 00188−0856 0.22×0.17 (Cy7) 0.18×0.13 (Cy5) 0.16×0.10 (Cy7) 0.22

IRAS 00456−2904 0.22×0.17 (Cy7) 0.16×0.12 (Cy5) 0.19×0.14 (Cy7) 0.25

IRAS 01166−0844 0.21×0.17 (Cy7) 0.12×0.092 (Cy5) 0.15×0.090 (Cy7) 0.24

IRAS 01569−2939 0.21×0.15 (Cy7) 0.11×0.11 (Cy5) 0.21×0.087 (Cy7) 0.21

IRAS 03250+1606 0.19×0.18 (Cy7) 0.13×0.10 (Cy5) 0.11×0.084 (Cy7) 0.22

IRAS 10378+1108 0.17×0.15 (Cy7) 0.17×0.15 (Cy5) — 0.21

IRAS 16090−0139 0.20×0.15 (Cy7) 0.17×0.15 (Cy5) 0.19×0.11 (Cy7) 0.21

IRAS 22206−2715 0.18×0.15 (Cy7) 0.18×0.13 (Cy7) 0.16×0.099 (Cy7) 0.22

IRAS 22491−1808 0.17×0.12 (Cy7) 0.23×0.13 (Cy7) 0.16×0.10 (Cy7) 0.35

IRAS 12112+0305 — — 0.11×0.071 (Cy7) 0.36

NGC 1614 0.55×0.37 (Cy5) 1.1×0.58 (Cy2) 1.5×1.3 (Cy0) 1.56

Note— Col.(1): Object name. Cols.(2)–(4): Synthesized beam size of continuum data in arcsec × arcsec. ALMA Cycle of each data acquisition
is also shown in parentheses. Cy0, Cy2, Cy5, and Cy7 mean Cycle 0, Cycle 2, Cycle 5 and Cycle 7, respectively. Col.(2): J21. Col.(3): J32.

Col.(4): J43. J21, J32, and J43 mean continuum data simultaneously taken during HCN and HCO+ J=2–1, J=3–2, and J=4–3 line observations,
respectively. The synthesized beam sizes are almost the same between each continuum and corresponding molecular line data. Col.(5) Angular
scale in arcsec corresponding to 0.5 kpc.

perature at the outer nuclear (0.5–2 kpc) region are not

very high to sufficiently excite HCN and HCO+ to J=4.

The CS J=7–6 (νrest = 342.883 GHz) emission line

was also clearly detected in all ULIRGs during HCN
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Table 4. Continuum Emission Properties

Object Data Frequency Flux (Original beam) Peak Coordinate Flux (0.5 kpc) Flux (1 kpc)

[GHz] [mJy/beam] (kpc×kpc) (RA,DEC)ICRS [mJy] [mJy]

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

IRAS 00091−0738 J21 145.3–149.0, 157.1–160.8 (153) 2.5 (98σ) (0.40×0.31) (00h11m43.3s, −07◦22′07′′) 2.5 (83σ) 2.7 (45σ)

(2.1 kpc/′′) J32 236.8–241.8 (239) 5.5 (59σ) (0.39×0.27) (00h11m43.3s, −07◦22′07′′) 6.0 (44σ) 6.9 (24σ)

J43 304.4–308.1, 316.4–320.1 (312) 10.7 (70σ) (0.36×0.22) (00h11m43.3s, −07◦22′07′′) 12.2 (46σ) 13.6 (25σ)

IRAS 00188−0856 J21 143.5–147.2, 155.6–159.3 (151) 0.59 (38σ) (0.49×0.38) (00h21m26.5s, −08◦39′26′′) 0.64 (40σ) 0.92 (32σ)

(2.3 kpc/′′) J32 234.7–239.7 (237) 1.4 (35σ) (0.42×0.29) (00h21m26.5s, −08◦39′26′′) 1.8 (34σ) 2.8 (22σ)

J43 301.6–305.3, 313.4–317.2 (309) 3.1 (40σ) (0.35×0.23) (00h21m26.5s, −08◦39′26′′) 4.9 (32σ) 7.8 (21σ)

IRAS 00456−2904 J21 146.3–150.1, 158.2–162.0 (154) 0.52 (35σ) (0.45×0.33) (00h48m06.8s, −28◦48′19′′) 0.63 (37σ) 0.99 (28σ)

(2.0 kpc/′′) J32 238.5–243.4 (241) 1.2 (25σ) (0.32×0.24) (00h48m06.8s, −28◦48′19′′) 2.0 (24σ) 3.1 (16σ)

J43 306.6–310.4, 318.7–322.4 (315) 2.7 (33σ) (0.38×0.27) (00h48m06.8s, −28◦48′19′′) 4.0 (30σ) 6.1 (19σ)

IRAS 01166−0844 J21 145.2–148.9, 157.2–160.9 (153) 0.35 (24σ) (0.45×0.36) (01h19m07.9s, −08◦29′12′′) 0.36 (25σ) 0.49 (20σ)

(2.1 kpc/′′) J32 236.8–241.8 (239) 0.68 (17σ) (0.25×0.19) (01h19m07.9s, −08◦29′12′′) 1.0 (15σ) 1.5 (9.6σ)

J43 304.6–308.4, 316.6–320.4 (313) 1.7 (28σ) (0.31×0.19) (01h19m07.9s, −08◦29′12′′) 2.0 (22σ) 2.6 (14σ)

IRAS 01569−2939 J21 142.0–145.7, 154.0–157.7 (150) 0.59 (43σ) (0.51×0.36) (01h59m13.8s, −29◦24′35′′) 0.62 (43σ) 0.80 (32σ)

(2.4 kpc/′′) J32 232.2–237.2 (235) 0.70 (17σ) (0.27×0.27) (01h59m13.8s, −29◦24′35′′) 0.88 (16σ) 1.3 (11σ)

J43 298.4–302.1, 310.2–313.9 (306) 1.1 (21σ) (0.52×0.21) (01h59m13.8s, −29◦24′35′′) 1.5 (20σ) 2.4 (17σ)

IRAS 03250+1606 J21 143.5–147.2, 155.6–159.2 (151) 0.35 (20σ) (0.43×0.40) (03h27m49.8s, +16◦16′59′′) 0.40 (23σ) 0.62 (21σ)

(2.3 kpc/′′) J32 234.9–239.6 (237) 0.41 (14σ) (0.30×0.23) (03h27m49.8s, +16◦16′59′′) 0.81 (18σ) 1.5 (15σ)

J43 301.5–305.3, 313.4–317.1 (309) 0.53 (15σ) (0.25×0.19) (03h27m49.8s, +16◦16′59′′) 1.6 (22σ) 3.0 (16σ)

IRAS 10378+1108 J21 142.4–146.2, 154.5–158.2 (150) 0.27 (13σ) (0.37×0.34) (10h40m29.2s, +10◦53′18′′) 0.33 (16σ) 0.53 (15σ)

(2.4 kpc/′′) J32 233.0–238.0 (236) 1.5 (33σ) (0.40×0.35) (10h40m29.2s, +10◦53′18′′) 1.7 (33σ) 2.3 (21σ)

IRAS 16090−0139 J21 142.8–146.6, 154.9–158.6 (151) 0.51 (23σ) (0.45×0.36) (16h11m40.4s, −01◦47′06′′) 0.67 (29σ) 1.2 (27σ)

(2.3 kpc/′′) J32 233.6–238.5 (236) 1.4 (20σ) (0.39×0.35) (16h11m40.4s, −01◦47′06′′) 1.9 (23σ) 3.5 (17σ)

J43 300.2–303.9, 312.0–315.8 (308) 2.8 (33σ) (0.42×0.24) (16h11m40.4s, −01◦47′06′′) 4.8 (32σ) 7.8 (21σ)

IRAS 22206−2715 J21 143.0–146.7, 155.1–158.8 (151) 0.55 (38σ) (0.42×0.34) (22h23m28.9s, −27◦00′03′′) 0.58 (39σ) 0.73 (27σ)

(2.3 kpc/′′) J32 233.6–239.1 (236) 1.3 (27σ) (0.42×0.31) (22h23m28.9s, −27◦00′03′′) 1.4 (27σ) 2.1 (18σ)

J43 300.6–304.3, 312.4–316.2 (308) 2.8 (39σ) (0.36×0.23) (22h23m28.9s, −27◦00′03′′) 3.4 (32σ) 4.6 (20σ)

IRAS 22491−1808 J21 163.0–166.8, 175.0–178.6 (171) 1.8 (69σ) (0.24×0.18) (22h51m49.4s, −17◦52′24′′) 2.2 (42σ) 2.8 (24σ)

(1.5 kpc/′′) J32 245.6–251.1 (248) 4.1 (44σ) (0.34×0.18) (22h51m49.4s, −17◦52′24′′) 4.9 (28σ) 5.7 (16σ)

J43 316.2–319.7, 328.3–332.1 (324) 5.4 (48σ) (0.24×0.15) (22h51m49.4s, −17◦52′24′′) 8.7 (24σ) 12.3 (13σ)

IRAS 12112+0305 J43 317.5–321.1, 329.7–333.5 (326) 9.8 (73σ) (0.16×0.10) (12h13m46.1s, +02◦48′42′′) 16.7 (26σ) 20.0 (14σ)

(1.4 kpc/′′)

NGC 1614 J21 173.2–176.9, 185.4–189.1 (181) — a (0.18×0.12) (04h34m00.0s, −08◦34′45′′) b 6.0 (11σ) 10.3 (7.5σ)

(0.32 kpc/′′) J32 260.8–265.5 (263) — a (0.34×0.19) (04h34m00.0s, −08◦34′45′′) b 7.3 (9.4σ) 12.5 (6.9σ)

J43 336.1–338.1, 348.0–351.9 (344) — a (0.44×0.36) (04h34m00.0s, −08◦34′45′′) b 14.9 (24σ) 22.1 (16σ)

aMultiple continuum peak positions are found in the original-beam-sized data (e.g., Imanishi et al. 2016b, 2022).

b Continuum peak position in the 0.5 kpc beam-sized data.

Note—Col.(1): Object name. Physical scale in kpc arcsec−1 is shown in parentheses for reference. Col.(2): J21, J32, J43, respectively, mean

continuum data simultaneously taken during J=2–1, J=3–2, and J=4–3 observations of HCN and HCO+. Col.(3): Frequency range in GHz used
for continuum extraction is shown first. Frequencies of obvious emission and absorption lines are removed. The central frequency in GHz is shown
in parenthesis. Col.(4): Flux in mJy beam−1 at the emission peak in the original beam. Value at the highest flux pixel is extracted. The pixel

scale is 0.′′02 pixel−1 for all ULIRGs’ data (This paper; Imanishi et al. (2019)). For NGC 1614 J21, J32, and J43 data, the pixel scale is 0.′′05

pixel−1, 0.′′1 pixel−1, and 0.′′3 pixel−1, respectively (Imanishi & Nakanishi 2013a; Imanishi et al. 2016b, 2022). Detection significance relative to
the root mean square (rms) noise (1σ) is shown in the first parentheses. Possible systematic uncertainties, coming from the absolute flux calibration
ambiguity in individual ALMA observation and choice of frequency range for the continuum level determination, are not included. Original beam
size in kpc is shown in the second parentheses. Col.(5): Coordinate of the continuum emission peak in ICRS in the original-beam-sized map. For
NGC 1614, that in the 0.5 kpc beam-sized data is shown. Cols.(6) and (7): Flux in mJy at the continuum emission peak in the 0.5 kpc and 1 kpc
circular beam, respectively. Detection significance relative to the rms noise (1σ) is shown in parentheses.

and HCO+ J=4–3 line observations. Appendix D sum-

marizes the original-beam-sized moment 0 map, 0.5 kpc

beam-sized spectrum, and Gaussian fit in the spectrum,

for the CS J=7–6 line.

HC3N J=18–17 (νrest = 163.753 GHz) or J=21–20

(νrest = 191.040 GHz) emission line was also serendipi-

tously detected during the HCN and HCO+ J=2–1 line

observations of all ULIRGs. Appendix E summarizes
the original-beam-sized moment 0 map, 0.5 kpc beam-
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Table 5. Peak Flux of Molecular Emission Line in Integrated Intensity (Moment 0) Map with Original Beam Size

Peak [Jy beam−1 km s−1]

Object HCN J=2–1 HCO+ J=2–1 HCN J=3–2 HCO+ J=3–2 HCN J=4–3 HCO+ J=4–3 CS J=7–6 HC3N J=18–17

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9)

IRAS 00091−0738 1.7 (37σ) 1.3 (18σ) 2.8 (17σ) 1.5 (15σ) 3.3 (18σ) 2.2 (7.4σ) 1.6 (13σ) 0.93 (24σ)

IRAS 00188−0856 1.2 (33σ) 0.63 (20σ) 1.6 (25σ) 0.86 (15σ) 2.0 (20σ) 1.2 (10σ) 0.42 (7.2σ) 0.17 (7.1σ)

IRAS 00456−2904 0.98 (32σ) 0.63 (22σ) 1.5 (20σ) 0.76 (14σ) 2.2 (19σ) 1.3 (9.4σ) 0.31 (5.4σ) 0.15 (5.1σ)

IRAS 01166−0844 0.86 (22σ) 0.49 (14σ) 1.1 (16σ) 0.71 (10σ) 1.9 (16σ) 1.3 (9.1σ) 0.72 (9.1σ) 0.064 (3.1σ)

IRAS 01569−2939 0.85 (19σ) 0.82 (18σ) 1.1 (16σ) 1.1 (14σ) 1.7 (17σ) 1.7 (15σ) 0.55 (5.9σ) <0.039 (<3σ)

IRAS 03250+1606 0.48 (11σ) 0.29 (7.6σ) 0.56 (11σ) 0.40 (8.5σ) 0.41 (8.0σ) 0.53 (5.9σ) 0.096 (3.4σ) <0.066 (<3σ)

IRAS 10378+1108 0.58 (12σ) 0.54 (10σ) 1.9 (26σ) 1.8 (24σ) — — — <0.10 (<3σ)

IRAS 16090−0139 1.7 (26σ) 1.3 (19σ) 2.7 (26σ) 2.1 (18σ) 4.6 (25σ) 3.3 (20σ) 1.2 (12σ) 0.31 (6.7σ)

IRAS 22206−2715 0.91 (25σ) 0.54 (16σ) 1.5 (18σ) 1.2 (13σ) 1.6 (17σ) 1.2 (9.9σ) 0.72 (8.1σ) 0.13 (4.6σ)

IRAS 22491−1808 2.9 (37σ) 1.8 (26σ) 6.1 (31σ) 4.6 (23σ) 5.4 (9.5σ) 4.0 (16σ) 2.4 (16σ) 0.50 (12σ) a

IRAS 12112+0305 — — — — 3.9 (15σ) 2.3 (8.3σ) 1.2 (6.1σ) —

aHC3N J=21–20 emission line at νrest=191.040 GHz.

Note—Col.(1): Object name. The LIRG NGC 1614 is not shown because there are multiple emission peaks in the original-beam-sized moment 0

maps (e.g., Imanishi et al. 2016b, 2022). Cols.(2)–(9): Flux in Jy beam−1 km s−1 at the emission peak in the moment 0 map with the original
synthesized beam (Table 3, column 2–4). Detection significance relative to the rms noise (1σ) in the moment 0 map is shown in parentheses.
These original-beam-sized moment 0 maps are primarily used for the verification of significant molecular line detection at or very close to the
continuum emission peak position (tabulated in Table 4, column 5). Col.(2): HCN J=2–1 (rest-frame frequency νrest=177.261 GHz). Col.(3):

HCO+ J=2–1 (νrest=178.375 GHz). Col.(4): HCN J=3–2 (νrest=265.886 GHz). Col.(5): HCO+ J=3–2 (νrest=267.558 GHz). Col.(6): HCN

J=4–3 (νrest=354.505 GHz). Col.(7): HCO+ J=4–3 (νrest=356.734 GHz). The original beam size of the J=2–1, J=3–2, and J=4–3 line is
virtually identical to that of the continuum J21, J32, and J43 data shown in column 2, 3, and 4 of Table 3, respectively. Col.(8): CS J=7–6
(νrest=342.883 GHz). Its original beam size is comparable to that of the continuum J43 data shown in Table 3 (column 4). Col.(9): HC3N
J=18–17 (νrest=163.753 GHz). For IRAS 22491−1808, HC3N J=21–20 (νrest=191.040 GHz) was covered, instead of HC3N J=18–17. The original
beam size of the HC3N lines is comparable to that of the continuum J21 data shown in Table 3 (column 2).

sized spectrum, and Gaussian fit in the spectrum, for

the HC3N lines. The peak fluxes of the CS J=7–6 and
HC3N emission lines in the original-beam-sized moment

0 maps are also added in columns 8 and 9 of Table 5,

respectively.

We summarize in Appendix F (i) the observed HCN-

to-HCO+ flux ratios at J=2–1, J=3–2, and J=4–3, and
(ii) the observed high-J to low-J flux ratios of HCN and

HCO+, based on the adopted Gaussian fits (Appendix

C), in the .0.5 kpc, .1 kpc, .2 kpc, 0.5–1 kpc, and

1–2 kpc spectra. These ratios are plotted in Figures 5
and 6, respectively, to visualize how the ratios vary in

different regions.
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Figure 1. Integrated intensity (moment 0) map of HCN and HCO+ lines created from the original-beam-sized data (Table
3, column 2–4) taken in ALMA Cycle 7. Simultaneously obtained continuum emission is overplotted as contours. Continuum
peak position is shown as a cross. The continuum contours start from 4σ and increase by a factor of 2 (i.e., 8σ, 16σ, 32σ, and
64σ) for all sources. The length of the vertical white solid bar in the first image of each object corresponds to 1 kpc. Beam size
for each moment 0 map is shown as a white filled circle in the lower-left region. Coordinates are in ICRS.
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Figure 2. Spectra within central 0.5 kpc (black solid line), 1 kpc (red dash-dotted line), and 2 kpc (blue dotted line) regions.
The abscissa is observed frequency in GHz and the ordinate is flux density in mJy. (Left): J=2–1 of HCN and HCO+. (Middle):
J=3–2 of HCN and HCO+. (Right): J=4–3 of HCN and HCO+. The expected frequency of HCN and HCO+ J=2–1, J=3–2,
and J=4–3 lines, at the adopted redshift of each (U)LIRG (column 2 of Table 1; also displayed at the top of each plot), is
indicated with vertical arrow. The horizontal black thin dotted straight line indicates the zero flux level. For the LIRG NGC
1614, .2 kpc spectra are not extracted because no meaningful information of molecular line emission at &1 kpc is obtained
from our ALMA data.
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Figure 3. Spectra within central 0.5 kpc (black solid line), 0.5–1 kpc annular (red dash-dotted line), and 1–2 kpc annular
(blue dotted line) regions, displayed in the same way as Figure 2. The 1–2 kpc spectra of the LIRG NGC 1614 are not shown
for the same reason as explained in Figure 2 caption.
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Table 6. Gaussian-fit Velocity-integrated Flux of HCN and HCO+ Emission Lines

Object Region Flux (Jy km s−1)

HCN HCO+

J=2–1 J=3–2 J=4–3 J=2–1 J=3–2 J=4–3

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

IRAS 00091−0738 .0.5 kpc 2.1±0.1 4.0±0.8 4.9±0.4 1.6±0.2 2.1±0.7 3.5±1.0

.1 kpc 2.4±0.2 5.5±1.2 6.3±0.9 2.2±0.3 3.0±1.1 a 5.0±1.1

.2 kpc 2.7±0.4 6.5±1.3 6.8±1.7 2.7±0.6 4.1±0.7 7.7±2.5

0.5–1 kpc 0.30±0.07 1.4±0.4 1.7±1.4 a 0.49±0.16 0.94±0.27 0.53±0.34 a

1–2 kpc 0.30±0.16 a 1.1±0.3 — 0.49±0.36 a 1.3±0.5 a —

IRAS 00188−0856 .0.5 kpc 1.5±0.1 2.4±0.1 3.6±0.2 0.83±0.05 1.4±0.1 1.9±0.4

.1 kpc 2.2±0.1 4.0±0.1 5.2±0.9 1.4±0.1 2.4±0.1 2.5±0.5

.2 kpc 2.9±0.1 5.4±0.3 7.3±0.6 1.8±0.1 3.1±0.2 2.8±0.7

0.5–1 kpc 0.71±0.05 1.5±0.1 1.6±0.4 0.53±0.06 0.98±0.09 0.63±0.20

1–2 kpc 0.63±0.09 1.4±0.2 1.9±0.6 0.48±0.16 a 0.69±0.17 —

IRAS 00456−2904 .0.5 kpc 1.3±0.1 2.9±0.1 3.6±0.2 0.91±0.05 1.6±0.1 2.2±0.2

.1 kpc 2.1±0.1 4.3±0.3 5.2±0.3 1.5±0.1 2.8±0.2 3.0±0.4

.2 kpc 2.7±0.1 5.2±0.4 6.3±0.6 2.0±0.1 4.1±0.5 3.7±0.7

0.5–1 kpc 0.72±0.05 1.4±0.2 1.4±0.4 0.56±0.06 1.2±0.2 0.79±0.24

1–2 kpc 0.67±0.10 0.88±0.29 1.2±0.5 a 0.56±0.12 1.3±0.4 0.88±0.41 a

IRAS 01166−0844 .0.5 kpc 1.2±0.1 1.8±0.2 2.8±0.2 0.64±0.07 1.4±0.2 1.8±0.2

.1 kpc 1.4±0.1 3.0±0.5 3.1±0.3 0.84±0.09 2.2±0.3 2.2±0.3

.2 kpc 1.7±0.2 4.0±0.9 3.2±0.8 1.2±0.2 2.4±0.6 2.3±0.7

0.5–1 kpc 0.21±0.06 1.2±0.4 0.35±0.51 a 0.20±0.07 a 0.81±0.20 0.37±0.28 a

1–2 kpc 0.21±0.14 a — — 0.45±0.40a — —

IRAS 01569−2939 .0.5 kpc 1.0±0.1 1.8±0.2 2.3±0.2 1.0±0.2 2.1±0.3 2.5±0.3

.1 kpc 1.3±0.2 2.8±0.7 3.2±0.3 1.5±0.2 3.7±0.3 3.4±0.5

.2 kpc 1.8±0.2 3.8±0.5 3.8±0.7 1.9±0.2 4.8±0.5 4.3±0.8

0.5–1 kpc 0.29±0.08 1.0±0.2 0.87±0.16 0.40±0.09 1.5±0.2 0.82±0.21

1–2 kpc 0.43±0.22 a 0.84±0.34 a 0.67±0.26 a 0.40±0.13 1.1±0.35 0.94±0.54 a

IRAS 03250+1606 .0.5 kpc 0.67±0.07 1.3±0.2 1.2±0.2 0.47±0.08 0.92±0.22 0.97±0.30

.1 kpc 1.1±0.1 2.0±0.4 2.0±0.6 0.92±0.12 1.7±0.4 1.6±0.4

.2 kpc 1.3±0.2 2.7±0.4 2.4±0.6 1.5±0.3 2.6±0.3 2.3±0.9 a

0.5–1 kpc 0.39±0.08 0.71±0.17 0.86±0.17 0.44±0.12 0.80±0.23 0.66±0.23 a

1–2 kpc 0.28±0.13 a 0.70±0.33 a — 0.61±0.25 a 0.85±0.21 0.56±0.36 a

IRAS 10378+1108 .0.5 kpc 0.90±0.08 2.7±0.1 — 0.82±0.09 2.5±0.1 —

.1 kpc 1.5±0.1 4.1±0.2 — 1.6±0.1 3.8±0.2 —

.2 kpc 2.2±0.2 5.2±0.4 — 2.6±0.3 5.0±0.4 —

0.5–1 kpc 0.56±0.09 1.3±0.1 — 0.72±0.13 1.4±0.1 —

1–2 kpc 0.73±0.18 1.2±0.2 — 1.1±0.3 1.1±0.3 —

IRAS 16090−0139 .0.5 kpc 2.4±0.1 4.1±0.2 8.3±0.2 1.9±0.1 3.3±0.2 5.8±0.2

.1 kpc 4.0±0.1 6.9±0.3 12.6±0.4 3.4±0.1 6.5±0.4 9.4±0.5

.2 kpc 5.3±0.2 9.5±0.6 15.5±0.7 5.0±0.3 10.3±0.7 12.1±0.6

0.5–1 kpc 1.6±0.1 2.8±0.2 4.3±0.3 1.5±0.1 3.2±0.2 3.6±0.2

1–2 kpc 1.4±0.2 2.5±0.4 2.9±0.6 1.5±0.2 3.7±0.5 2.5±0.4

IRAS 22206−2715 .0.5 kpc 1.3±0.1 2.1±0.1 2.8±0.2 0.86±0.08 1.5±0.1 2.2±0.2

.1 kpc 1.8±0.1 3.0±0.2 4.0±0.3 1.2±0.1 2.2±0.2 2.8±0.3

.2 kpc 2.4±0.2 4.1±0.3 5.0±0.7 1.3±0.2 2.7±0.3 4.3±0.9

0.5–1 kpc 0.51±0.05 0.99±0.14 1.1±0.2 0.35±0.08 0.61±0.11 0.63±0.21

1–2 kpc 0.58±0.13 1.2±0.4 1.1±0.6 a 0.23±0.11 a 0.48±0.23 a 1.6±0.8 a

IRAS 22491−1808 .0.5 kpc 4.8±0.1 9.2±0.3 12.4±0.4 3.2±0.1 6.4±0.3 8.3±0.6

Table 6 continued
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Table 6 (continued)

Object Region Flux (Jy km s−1)

HCN HCO+

J=2–1 J=3–2 J=4–3 J=2–1 J=3–2 J=4–3

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

.1 kpc 5.9±0.2 10.7±0.4 15.7±0.9 4.1±0.2 7.4±0.5 13.1±1.3

.2 kpc 6.2±0.5 11.8±0.9 14.7±2.0 4.6±0.5 8.4±0.9 16.1±3.1

0.5–1 kpc 1.1±0.2 1.6±0.3 3.3±0.7 0.95±0.16 1.2±0.3 4.2±0.9

1–2 kpc 0.50±0.33 a — — 0.56±0.22 a — —

IRAS 12112+0305 .0.5 kpc — — 11.6±1.2 — — 6.7±1.0

.1 kpc — — 18.4±1.6 — — 11.3±1.8

.2 kpc — — 19.6±3.6 — — 13.0±3.3

0.5–1 kpc — — 5.5±1.6 — — 2.8±1.9 a

1–2 kpc — — — — — —

NGC 1614 .0.5 kpc 3.3±0.2 2.6±0.4 2.6±0.4 5.5±0.2 5.9±0.5 8.5±0.7

.1 kpc 6.8±0.4 4.2±0.8 4.3±0.5 12.3±0.5 11.3±0.9 13.9±1.2

0.5–1 kpc 3.5±0.3 1.6±0.7 a 2.0±0.5 6.8±0.3 5.4±0.7 5.3±1.0

aDetection significance is <3σ.

Note—Col.(1): Object name. Col.(2): Region. Central .0.5 kpc, .1 kpc, .2 kpc, 0.5–1 kpc annular, and 1–2 kpc annular regions.

Cols.(3)–(8): Gaussian-fit velocity-integrated flux in units of Jy km s−1 (Appendix C). Col.(3): HCN J=2–1. Col.(4): HCN J=3–2.

Col.(5): HCN J=4–3. Col.(6): HCO+ J=2–1. Col.(7): HCO+ J=3–2. Col.(8): HCO+ J=4–3. No value is shown when (a) no
observations were conducted (J=4–3 of IRAS 10378+1108, and J=2–1 and J=3–2 of IRAS 12112+0305), or (b) there is no emission
line signature at all, or (c) fitting uncertainty is too large to obtain meaningful information.

In each panel of Figure 5, in the left three ticks, the

contribution from the innermost (.0.5 kpc) molecular

gas emission, relative to slightly extended (0.5–1 kpc)
emission, decreases from left to right. In the right two

ticks, the contribution from the outermost nuclear (1–2

kpc) molecular gas emission, relative to inner (.1 kpc)

emission, increases from left to right. In many sources,
we see a subtle trend that the observed HCN-to-HCO+

flux ratio at each J-transition slightly decreases with

decreasing contribution from the innermost (.0.5 kpc)

molecular emission (from left to right in the left three

ticks) and with increasing contribution from the outer-
most nuclear (1–2 kpc) emission (from left to right in the

right two ticks). This trend is most notably seen in IRAS

16090−0139 (Figure 5h), because of small uncertainty in

each data point. It is thus suggested that the HCN-to-
HCO+ flux ratio is higher inside and lower outside in

a certain fraction of nearby ULIRGs’ nuclei. Figure 7

displays the original-beam-sized maps of the observed

HCN-to-HCO+ flux ratios at J=2–1, J=3–2, and J=4–

3, created from newly taken ALMA Cycle 7 data (Table
3). The same maps at J=3–2 for some ULIRGs, created

from ALMA Cycle 5 data (Table 3), are also found in

Imanishi et al. (2019). In some ULIRGs, the HCN-to-

HCO+ flux ratio is confirmed to be higher at the very

center (nuclear position) than off-center regions (e.g.,

IRAS 16090−0139).

We see a similar trend in some ULIRGs in Figure 6

that the observed high-J to low-J flux ratio slightly de-

creases with decreasing (increasing) contribution from
.0.5 kpc (1–2 kpc) molecular emission, where the trend

is most clearly seen in the J=3–2 to J=2–1 flux ratios

of HCN and HCO+ in IRAS 10378+1108 (Figure 6g)

and J=4–3 to J=2–1 flux ratios of HCN and HCO+ in
IRAS 16090−0139 (Figure 6h). These decreasing trends

from the innermost to outermost nuclear region, in the

HCN-to-HCO+ flux ratio and high-J to low-J flux ratios

of HCN and HCO+, suggest that possible spatial vari-

ation of dense molecular gas properties is discernible at
0.5 kpc physical scales within the nuclear 2 kpc regions

of some ULIRGs.

In Figure 8, we derive the HCN J=4–3 to HCO+ J=4–

3 and HCN J=4–3 to CS J=7–6 flux ratios measured in
the .0.5 kpc spectra, to separate AGN-important and

starburst-dominated sources, following the energy diag-

nostic diagram by Izumi et al. (2016) where these flux

ratios are systematically higher in luminous AGNs than

in starbursts. The LIRG NGC 1614 is located in the
region expected for starburst-dominated galaxies, while

ULIRGs (except IRAS 01569−2939) are distributed in

the region expected for AGN-important galaxies. The

ULIRG IRAS 01569−2939 is located close to the bor-
derline that separates starburst-dominated and AGN-
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Figure 4. Curve of growth of HCN (filled symbol) and HCO+ (open symbol) emission line flux, based on our adopted Gaussian
fit (Appendix C), with increasing beam size from 0.5 kpc, through 1 kpc, to 2 kpc. Red square: J=2–1. Green circle: J=3–2.
Blue triangle: J=4–3.

important galaxies. The energy diagnostic results in
Figure 8 thus largely agree with the previously proposed

infrared and (sub)millimeter spectroscopic view that all

ULIRGs are AGN important and the LIRG NGC 1614

is starburst dominated (Table 1, column 12 and footnote
a).

5. DISCUSSION

5.1. Dense Molecular Gas Properties : Comparison

with Non-LTE Model Calculations

We constrain nuclear molecular gas properties of the

observed (U)LIRGs at 0.5 kpc physical resolution, based

on the three J-transition line data (J=2–1, J=3–2, and
J=4–3) of HCN and HCO+, by combining with non-

LTE modeling. The high-J to low-J flux ratios of HCN

and HCO+ can be used to constrain the volume num-

ber density (nH2
) and kinetic temperature (Tkin) of H2

molecular gas, because high density and temperature

are needed to collisionally excite a significant fraction of

HCN and HCO+ to J=4 or 3. The HCN-to-HCO+ flux

ratio at each J-transition contains information of the

HCN-to-HCO+ abundance ratio, as was demonstrated
by Imanishi et al. (2023) for other nearby (U)LIRGs.

The possible decrease of the HCN-to-HCO+ flux ratio
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Figure 5. HCN-to-HCO+ flux ratio measured in the .0.5 kpc, .1 kpc, 0.5–1 kpc, .2 kpc, and 1–2 kpc spectra. Red open
circle: J=2–1. Green open star: J=3–2. Blue filled square: J=4–3. Only ratios with &2.5σ are plotted. Note that the vertical
axis range of the only one LIRG NGC 1614 is much narrower than ULIRGs.

from low-J to high-J can also contain H2 gas density in-

formation (e.g., Imanishi et al. 2023); Because the criti-

cal density of HCN by H2 collisional excitation is a factor

of ∼5 higher than that of HCO+ at each J-transition

(Shirley 2015), the HCN-to-HCO+ flux ratio can be
smaller at higher-J than at lower-J if H2 gas density

is not sufficiently high.

To derive molecular gas properties, we compare ob-

served emission line flux ratios with those calculated
with the non-LTE radiative transfer code RADEX

(van der Tak et al. 2007), as we have done for other

nearby (U)LIRGs’ nuclei using 1–2 kpc resolution data

(Imanishi et al. 2023). Here, we do the same compari-

son for the newly observed nearby ULIRGs’ nuclei (Ta-

ble 1). We also investigate the possible spatial varia-

tion of molecular gas properties within the nuclear .2

kpc regions, using our 0.5 kpc resolution data. For all
RADEX calculations, (1) gas geometry is assumed to

be a one-zone uniform sphere, (2) the cosmic microwave

background with temperature of Tbg = 2.73 K is in-

cluded, and (3) collisions with only H2 are considered.
The molecular line width is commonly set to 500 km

s−1 as a representative value, based on our Gaussian

fits (Appendix C). Emission line flux ratios are calcu-
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Figure 6. J=4–3 (blue circle) or J=3–2 (red square) to J=2–1 flux ratio of HCN (filled symbol) and HCO+ (open symbol),
measured in the .0.5 kpc, .1 kpc, 0.5–1 kpc, .2 kpc, and 1–2 kpc spectra. Only Gaussian fit statistical uncertainty is
considered, and only ratios with &2.5σ are plotted. The vertical axis range of the only one LIRG NGC 1614 is much narrower
than ULIRGs.

lated in units of Jy km s−1 as listed in Tables 12 and

13 in Appendix C. For convenience, pyradex3, a Python

wrapper for RADEX, is used.

In our model calculations, we adopt two approaches,
following Imanishi et al. (2023). First, we constrain

molecular gas density and temperature, by fixing the

HCN-to-HCO+ abundance ratio and HCO+ column

density to fiducial values (§5.2–5.3), because the number

3 https://github.com/keflavich/pyradex

of observational constraints is limited. Next, we apply

a Bayesian approach to constrain physical parameters,

by making all parameters free (§5.4), with a caution

that some parameters may have systematic uncertain-
ties, given so many free parameters for the limited num-

ber of observational constrains. We will then compare

both results to confirm that our main arguments do not

change and thus are robust.

5.2. HCN-to-HCO+ Flux Ratios

https://github.com/keflavich/pyradex
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Figure 7. Original-beam-sized map of the observed HCN-to-HCO+ flux ratio calculated in units of Jy km s−1. An appropriate
cutoff (>2–3σ depending on each ULIRG) is applied for the HCO+ flux (i.e., denominator), so that the resulting map is not
dominated by noise. The plus mark denotes the continuum peak position which is regarded as the nucleus of each ULIRG. The
length of the vertical black solid bar in the first image of each object corresponds to 1 kpc.
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Figure 8. HCN J=4–3 to HCO+ J=4–3 flux ratio (ab-
scissa) and HCN J=4–3 to CS J=7–6 flux ratio (ordinate)
derived from the 0.5 kpc beam-sized spectra. Flux ratio is
calculated in units of Jy km s−1. Izumi et al. (2016) pro-
posed that starburst-dominated galaxies are distributed in
the lower-left region separated by the dashed straight lines,
while AGN-important galaxies are in the remaining upper-
right region.

Figure 9 compares the HCN-to-HCO+ flux ratios

at J=2–1, J=3–2, and J=4–3 measured in the 0.5

kpc beam-sized spectra, with predicted flux ratios by

RADEX; RADEX calculations are made at densities

103−8 cm−3 and temperatures 101−3 K. The HCO+ col-
umn density is fixed at NHCO+ = 1 × 1016 cm−2, based

on the assumption that the observed (U)LIRGs suffer

from modestly Compton thick (NH ∼ a few × 1024

cm−2) absorption and the HCO+-to-H2 abundance ra-
tio is ∼10−8 (e.g., Martin et al. 2006; Saito et al. 2018).

The HCN-to-HCO+ abundance ratio is tested for two

cases, [HCN]/[HCO+] = 1 and 3.

Except for the LIRG NGC 1614 (the most bottom-left

red filled star in Figure 9), the observed HCN-to-HCO+

flux ratios of all ULIRGs can be better explained by

the HCN-to-HCO+ abundance ratio of [HCN]/[HCO+]

= 3 rather than 1, under the above assumed gas density

and temperature ranges. We also try different HCN-
to-HCO+ abundance ratio ([HCN]/[HCO+] = 7) and

HCO+ column density (NHCO+ = 1 × 1015 cm−2 and

3 × 1016 cm−2), but our conclusion that the observed

HCN-to-HCO+ flux ratios of ULIRGs are better re-

produced with an enhanced (>1) HCN-to-HCO+ abun-
dance ratio, remains unchanged (Appendix G), as pre-

viously confirmed for other nearby ULIRGs, calculated

with different line widths (Imanishi et al. 2023). We

conservatively adopt [HCN]/[HCO+] = 3 as a fiducial
value.

5.3. High-J to Low-J Flux Ratios

We fit the observed high-J to low-J flux ratios of

HCN and HCO+ with RADEX to estimate molecular

gas density and temperature. The method is the same

as that employed by Imanishi et al. (2023). The least-
squares fitting for log nH2

(density) and log Tkin (tem-

perature) is performed with the conventional Levenberg-

Marquardt algorithm using the Python package lmfit

(Newville et al. 2021). Confidence intervals for the pa-

rameters are examined by grid computing ∆χ2 ≡ χ2 −
χ2
best with log nH2

ranging from 2 to 6 and log Tkin from

1 to 3.

As described by Imanishi et al. (2023) and in §3, the
high-J to low-J flux ratios of HCN and HCO+ can be
affected by possible absolute flux calibration uncertainty

of individual ALMA observations, because J=2–1, J=3–

2, and J=4–3 data were taken at different times. This

systematic uncertainty needs to be taken into account

when we compare the observed and RADEX-calculated
flux ratios. As our second calculations, we allow scaling

of absolute flux within maximum 5% for J=2–1 and 10%

for J=3–2 and J=4–3 (§3). We divide the fitting into two

stages: in the first stage, gas density, temperature, and
scaling of each emission line flux within the calibration

uncertainty are left free, and the residuals are minimized

using the L-BFGS-B method; in the second stage, the

scaling factors are fixed to the obtained values. We then

derive gas density and temperature using the Levenberg-
Marquardt algorithm with the Python package lmfit

(Newville et al. 2021), in the same way as above.

We derive molecular gas physical parameters, by (1)

using the observed high-J to low-J flux ratios as they are
(no flux scaling), and (2) allowing flux scale adjustment

for individual J=2–1, J=3–2, and J=4–3 data within the

above allowable range (5–10%). The derived gas density

and temperature are generally comparable between the

first and second methods, but the reduced χ2 value is
usually smaller in the second fitting result (scaling on)

than the first one (scaling off). We adopt the first one as

much as possible, but refer to the second one only if the

first one cannot determine the best fit value or provides
a very large reduced χ2 value. Our adopted final results

for the central .0.5 kpc region are presented in Figures

10 and 11a, and are summarized in Table 7. The same

results for the central .1 kpc and .2 kpc regions are

presented in Appendix H, to be compared with those de-
rived for different nearby ULIRGs with comparable 1–2

kpc resolutions by Imanishi et al. (2023). We exclude

IRAS 10378+1108 and IRAS 12112+0305 because not

all the three J-transition line data are available. We
exclude also IRAS 00091−0738 because negative sig-

nals below the continuum levels, clearly detected at the
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Figure 9. Comparison of the HCN-to-HCO+ flux ratios measured in the 0.5 kpc beam-sized spectra and those calculated with
RADEX. (Left panel): 3D plot of the flux ratios at J=2–1, J=3–2, and J=4–3. The red points represent the observed values.
The RADEX-calculated flux ratios are computed for log nH2/cm

−3 = 3–8 in steps of 0.1 (density) and log (Tkin/K) = 1–3 in
steps of 0.05 (temperature). The ratios are shown as a blue mesh consisting of iso-density curves at log nH2 = 3, 4, · · ·, 8 (solid),
and iso-temperature curves at log Tkin = 1.0, 1.5, · · ·, 3.0 (dotted). The molecular line width and HCO+ column density are
fixed at ∆v = 500 km s−1 and NHCO+ = 1 × 1016 cm−2, respectively. The results of the HCN-to-HCO+ abundance ratio of
[HCN]/[HCO+] = 1 and 3 are drawn in dark and light colors, respectively. (Right panels): Projections of the 3D plot along the
J=3–2 (upper) and J=4–3 (lower) directions.

HCO+ central absorption dips in Figures 2 and 3, sug-

gest self-absorption (see also Appendix C, Table 9, foot-

note a). Namely, molecular gas consists of more than

one component (i.e., emission and absorption compo-
nents), which complicates comparison between the ob-

served data and one-zone RADEX model calculations.

We clearly see in Figure 10 and Table 7 that molec-

ular gas in the central .0.5 kpc regions of all the ob-
served ULIRGs is very dense (&105 cm−3) and warm

(&102.5 K or &300 K). Molecular gas density and tem-

perature are estimated to be very high also in the .1

kpc and .2 kpc region data of ULIRGs (Appendix
H). On the other hand, the starburst-dominated LIRG

NGC 1614 contains less dense (.104.3 cm−3) and cooler

(∼102 K) molecular gas both at the central .0.5 kpc

and .1 kpc regions (Appendix H). This is as expected

because the high-J to low-J flux ratios of HCN and
HCO+ in NGC 1614 are distinctly smaller than those

of ULIRGs at the .0.5 kpc, .1 kpc, and 0.5–1 kpc re-

gions (Figure 6). Systematic difference of nuclear gas

density and temperature between nearby ULIRGs and
LIRGs has previously been seen also at 1–2 kpc resolu-

tion for a different ULIRG sample (Imanishi et al. 2023).

Nearby ULIRGs are usually energetically dominated by

compact (.1 kpc) nuclear regions (e.g., Soifer et al.

2000; Diaz-Santos et al. 2010; Imanishi et al. 2011;

Pereira-Santaella et al. 2021), while in nearby LIRGs,

compact nuclear regions are energetically less dom-
inant, relative to spatially extended (&a few kpc)

star-formation activity (Soifer et al. 2001). It is also

found that nearby ULIRGs show luminous AGN sig-

natures more frequently than nearby LIRGs do (e.g.,

Veilleux et al. 2009; Nardini et al. 2010; Imanishi et al.
2010b). A natural scenario for the derived denser and

warmer molecular gas at the innermost (.0.5 kpc) re-

gions of nearby ULIRGs is that (1) a larger amount of

nuclear concentrated molecular gas can be a fuel to a
central SMBH, and (2) the resulting enhanced AGN ac-

tivity can make the innermost (.0.5 kpc) molecular gas

warmer than starburst-dominated LIRGs 4. It is very

likely that the warm molecular gas that we detect in

the .0.5 kpc spectra of nearby ULIRGs largely comes
from the innermost molecular gas surrounding the cen-

4 Imanishi et al. (2023) found a trend of denser and warmer nu-
clear molecular gas in AGN-important sources than in starburst-
dominated ones in the ULIRG population (LIR & 1012L⊙), but
Krips et al. (2008) did not find any such trend between AGNs
and starbursts at lower infrared luminosities.
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Figure 10. Fitting results for the high-J to low-J flux ratios of HCN and HCO+ for the central .0.5 kpc regions of (U)LIRGs.
(Left panel): Comparison of the observed and RADEX-calculated emission line flux ratios. The light blue filled circles show the
observed flux ratios listed in Table 13. The green open squares indicate the flux ratios of the best-fit model, whose gas density
and temperature are denoted as the plus sign in the right panel. Other fixed parameters (column density, abundance ratio, and
line width) are noted at the top of the figure. We adopt the second fitting results (flux scaling adjustment allowed; see §5.3)
for IRAS 00188−0856, IRAS 00456−2904, IRAS 22491−1808, and NGC 1614, for which the observed flux ratios after scaling
adjustment are displayed in the dark blue half-filled circles. The scaling factors for each observation are listed below the legend.
The reduced χ

2 value of the best-fit model is also noted. (Right panel): Confidence contours for gas density and temperature
quoted at 68%, 90%, and 99% levels (∆χ

2 = 2.28, 4.61, 9.21). Result of IRAS 16090−0139 is displayed separately in Figure 11a.

tral luminous AGNs, as probed by infrared 4–5 µm ro-

vibrational CO absorption study (Baba et al. 2018).
Figure 5h shows that for IRAS 16090−0139, the statis-

tical uncertainty of the HCN-to-HCO+ flux ratios is very

small and thus the clearest decreasing trend of the ratios

from left to right is seen among the observed (U)LIRGs.

For IRAS 16090−0139, the decreasing trend is also rec-

ognizable in the J=4–3 to J=2–1 flux ratios of HCN
and HCO+ (Figure 6h). We investigate how the derived

gas density and temperature spatially change in IRAS

16090−0139. Figure 11 and Table 7 show the results.

We see some sign that the derived best-fit gas density



24 Imanishi et al.

Figure 11. Fitting results for the high-J to low-J flux ratios of HCN and HCO+ for various regions of IRAS 16090−0139. (a):
central .0.5 kpc region. (b): 0.5–1 kpc annular region. (c): 1–2 kpc annular region. (d): central .1 kpc region. (e): central
.2 kpc region. We adopt the second fitting result (flux scaling adjustment allowed) for all regions. The content of each panel
and symbols are the same as Figure 10.

tends to decrease from the innermost .0.5 kpc region,
through 0.5–1 kpc annular region, to 1–2 kpc annular

region (Figures 11a–c and Table 7). The derived gas

density also tends to decrease by increasing the beam

size from 0.5 kpc to 2 kpc (Figures 11a,e and Table
7). The detection of the decreasing gas density trend

from the innermost (.0.5 kpc) to outer nuclear (0.5–2

kpc) region in IRAS 16090−0139 suggests that it may be

feasible to investigate the spatial variation of molecular

gas physical parameters within nuclear ∼2 kpc regions
in more detail at least for some nearby (U)LIRGs with

significant molecular line detection.

In principle, possible spatial variation of molecular gas

physical parameters can be seen more clearly from .0.5
kpc to 0.5–1 kpc and 1–2 kpc annular regions, than that

from .0.5 kpc to .1 kpc and . 2 kpc circular regions,

because each region is separated more clearly in the

former. If nuclear (.2 kpc) molecular gas emission is

dominated by the innermost .0.5 kpc region, possible
spatial variation of the gas physical parameters can be

diluted in the latter comparison. In Figures 5 and 6,

(i) the HCN-to-HCO+ flux ratios at J=2–1, J=3–2, and
J=4–3, and (ii) high-J to low-J flux ratios of HCN and

HCO+ for both J=4–3 to J=2–1 and J=3–2 to J=2–

1, are all derived with sufficiently high S/N ratios, in

both the 0.5–1 kpc and 1–2 kpc annular regions, only
for IRAS 16090−0139. There are two reasons for this.

First, dense molecular line emission at 0.5–1 kpc and

1–2 kpc annular regions is generally significantly fainter

than that at the innermost (.0.5 kpc) region (Figure 3),

despite larger signal-integrated areas in the former by a
factor of 3 and 12, respectively. Second, scatters of spec-

tral data points are inevitably large particularly in the

1–2 kpc spectra, because (1) enlarging originally small-

beam-sized data to large beams, increases rms noise in
units of mJy beam−1 (§4) and (2) subtraction of two

spectra results in a further noise increase by a factor of√
2. Thus, for other ULIRGs than IRAS 16090−0139,

we primarily investigate the possible spatial variation of

molecular gas physical parameters from the .0.5 kpc re-
gion to the 0.5–1 kpc annular, and .1 kpc and .2 kpc

circular regions, with the above caveat that the possible
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Table 7. Summary of the Best Fit Values

Object Region Scaling log nH2
log Tkin Reduced

[cm−3] [K] χ2

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

IRAS 00188−0856 <0.5 kpc on 5.2+0.1
−0.2

2.7+0.6
−0.1

0.50

IRAS 00456−2904 <0.5 kpc on 5.2+0.1
−0.2

2.7+0.3
−0.1

3.3

IRAS 01166−0844 <0.5 kpc off 5.4+0.2
−0.2

2.8+∞

−0.4
0.68

IRAS 01569−2939 <0.5 kpc off 5.4+0.3
−0.3

2.7+∞

−0.4
0.19

IRAS 03250+1606 <0.5 kpc off 5.2+0.8
−0.4

2.6+∞

−0.9
0.45

IRAS 22206−2715 <0.5 kpc off 5.1+0.3
−0.1

3.0+∞

−0.6
a 0.75

IRAS 22491−1808 <0.5 kpc on 5.3+0.1
−0.1

2.7+0.2
−0.1

2.1

NGC 1614 <0.5 kpc on 4.3+0.3
−0.3

2.0+0.2
−0.2

1.4

IRAS 16090−0139 <0.5 kpc on 5.4+0.1
−0.1

2.7+0.2
−0.1

7.7

0.5–1 kpc on 5.2+0.1
−0.2

2.7+0.5
−0.1

2.0

1–2 kpc on 5.0+0.3
−0.4

2.7+∞

−0.4
1.0

<1 kpc on 5.5+0.1
−0.1

2.7+0.1
−0.1

13.7

<2 kpc on 5.2+0.1
−0.1

2.7+0.3
−0.1

4.1

aThe best fit value is our adopted upper bound of Tkin = 1000 K.

Note— Col.(1): Object name. Col.(2): Region. Col.(3): Scaling on or off.

Col.(4): Decimal logarithm of H2 gas density in units of cm−3. Col.(5): Dec-
imal logarithm of gas kinetic temperature in units of K. Col.(6): Reduced

χ2 value. The HCO+ column density, HCN-to-HCO+ abundance ratio, and
molecular line width are fixed at N

HCO+ = 1 × 1016 cm−2, [HCN]/[HCO+]

= 3, and ∆v = 500 km s−1, respectively.

spatial variation may be diluted in the comparison using

the latter circular regions.

5.4. Bayesian Analysis of Both Types of Ratios

For selected regions of some (U)LIRGs where molec-

ular emission lines are significantly detected with high

S/N ratios, we fit both the HCN-to-HCO+ flux ratios

and HCO+ high-J to low-J flux ratios simultaneously

with RADEX to derive the gas physical parameters in
detail, without fixing the HCO+ column density and

HCN-to-HCO+ abundance, by using a Bayesian ap-

proach. Although the number of available independent

emission line flux ratios (HCN-to-HCO+ flux ratio at
J=2–1, J=3–2, and J=4–3, HCO+ J=3–2 to J=2–1,

and HCO+ J=4–3 to J=2–1) is fewer than the total

number of parameters, including the absolute flux scal-

ing factors, the Bayesian technique is able to sample

the posterior probability distribution naturally includ-
ing the indeterminacy of the solution.

We use a Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC)

sampler implemented in the emcee package

(Foreman-Mackey et al. 2013) to explore the param-
eter space. Flat priors having upper and lower bounds

listed in Table 8 are employed. The chain is run with

100 walkers initialized around a first guess obtained by

the L-BFGS-B solver (§5.3) with the column density and

abundance ratio unfixed. By defining τ as the longest

autocorrelation time of the parameters, the chain is

continued up to 100τ steps, with the first 5τ steps dis-

carded as “burn-in”, and finally thinned out by 0.5τ
steps to leave independent samples. The total number

of sampling of the posterior probability distribution is

thus 100× (100− 5)/0.5 = 19,000.

Table 8. Bounds of the flat priors

parameter lower upper

log(nH2
/cm−3) 2 6

log(Tkin/K) 1 3

log(N
HCO+/cm−2) 14 17

[HCN]/[HCO+] 0.1 10

J21 scaling 0.95 1.05

J32 scaling 0.9 1.1

J43 scaling 0.9 1.1

We apply this MCMC analysis to the data of se-

lected regions of (U)LIRGs. IRAS 10378+1108, IRAS

12112+0305, and IRAS 00091−0738 are excluded for the

same reasons as before (§5.3). Figure 12 shows example

results for IRAS 16090−0139 (.0.5 kpc region), IRAS
22491−1808 (.0.5 kpc region), and NGC 1614 (.1 kpc

region). As previously derived in §5.3, the presence of

dense (&105 cm−3) and warm (&102.5 K or &300 K)

molecular gas at the nuclear .0.5 kpc regions of the
two ULIRGs is confirmed with this new MCMC anal-

ysis as well. For the starburst-dominated LIRG NGC

1614 (.1 kpc physical scale), this new MCMC analysis

derives even less dense (.104 cm−3) and similar tem-

perature (∼102 K) molecular gas, when compared to
the previous estimate using the Levenberg-Marquardt

method, with the fixed fiducial HCO+ column density

and HCN-to-HCO+ abundance ratio (Table 14).

We then compare the posteriors of the gas parameters
obtained in different regions of the same (U)LIRG, to il-

lustrate how molecular gas physical parameters spatially

change. Figure 13 displays the comparison for three

(U)LIRGs as the representatives to discuss the possible

spatial variation of some physical parameters. In Figure
13a and 13b, for the two ULIRGs IRAS 16090−0139

and IRAS 22491−1808, while molecular gas density is

estimated to be very high (&105 cm−3) at all the .0.5

kpc, .1 kpc, .2 kpc, 0.5–1 kpc, and 1–2 kpc regions,
a trend of systematically higher temperature and HCN-

to-HCO+ abundance ratio at the innermost (.0.5 kpc)

regions than the outer nuclear regions (0.5–2 kpc), is

seen. Both sources are diagnosed to contain luminous
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buried AGNs (Table 1 and Figure 8). It is possible

that the luminous AGNs create high gas temperature at
the innermost part. It is also reported that an HCN-

to-HCO+ abundance ratio can be enhanced in dense

molecular gas in the vicinity of, and affected by, a lu-

minous AGN (e.g., Aladro et al. 2015; Saito et al. 2018;

Takano et al. 2019; Nakajima et al. 2018; Kameno et al.
2020; Imanishi et al. 2020; Butterworth et al. 2022;

Nakajima et al. 2023). The trend seen in these two

ULIRGs can be caused by a luminous AGN.

In Figure 13c, the starburst-dominated LIRG NGC

1614 shows (1) much smaller gas temperature and HCN-
to-HCO+ abundance ratio than the other two AGN-

hosting ULIRGs with the same physical apertures, and

(2) no discernible spatial variation of the gas temper-

ature and HCN-to-HCO+ abundance ratio at 0.5 kpc

physical scales within the central .1 kpc region. These
results can naturally be explained by our view that NGC

1614 is energetically dominated by ∼1 kpc wide star-
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burst activity, without significant contribution from a

central compact luminous AGN (Table 1).
Figure 14 shows the MCMC results for the remaining

ULIRGs. The presence of very dense (&105 cm−3) and

warm (&300 K) molecular gas is confirmed with this

MCMC method in all the regions of all these ULIRGs.

For IRAS 00456−2904, IRAS 01569−2939, and IRAS
03250+1606 (Figure 14a–c), there might be a very subtle

sign of higher HCN-to-HCO+ abundance ratio and/or

higher gas temperature at the innermost (.0.5 kpc) re-

gion than outer nuclear (0.5–2 kpc) region, but the trend

is much weaker than the previously discussed IRAS
16090−0139 and IRAS 22491−1808 (Figures 13a and

13b). For the remaining ULIRGs, IRAS 00188−0856,

IRAS 01166−0844, and IRAS 22206−2715, we see no

such trend at all. The absence of such trend can be

real, but we note that for ULIRGs for which we have
to compare physical parameters among overlapped re-

gions (.0.5 kpc, .1 kpc, and .2 kpc), rather than non-

overlapped annular regions (.0.5 kpc, 0.5–1 kpc, and
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Figure 12. Example result of the MCMC parameter estimation using the HCN-to-HCO+ and HCO+ multiple J-transition
line flux ratios. (a): Central .0.5 kpc region of IRAS 16090−0139. (b): Central .0.5 kpc region of IRAS 22491−1808. (c):
Central .1 kpc region of NGC 1614. The corner plot on the left shows 1D and 2D projections of the posterior distribution
for any parameters and parameter pairs, respectively. The median and 68% credible bounds of each parameter are given in
the label above each column and are denoted by the dashed and dotted lines, respectively, in the 1D posterior. The panel on
the upper right shows a comparison of the observed and modeled emission line flux ratios. The model flux ratios (green open
squares) are calculated at the medians of log nH2 , log Tkin, log NHCO+ , and [HCN]/[HCO+]. The observed flux ratios (light
blue filled circles) are quoted from Tables 12 and 13 and then scaled with the medians of the J21, J32, and J43 scaling factors
(dark blue half-filled circles).
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Figure 13. Comparison of the posteriors of gas parameters obtained for different regions in (a): IRAS 16090−0139, (b): IRAS
22491−1808, and (c): NGC 1614. (Upper left): H2 gas density in cm−3. (Upper right): H2 gas kinetic temperature in K. (Lower
left): HCO+ column density in cm−2. (Lower right): HCN-to-HCO+ abundance ratio. The red, green, blue filled histograms,
and dashed and dotted line histograms correspond to the results for the central .0.5 kpc, .1 kpc, .2 kpc, 0.5–1 kpc annular,
and 1–2 kpc annular regions, respectively. Note that the horizontal axis range of the HCN-to-HCO+ abundance ratio (Lower
right) is much narrower for NGC 1614 than for the other two ULIRGs.
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1–2 kpc), possible spatial variation of gas physical pa-

rameters can be diluted if emission is dominated by the

innermost .0.5 kpc region (§5.3).

6. SUMMARY

We presented the results of our ALMA .0.5 kpc-

resolution, three rotational transition line (J=2–1, J=3–

2, and J=4–3) observations of HCN and HCO+ for 11

ULIRGs with luminous buried AGN signatures, and one

starburst-dominated LIRG NGC 1614. We extracted
spectra at the central 0.5 kpc, 1 kpc, and 2 kpc regions,

as well as 0.5–1 kpc and 1–2 kpc annular regions, to (1)

derive (i) the HCN-to-HCO+ flux ratios at J=2–1, J=3–

2, and J=4–3, and (ii) high-J to low-J (J=4–3 to J=2–1
and J=3–2 to J=2–1) flux ratios of HCN and HCO+, in

individual regions, and (2) investigate the possible spa-

tial variations of these ratios among the different regions.

We ran RADEX non-LTE model calculations to con-

strain molecular gas properties for nine (U)LIRGs after
excluding three ULIRGs for which (a) not all the J=2–1,

J=3–2, and J=4–3 data are available (two sources), and

(b) one zone model cannot be applied (one source). We

(1) used the Levenberg-Marquardt method by fixing the
HCO+ column density and HCN-to-HCO+ abundance

ratio at fiducial values and (2) applied a Bayesian ap-

proach by making all parameters free. We found the

following main results.

1. HCN and HCO+ emission at J=2–1, J=3–2, and

J=4–3 were clearly detected in the 0.5 kpc, 1 kpc,

and 2 kpc beam-sized spectra of the majority of

the observed (U)LIRGs, suggesting the abundant
presence of dense and warm molecular gas at the

nuclear regions.

2. We quantitatively found that molecular gas at

ULIRGs’ innermost (.0.5 kpc) and whole nuclear

(.1–2 kpc) regions is very dense (&105 cm−3)
and warm (&300 K), and that it is also modestly

dense (104−4.5 cm−3) and warm (∼100 K) in one

starburst-dominated LIRG’s nucleus (.1 kpc).

3. We saw a signature that the HCN-to-HCO+ flux

ratios at J=2–1, J=3–2, and J=4–3, and high-J to
low-J flux ratios of HCN and HCO+, decrease from

the innermost (.0.5 kpc) to outer nuclear (0.5–

2 kpc) region for some fraction of the observed

ULIRGs.

4. For the above ULIRGs showing the signature,
we conducted RADEX non-LTE model calcu-

lations by freeing all parameters, based on a

Bayesian approach, and detected an increasing

trend of the HCN-to-HCO+ abundance ratio and

gas kinetic temperature from the outer nuclear

(0.5–2 kpc) to the innermost (.0.5 kpc) re-

gions in two ULIRGs with luminous AGN signa-

tures (IRAS 16090−0139 and IRAS 22491−1808)
significantly and in additional three ULIRGs

(IRAS 00456−2904, IRAS 01569−2939, and IRAS

03250+1606) marginally. We interpreted that the

trend could naturally be explained by luminous

AGN effects to the innermost molecular gas.

5. Our Bayesian approach also demonstrated that

the LIRG NGC 1614 displayed (a) much lower gas

temperature and HCN-to-HCO+ abundance ratio

than the observed other nearby ULIRGs’ nuclei,
and (b) no discernible spatial change in these two

parameters at 0.5 kpc physical scales within the

central .1 kpc region. This can naturally be ex-

plained by a scenario that NGC 1614 is energeti-
cally dominated by ∼1 kpc wide starburst activity.

We demonstrated that ALMA multiple molecular,

multiple rotational transition line observations, with a
combination of non-LTE modeling, are a very unique

tool to constrain the spatial variations of physical and

chemical properties of molecular gas within nearby

(U)LIRGs’ nuclei (.2 kpc), thanks to achievable high

spatial resolution (.0.5 kpc) and high sensitivity.
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Figure 14. Same as Figure 13, but for (a): IRAS 00456−2904, (b): IRAS 01569−2939, (c): IRAS 03250+1606, (d): IRAS
00188−0856, (e): IRAS 01166−0844, and (f): IRAS 22206−2715. A subtle sign of increasing HCN-to-HCO+ abundance ratio
and/or increasing temperature toward the innermost .0.5 kpc region is seen in (a)–(c), but not in (d)–(f).

Software: CASA (The CASA Team 2022),

RADEX (van der Tak et al. 2007), pyradex

(https://github.com/keflavich/pyradex), IPython

(Perez & Granger 2007), Jupyter Notebook
(Kluyver et al. 2016), NumPy (Harris et al.

2020), SciPy (Virtanen et al. 2020), Pandas

(Reback et al. 2022), Matplotlib (Hunter 2007),

Astropy (Astropy Collaboration et al. 2022), lmfit
(Newville et al. 2021), emcee (Foreman-Mackey et al.

2013), corner (Foreman-Mackey 2016)

https://github.com/keflavich/pyradex
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APPENDIX

A. CONTINUUM SPECTRAL ENERGY DISTRIBUTION

For four ULIRGs, photometric data at 250 µm, 350 µm, and 500 µm, taken with the Herschel Space Observatory, are
available (Clements et al. 2018). Figure 15 overplots our ALMA 1 kpc beam-sized continuum flux measurements on

the Herschel data as well IRAS 60 µm and 100 µm data. Both Herschel and IRAS data were obtained with much larger

aperture sizes (&5′′ or &6 kpc at z & 0.07) than our ALMA measurements. Infrared 60–500 µm emission is usually

dominated by dust thermal radiation. Our ALMA photometric measurements roughly agree with extrapolation from
shorter wavelength IRAS and Herschel data, suggesting that our ALMA 1 kpc beam-sized data cover the bulk of dust

thermal radiation from these ULIRGs, as expected from compact (.1 kpc) nature of energetically dominant regions in

nearby ULIRGs in general (e.g., Soifer et al. 2000; Diaz-Santos et al. 2010; Imanishi et al. 2011; Pereira-Santaella et al.

2021).

Figure 15. Continuum spectral energy distribution from 60 µm to ∼2000 µm for four ULIRGs. Herschel 250 µm, 350 µm,
and 500 µm (Clements et al. 2018), and IRAS 60 µm and 100 µm photometric measurements (Table 1) are displayed as black
filled circles. Our ALMA 1 kpc beam-sized continuum flux measurements at 850–2000 µm (Table 4, column 7) are plotted as
open stars. The best-fit graybody curve derived by Clements et al. (2018), using only infrared data at .500 µm, is overplotted
as thick curved line after flux normalization at 250 µm. Object name and redshift are shown in each panel.

B. INTENSITY-WEIGHTED MEAN VELOCITY (MOMENT 1) MAP

Figure 16 displays the original-beam-sized (.0.5 kpc; Table 3, column 2–4), intensity-weighted mean velocity (mo-

ment 1) maps of HCN and HCO+ for ULIRGs observed in ALMA Cycle 7, to show dynamical properties of dense

molecular line emission. The same maps of other HCN and HCO+ J-transition lines for some (U)LIRGs, observed in

ALMA Cycle 5 or earlier, have been presented in previous publications (Imanishi & Nakanishi 2013a; Imanishi et al.

2019, 2022) and thus are not shown here.
The moment 1 maps in Figure 16 are created by integrating channels that show significant line signals, relative

to continuum flux level. For IRAS 00091−0738 and IRAS 22206−2715, we see that the HCO+ J=4–3 emission line

displays distinctly strong redshifted components, compared to other emission lines. We investigate this origin.

It is well known that for sources with non-small molecular line widths (&300 km s−1 in full width at half maximum
[FWHM]), it is often difficult to clearly separate HCO+ and vibrationally excited HCN v2=1, l=1f (HCN-VIB) emission

lines because the latter line is only ∼400 km s−1 redshifted in velocity at the same J-transition (e.g., Aalto et al. 2015b;

Imanishi et al. 2016b, 2018; Falstad et al. 2019, 2021). The HCN-VIB emission line flux in units of Jy km s−1 can be

higher at higher J-transition, in the case of thermal excitation. Figure 17 compares the velocity profile of HCN J=4–3

and HCO+ J=4–3 lines of IRAS 00091−0738 and IRAS 22206−2715. IRAS 00091−0738 displays significant flux excess
at the expected frequency of HCN-VIB J=4–3 at the redshifted side of HCO+ J=4–3 (Figure 17a), suggesting that

the HCN-VIB J=4–3 emission line is significantly detected and its contamination is a cause of the apparently strong

redshifted HCO+ J=4–3 emission component in Figure 16. For IRAS 22206−2715, however, the signature of the

HCN-VIB J=4–3 emission line is not clear, but the blue emission component is weaker for HCO+ J=4–3 than for HCN
J=4–3 (Figure 17b). The apparently strong redshifted emission component seen in the HCO+ J=4–3 moment 1 map

(Figure 16) could be explained by the intrinsic velocity difference, possibly caused by different spatial distribution;

HCO+ emission is usually spatially more extended than HCN emission at the same J-transition in nearby ULIRGs’

nuclei (Imanishi et al. (2019); §4 and Figure 4 of this paper).
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Figure 16. Intensity-weighted mean velocity (moment 1) map of HCN and HCO+ lines created from the original-beam-sized
data (Table 3, columns 2–4) taken in ALMA Cycle 7. The map of HCO+ J=4–3 line for IRAS 03250+1606 is not shown because
of insufficient S/N ratios. The peak position of the simultaneously taken continuum emission is shown as a cross. For each
object, the field of view and velocity display range are set as the same for all lines. The length of the vertical black solid bar
in the first image of each object corresponds to 0.5 kpc. Beam size for each moment 1 map is shown as an open circle in the
lower-left region.
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Figure 17. Comparison of velocity profile of HCN J=4–3 (black solid) and HCO+ J=4–3 (red dotted) lines for (a) IRAS
00091−0738 and (b) IRAS 22206−2715 extracted from the 0.5 kpc beam-sized spectra. The abscissa is optical local standard
of rest (LSR) velocity in km s−1 and the ordinate is flux density in mJy. The expected velocity of the HCN-VIB J=4–3 line
at the adopted redshift (Table 1, column 2) is indicated with a red downward arrow. The horizontal black dotted straight line
indicates the zero flux level.

C. GAUSSIAN FIT

Table 9 summarizes the best Gaussian fit of significantly detected HCN and HCO+ emission lines at J=2–1, J=3–2,
and J=4–3 in the .0.5 kpc, .1 kpc, .2 kpc, 0.5–1 kpc, and 1–2 kpc spectra. For an emission line with only a subtle

central dip and/or with possible multiple peaks, but with large data scatters, we adopt a single Gaussian fitting result,

after confirming that single and double Gaussian fits provide fluxes which agree well within ∼10%. The adopted best

Gaussian fits are overplotted to the observed HCN and HCO+ emission lines in Figure 18 (for J=2–1), Figure 19 (for

J=3–2), and Figure 20 (for J=4–3). These overplots can be used to visually inspect the goodness of the Gaussian fits
and check the reliability of our discussion of dense molecular emission line flux ratios.

Table 9. Gaussian Fit of Emission Lines

Object Region Molecule Line Gaussian fit

Velocity Peak FWHM Flux

[km s−1] [mJy] [km s−1] [Jy km s−1]

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

IRAS 00091−0738 .0.5 kpc HCN J=2–1 35179±4,35560±6 4.7±0.1, 3.6±0.1 260±11, 278±16 2.1±0.1

J=3–2 35364±12, 35392±8 7.5±1.0, −6.0±0.9 a 699±49, 180±33 4.0±0.8

J=4–3 35132±10, 35580±12 9.6±0.6, 8.3±0.7 332±26, 238±30 4.9±0.4

HCO+ J=2–1 35441±13, 35405±5 3.3±0.3, −3.9±0.3 a 721±35, 161±18 1.6±0.2

J=3–2 35489±18, 35414±7 5.6±0.9, −7.2±0.9 a 680±44, 230±23 2.1±0.7

J=4–3 35533±25, 35409±9 8.5±1.1, −11.6±1.1 a 766±52, 241±24 3.5±1.0

.1 kpc HCN J=2–1 35183±9, 35547±11 5.0±0.2, 4.1±0.2 263±19, 301±28 2.4±0.2

J=3–2 35372±15, 35397±9 9.6±1.5, −7.5±1.2 a 718±58, 148±46 5.5±1.2

J=4–3 35129±18, 35569±19 11.7±1.0, 9.5±1.5 344±53, 271±51 6.3±0.9

HCO+ J=2–1 35437±16, 35404±7 3.8±0.3, −3.8±0.4 a 749±45, 140±21 2.2±0.3

J=3–2 35491±21, 35415±9 7.5±1.4, −8.6±1.3 a 692±53, 233±32 3.0±1.1 (<3σ)

J=4–3 35573±43, 35408±8 8.1±0.9, −12.6±1.5 a 892±96, 158±30 5.0±1.1

.2 kpc HCN J=2–1 35207±21, 35546±29 5.6±0.5, 4.5±0.5 273±38, 285±68 2.7±0.4

J=3–2 35373±18, 35396±9 12.0±1.7, −10.5±1.6 a 676±54, 122±40 6.5±1.3

J=4–3 35143±26, 35568±24 12.4±1.6, 11.8±2.6 375±60, 212±123 6.8±1.7

Table 9 continued



36 Imanishi et al.

Table 9 (continued)

Object Region Molecule Line Gaussian fit

Velocity Peak FWHM Flux

[km s−1] [mJy] [km s−1] [Jy km s−1]

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

HCO+ J=2–1 35422±31, 35405±12 4.6±0.7, −4.1±0.9 a 730±87, 130±38 2.7±0.6

J=3–2 35173±21, 35747±24 6.0±1.1, 6.9±0.8 218±47, 441±70 4.1±0.7

J=4–3 35633±105, 35406±10 8.8±1.2, −17.3±3.0 a 1145±246, 115±31 7.7±2.5

0.5–1 kpc HCN J=2–1 35397±29 0.75±0.11 417±73 0.30±0.07

J=3–2 35189±29, 35623±130 2.3±0.7, 1.7±0.2 301±62, 477±204 1.4±0.4

J=4–3 35221±192 1.8±0.4 990±782 1.7±1.4 (<3σ)

HCO+ J=2–1 35402±60 0.74±0.12 698±191 0.49±0.16

J=3–2 35153±45, 35733±51 1.2±0.4, 1.3±0.2 286±127, 488±136 0.94±0.27

J=4–3 35220±50 2.2±0.9 257±117 0.53±0.34 (<3σ)

1–2 kpc HCN J=2–1 35370±53 0.95±0.29 326±143 0.30±0.16 (<3σ)

J=3–2 35379±66 1.8±0.3 642±152 1.1±0.3

J=4–3 — — — —

HCO+ J=2–1 35340±103 1.0±0.3 494±340 0.49±0.36 (<3σ)

J=3–2 35613±113 1.5±0.4 905±265 1.3±0.5 (<3σ)

J=4–3 — — — —

IRAS 00188−0856 .0.5 kpc HCN J=2–1 38533±4 4.7±0.1 338±9 1.5±0.1

J=3–2 38540±4 7.7±0.2 336±10 2.4±0.1

J=4–3 38525±5 11.1±0.3 339±12 3.6±0.2

HCO+ J=2–1 38523±7 2.9±0.1 303±14 0.83±0.05

J=3–2 38530±7 4.5±0.2 328±14 1.4±0.1

J=4–3 38454±25, 38633±14 5.8±0.5, 5.3±1.4 225±51, 136±27 1.9±0.4

.1 kpc HCN J=2–1 38532±4 6.8±0.1 343±8 2.2±0.1

J=3–2 38544±4 12.7±0.3 334±9 4.0±0.1

J=4–3 38418±20, 38611±23 11.9±2.6, 14.4±2.5 195±40, 220±32 5.2±0.9

HCO+ J=2–1 38519±7 4.5±0.2 317±16 1.4±0.1

J=3–2 38528±7 7.6±0.3 329±14 2.4±0.1

J=4–3 38449±27, 38628±15 8.0±0.9, 9.3±1.9 179±56, 126±22 2.5±0.5

.2 kpc HCN J=2–1 38532±5 8.7±0.3 348±13 2.9±0.1

J=3–2 38544±5 16.9±0.5 337±12 5.4±0.3

J=4–3 38532±10 20.8±1.2 371±25 7.3±0.6

HCO+ J=2–1 38519±10 5.6±0.3 339±23 1.8±0.1

J=3–2 38517±9 10.0±0.5 325±18 3.1±0.2

J=4–3 38519±24 9.2±1.4 319±65 2.8±0.7

0.5–1 kpc HCN J=2–1 38530±9 2.1±0.1 353±18 0.71±0.05

J=3–2 38548±7 5.0±0.2 325±16 1.5±0.1

J=4–3 38442±27, 38633±41 5.0±1.2, 5.3±1.1 166±34, 172±37 1.6±0.4

HCO+ J=2–1 38510±13 1.7±0.1 329±27 0.53±0.06

J=3–2 38524±10 3.2±0.2 331±24 0.98±0.09

J=4–3 38414±12, 38608±18 2.9±1.0, 3.0±0.6 54±40, 170±48 0.63±0.20

1–2 kpc HCN J=2–1 38532±20 1.8±0.2 365±33 0.63±0.09

J=3–2 38549±14 4.2±0.3 351±39 1.4±0.2

J=4–3 38531±45 4.4±0.9 463±109 1.9±0.6

HCO+ J=2–1 38525±54 1.0±0.2 483±143 0.48±0.16 (<3σ)

J=3–2 38484±22 2.5±0.4 293±56 0.69±0.17

J=4–3 — — — —

IRAS 00456−2904 .0.5 kpc HCN J=2–1 32938±3 5.2±0.1 270±6 1.3±0.1

J=3–2 32937±5 9.9±0.3 301±10 2.9±0.1

J=4–3 32934±4 12.6±0.4 294±11 3.6±0.2

HCO+ J=2–1 32934±4 3.6±0.1 262±12 0.91±0.05

Table 9 continued
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Table 9 (continued)

Object Region Molecule Line Gaussian fit

Velocity Peak FWHM Flux

[km s−1] [mJy] [km s−1] [Jy km s−1]

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

J=3–2 32936±6 6.0±0.3 272±14 1.6±0.1

J=4–3 32924±9 8.1±0.6 289±25 2.2±0.2

.1 kpc HCN J=2–1 32934±3 7.6±0.2 281±7 2.1±0.1

J=3–2 32936±6 14.7±0.6 307±13 4.3±0.3

J=4–3 32932±6 17.4±0.6 309±14 5.2±0.3

HCO+ J=2–1 32925±4 5.8±0.2 263±9 1.5±0.1

J=3–2 32931±8 10.0±0.6 286±18 2.8±0.2

J=4–3 32940±11 11.2±1.0 283±26 3.0±0.4

.2 kpc HCN J=2–1 32933±4 10.3±0.3 278±10 2.7±0.1

J=3–2 32933±9 18.5±1.1 291±18 5.2±0.4

J=4–3 32926±10 21.0±1.3 314±24 6.3±0.6

HCO+ J=2–1 32922±6 8.1±0.4 261±14 2.0±0.1

J=3–2 32923±12 14.5±1.1 296±24 4.1±0.5

J=4–3 32943±14 17.2±2.0 222±35 3.7±0.7

0.5–1 kpc HCN J=2–1 32926±7 2.4±0.1 305±17 0.72±0.05

J=3–2 32936±13 4.8±0.4 309±36 1.4±0.2

J=4–3 32853±13, 33035±11 5.4±0.7, 5.2±0.9 166±29, 111±67 1.4±0.4

HCO+ J=2–1 32910±9 2.2±0.1 260±22 0.56±0.06

J=3–2 32923±14 4.1±0.4 299±28 1.2±0.2

J=4–3 32949±171, 33025±34 2.5±1.0, 4.4±1.9 243 (fix) b, 46 (fix) b 0.79±0.24

1–2 kpc HCN J=2–1 32929±13 2.6±0.3 269±29 0.67±0.10

J=3–2 32920±27 3.8±0.8 239±63 0.88±0.29

J=4–3 32893±51 3.5±0.9 351±115 1.2±0.5 (<3σ)

HCO+ J=2–1 32917±18 2.2±0.3 267±38 0.56±0.12

J=3–2 32910±24 4.7±0.7 300±65 1.3±0.4

J=4–3 32946±26 5.8±1.6 159±59 0.88±0.41 (<3σ)

IRAS 01166−0844 .0.5 kpc HCN J=2–1 35139±8 2.6±0.1 473±21 1.2±0.1

J=3–2 35151±15 3.9±0.2 498±42 1.8±0.2

J=4–3 35161±10 6.3±0.3 464±25 2.8±0.2

HCO+ J=2–1 35143±12 1.8±0.1 371±29 0.64±0.07

J=3–2 35144±15 3.5±0.3 408±34 1.4±0.2

J=4–3 35170±16 4.3±0.3 434±40 1.8±0.2

.1 kpc HCN J=2–1 35134±9 3.4±0.2 433±27 1.4±0.1

J=3–2 35155±24 5.3±0.5 586±80 3.0±0.5

J=4–3 35151±14 7.1±0.5 454±35 3.1±0.3

HCO+ J=2–1 35129±12 2.4±0.2 363±29 0.84±0.09

J=3–2 35127±19 5.7±0.5 398±41 2.2±0.3

J=4–3 35162±18 5.9±0.5 387±44 2.2±0.3

.2 kpc HCN J=2–1 35135±16 4.2±0.4 422±47 1.7±0.2

J=3–2 35145±48 6.1±0.8 686±137 4.0±0.9

J=4–3 35139±35 7.1±1.0 475±93 3.2±0.8

HCO+ J=2–1 35109±22 2.9±0.3 441±65 1.2±0.2

J=3–2 35137±34 6.7±1.2 375±75 2.4±0.6

J=4–3 35177±22 9.7±1.7 245±62 2.3±0.7

0.5–1 kpc HCN J=2–1 35105±15 1.0±0.2 218±46 0.21±0.06

J=3–2 35154±93 1.5±0.3 821±225 1.2±0.4

J=4–3 35077±231 0.77±0.31 475±674 0.35±0.51 (<3σ)

HCO+ J=2–1 35096±28 0.67±0.16 314±89 0.20±0.07 (<3σ)

J=3–2 35101±32 2.2±0.4 385±72 0.81±0.20

Table 9 continued
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Table 9 (continued)

Object Region Molecule Line Gaussian fit

Velocity Peak FWHM Flux

[km s−1] [mJy] [km s−1] [Jy km s−1]

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

J=4–3 35159±61 1.4±0.9 272±119 0.37±0.28 (<3σ)

1–2 kpc HCN J=2–1 35093±23 1.3±0.6 178±81 0.21±0.14 (<3σ)

J=3–2 — — — —

J=4–3 — — — —

HCO+ J=2–1 35040±209 0.60±0.18 780±670 0.45±0.40 (<3σ)

J=3–2 — — — —

J=4–3 — — — —

IRAS 01569−2939 .0.5 kpc HCN J=2–1 41838±21, 42280±16 1.4±0.1, 1.5±0.2 434±78, 308±43 1.0±0.1

J=3–2 41854±22, 42281±19 2.8±0.2, 2.9±0.2 378±53, 297±47 1.8±0.2

J=4–3 41863±14, 42285±12 3.7±0.2, 3.6±0.2 400±32, 276±26 2.3±0.2

HCO+ J=2–1 41823±27, 42265±30 1.6±0.1, 1.5±0.1 340±77, 363±64 1.0±0.2

J=3–2 41799±40, 42243±54 2.6±0.5, 2.5±0.3 388±65, 491±93 2.1±0.3

J=4–3 41806±23, 42262±22 3.3±0.3, 3.8±0.2 321±48, 435±50 2.5±0.3

.1 kpc HCN J=2–1 41830±29, 42284±29 1.9±0.1, 1.7±0.2 412±67, 373±54 1.3±0.2

J=3–2 41844±29, 42291±30 4.4±0.4, 3.9±0.5 408±144, 313±70 2.8±0.7

J=4–3 41865±16, 42293±13 5.2±0.2, 4.6±0.3 418±38, 261±30 3.2±0.3

HCO+ J=2–1 41813±18, 42064±44 1.4±0.2, 1.8±0.1 142±94, 743±45 1.5±0.2

J=3–2 42004±18 5.4±0.3 727±41 3.7±0.3

J=4–3 41804±24, 42244±46 5.1±0.6, 4.5±0.3 302±55, 454±91 3.4±0.5

.2 kpc HCN J=2–1 42032±26 2.4±0.2 798±63 1.8±0.2

J=3–2 41991±33 5.7±0.5 707±70 3.8±0.5

J=4–3 41873±35, 42294±40 6.5±0.5, 5.0±0.8 427±87, 262±89 3.8±0.7

HCO+ J=2–1 41985±24 2.8±0.2 703±52 1.9±0.2

J=3–2 42000±24 7.1±0.5 726±56 4.8±0.5

J=4–3 41764±12, 42144±66 6.1±1.0, 5.4±0.4 179±75, 646±120 4.3±0.8

0.5–1 kpc HCN J=2–1 41952±57 0.47±0.09 656±145 0.29±0.08

J=3–2 41954±48 1.5±0.2 753±114 1.0±0.2

J=4–3 41984±44 1.3±0.2 709±96 0.87±0.16

HCO+ J=2–1 41922±44 0.67±0.10 646±101 0.40±0.09

J=3–2 41979±26 2.5±0.2 673±62 1.5±0.2

J=4–3 41913±43 1.6±0.3 535±100 0.82±0.21

1–2 kpc HCN J=2–1 42089±164 0.48±0.11 955±443 0.43±0.22 (<3σ)

J=3–2 41940±78 1.6±0.4 576±190 0.84±0.34 (<3σ)

J=4–3 41946±66 1.3±0.3 543±167 0.67±0.26 (<3σ)

HCO+ J=2–1 41956±67 0.70±0.14 620±156 0.40±0.13

J=3–2 41987±70 1.6±0.3 724±186 1.1±0.35

J=4–3 41897±89 1.3±0.5 768±302 0.94±0.54 (<3σ)

IRAS 03250+1606 .0.5 kpc HCN J=2–1 38607±21 1.2±0.1 582±49 0.67±0.07

J=3–2 38407±10, 38700±30 2.6±0.4, 2.2±0.2 130±34, 453±50 1.3±0.2

J=4–3 38443±20, 38780±38 2.7±0.4, 2.2±0.2 199±40, 317±84 1.2±0.2

HCO+ J=2–1 38607±32 0.94±0.10 533±71 0.47±0.08

J=3–2 38449±23, 38751±43 2.1±0.3, 1.8±0.2 221±76, 279±77 0.92±0.22

J=4–3 38505±35, 38844±62 2.2±0.3, 1.8±0.3 287±78, 212±132 0.97±0.30

.1 kpc HCN J=2–1 38615±20 1.9±0.1 583±43 1.1±0.1

J=3–2 38455±25, 38800±52 4.6±0.4, 3.5±0.4 233±55, 298±95 2.0±0.4

J=4–3 38445±32, 38793±62 4.1±0.6, 3.7±0.4 240±80, 309±126 2.0±0.6

HCO+ J=2–1 38614±26 1.7±0.1 577±53 0.92±0.12

J=3–2 38447±23, 38769±34 3.5±0.5, 3.7±0.3 210±83, 295±69 1.7±0.4

J=4–3 38463±36, 38780±23 3.7±0.7, 3.9±0.5 148±94, 309±62 1.6±0.4

Table 9 continued
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Table 9 (continued)

Object Region Molecule Line Gaussian fit

Velocity Peak FWHM Flux

[km s−1] [mJy] [km s−1] [Jy km s−1]

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

.2 kpc HCN J=2–1 38580±24 2.7±0.2 512±55 1.3±0.2

J=3–2 38601±27 5.2±0.6 555±55 2.7±0.4

J=4–3 38423±30, 38796±39 4.9±0.9, 4.9±0.8 205±81, 316±81 2.4±0.6

HCO+ J=2–1 38638±38 2.4±0.3 659±85 1.5±0.3

J=3–2 38665±23 5.5±0.5 509±51 2.6±0.3

J=4–3 38452±121, 38761±34 4.5±1.6, 5.8±1.0 137±176, 305±72 2.3±0.9 (<3σ)

0.5–1 kpc HCN J=2–1 38626±38 0.71±0.09 581±93 0.39±0.08

J=3–2 38481±24, 38834±29 1.8±0.2, 1.5±0.3 240±65, 223±78 0.71±0.17

J=4–3 38634±40 1.6±0.2 575±94 0.86±0.17

HCO+ J=2–1 38629±49 0.78±0.11 605±130 0.44±0.12

J=3–2 38456±42, 38796±49 1.4±0.4, 1.9±0.2 217±133, 283±56 0.80±0.23

J=4–3 38757±34 1.9±0.5 366±90 0.66±0.23 (<3σ)

1–2 kpc HCN J=2–1 38529±58 0.79±0.22 372±136 0.28±0.13 (<3σ)

J=3–2 38592±68 1.3±0.6 555±112 0.70±0.33 (<3σ)

J=4–3 — — — —

HCO+ J=2–1 38676±133 0.76±0.22 854±253 0.61±0.25 (<3σ)

J=3–2 38715±34 2.1±0.3 440±89 0.85±0.21

J=4–3 38725±63 1.9±0.8 306±149 0.56±0.36 (<3σ)

IRAS 10378+1108 .0.5 kpc HCN J=2–1 40913±9 2.8±0.2 342±24 0.90±0.08

J=3–2 40934±4 7.2±0.2 402±11 2.7±0.1

HCO+ J=2–1 40930±13 2.3±0.2 373±34 0.82±0.09

J=3–2 40934±5 6.9±0.2 381±12 2.5±0.1

.1 kpc HCN J=2–1 40896±8 4.7±0.2 341±18 1.5±0.1

J=3–2 40915±5 11.3±0.3 383±13 4.1±0.2

HCO+ J=2–1 40906±12 4.3±0.3 388±27 1.6±0.1

J=3–2 40916±5 11.3±0.3 362±12 3.8±0.2

.2 kpc HCN J=2–1 40892±10 7.3±0.5 327±24 2.2±0.2

J=3–2 40913±7 14.3±0.7 388±20 5.2±0.4

HCO+ J=2–1 40907±16 6.4±0.5 427±46 2.6±0.3

J=3–2 40906±9 14.5±0.6 366±21 5.0±0.4

0.5–1 kpc HCN J=2–1 40869±15 1.9±0.2 312±44 0.56±0.09

J=3–2 40886±9 4.2±0.3 339±24 1.3±0.1

HCO+ J=2–1 40879±19 2.0±0.2 385±47 0.72±0.13

J=3–2 40889±10 4.5±0.3 328±28 1.4±0.1

1–2 kpc HCN J=2–1 40886±21 2.7±0.4 294±58 0.73±0.18

J=3–2 40903±23 3.1±0.4 403±63 1.2±0.2

HCO+ J=2–1 40903±43 2.1±0.3 535±117 1.1±0.3

J=3–2 40872±27 3.3±0.5 357±66 1.1±0.3

IRAS 16090−0139 .0.5 kpc HCN J=2–1 40036±7 4.4±0.1 570±17 2.4±0.1

J=3–2 40041±7 8.0±0.2 538±18 4.1±0.2

J=4–3 40017±5 15.8±0.3 556±12 8.3±0.2

HCO+ J=2–1 39998±14 3.2±0.1 624±36 1.9±0.1

J=3–2 40035±13 6.2±0.3 570±31 3.3±0.2

J=4–3 40021±5 12.8±0.3 480±11 5.8±0.2

.1 kpc HCN J=2–1 40052±5 7.9±0.2 537±12 4.0±0.1

J=3–2 40054±9 13.6±0.4 540±20 6.9±0.3

J=4–3 40043±5 23.5±0.5 572±13 12.6±0.4

HCO+ J=2–1 40030±7 6.2±0.2 579±18 3.4±0.1

J=3–2 40066±13 12.0±0.5 576±31 6.5±0.4

Table 9 continued
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Table 9 (continued)

Object Region Molecule Line Gaussian fit

Velocity Peak FWHM Flux

[km s−1] [mJy] [km s−1] [Jy km s−1]

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

J=4–3 40050±5 19.9±0.4 505±27 9.4±0.5

.2 kpc HCN J=2–1 40064±7 11.5±0.3 487±18 5.3±0.2

J=3–2 40057±12 18.6±0.8 541±28 9.5±0.6

J=4–3 40042±9 29.0±0.9 570±21 15.5±0.7

HCO+ J=2–1 40072±10 9.4±0.4 569±24 5.0±0.3

J=3–2 40087±13 18.5±0.9 596±30 10.3±0.7

J=4–3 40069±8 26.2±0.9 490±20 12.1±0.6

0.5–1 kpc HCN J=2–1 40070±9 3.6±0.1 483±21 1.6±0.1

J=3–2 40072±13 5.6±0.3 535±32 2.8±0.2

J=4–3 40094±11 7.9±0.3 580±29 4.3±0.3

HCO+ J=2–1 40061±11 3.2±0.1 495±27 1.5±0.1

J=3–2 40094±15 5.9±0.3 581±32 3.2±0.2

J=4–3 40104±10 7.4±0.3 523±25 3.6±0.2

1–2 kpc HCN J=2–1 40091±15 3.8±0.3 389±34 1.4±0.2

J=3–2 40065±28 5.0±0.5 544±72 2.5±0.4

J=4–3 40039±29 5.5±0.7 556±89 2.9±0.6

HCO+ J=2–1 40143±16 3.8±0.3 432±47 1.5±0.2

J=3–2 40129±25 6.8±0.6 587±59 3.7±0.5

J=4–3 40133±20 7.4±0.7 358±48 2.5±0.4

IRAS 22206−2715 .0.5 kpc HCN J=2–1 39496±7 3.1±0.1 439±16 1.3±0.1

J=3–2 39495±8 5.2±0.2 420±18 2.1±0.1

J=4–3 39492±9 7.2±0.3 417±22 2.8±0.2

HCO+ J=2–1 39524±12 2.2±0.1 423±29 0.86±0.08

J=3–2 39517±10 3.7±0.2 438±24 1.5±0.1

J=4–3 39545±14 4.9±0.3 479±37 2.2±0.2

.1 kpc HCN J=2–1 39493±6 4.7±0.1 398±14 1.8±0.1

J=3–2 39500±7 7.4±0.2 432±17 3.0±0.2

J=4–3 39481±10 9.8±0.5 430±24 4.0±0.3

HCO+ J=2–1 39517±10 3.6±0.2 361±24 1.2±0.1

J=3–2 39513±10 5.6±0.3 412±23 2.2±0.2

J=4–3 39508±15 7.0±0.5 424±36 2.8±0.3

.2 kpc HCN J=2–1 39489±9 6.7±0.3 373±21 2.4±0.2

J=3–2 39513±11 9.3±0.5 463±29 4.1±0.3

J=4–3 39470±20 12.6±1.2 423±42 5.0±0.7

HCO+ J=2–1 39523±12 5.1±0.5 270±34 1.3±0.2

J=3–2 39508±13 7.4±0.5 383±30 2.7±0.3

J=4–3 39515±34 9.3±1.1 493±83 4.3±0.9

0.5–1 kpc HCN J=2–1 39482±10 1.7±0.1 317±25 0.51±0.05

J=3–2 39518±20 2.2±0.2 474±53 0.99±0.14

J=4–3 39450±31 2.6±0.3 460±65 1.1±0.2

HCO+ J=2–1 39506±16 1.5±0.2 259±43 0.35±0.08

J=3–2 39506±18 1.9±0.2 349±46 0.61±0.11

J=4–3 39422±23 3.2±0.7 212±54 0.63±0.21

1–2 kpc HCN J=2–1 39477±20 2.0±0.3 306±50 0.58±0.13

J=3–2 39601±74 1.9±0.3 669±196 1.2±0.4

J=4–3 39435±84 2.4±1.1 474±140 1.1±0.6 (<3σ)

HCO+ J=2–1 39523±12 2.3±0.6 109±42 0.23±0.11 (<3σ)

J=3–2 39499±38 1.8±0.5 277±113 0.48±0.23 (<3σ)

J=4–3 39550±137 2.4±0.7 695±295 1.6±0.8 (<3σ)

Table 9 continued
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Table 9 (continued)

Object Region Molecule Line Gaussian fit

Velocity Peak FWHM Flux

[km s−1] [mJy] [km s−1] [Jy km s−1]

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

IRAS 22491−1808 .0.5 kpc HCN J=2–1 23303±4 10.8±0.2 452±9 4.8±0.1

J=3–2 23310±5 18.6±0.4 499±13 9.2±0.3

J=4–3 23305±6 24.4±0.6 514±14 12.4±0.4

HCO+ J=2–1 23276±8 6.6±0.2 490±17 3.2±0.1

J=3–2 23334±12 10.9±0.4 592±24 6.4±0.3

J=4–3 23333±16 13.4±0.6 626±34 8.3±0.6

.1 kpc HCN J=2–1 23311±5 14.1±0.4 425±12 5.9±0.2

J=3–2 23323±6 22.9±0.6 474±14 10.7±0.4

J=4–3 23303±10 31.4±1.2 505±22 15.7±0.9

HCO+ J=2–1 23295±8 9.4±0.3 442±18 4.1±0.2

J=3–2 23341±12 14.3±0.6 525±28 7.4±0.5

J=4–3 23356±22 20.2±1.2 656±51 13.1±1.3

.2 kpc HCN J=2–1 23313±10 16.4±0.9 385±23 6.2±0.5

J=3–2 23326±11 25.6±1.2 464±26 11.8±0.9

J=4–3 23306±23 29.6±2.6 502±52 14.7±2.0

HCO+ J=2–1 23308±14 12.0±0.9 388±32 4.6±0.5

J=3–2 23354±18 17.5±1.2 485±40 8.4±0.9

J=4–3 23352±38 26.7±2.8 612±99 16.1±3.1

0.5–1 kpc HCN J=2–1 23345±15 3.5±0.3 325±33 1.1±0.2

J=3–2 23371±18 4.8±0.6 325±50 1.6±0.3

J=4–3 23296±32 7.0±0.9 482±74 3.3±0.7

HCO+ J=2–1 23343±16 3.3±0.3 292±38 0.95±0.16

J=3–2 23369±24 3.8±0.7 326±65 1.2±0.3

J=4–3 23351±37 7.4±0.9 575±98 4.2±0.9

1–2 kpc HCN J=2–1 23344±38 2.9±1.0 174±94 0.50±0.33 (<3σ)

J=3–2 — — — —

J=4–3 — — — —

HCO+ J=2–1 23381±24 4.3±1.1 131±39 0.56±0.22 (<3σ)

J=3–2 — — — —

J=4–3 — — — —

IRAS 12112+0305 .0.5 kpc HCN J=4–3 21668±15, 21985±9 22.3±1.6, 25.3±1.9 301±38, 199±23 11.6±1.2

HCO+ J=4–3 21643±13, 22013±17 12.6±1.5, 13.8±1.2 181±33, 321±58 6.7±1.0

.1 kpc HCN J=4–3 21835±17 31.5±1.9 587±38 18.4±1.6

HCO+ J=4–3 21975±35 17.0±1.7 670±80 11.3±1.8

.2 kpc HCN J=4–3 21861±32 34.0±3.5 580±89 19.6±3.6

HCO+ J=4–3 22031±46 23.3±3.7 561±110 13.0±3.3

0.5–1 kpc HCN J=4–3 21885±40 9.6±1.3 574±143 5.5±1.6

HCO+ J=4–3 21900 (fix) 5.0±1.3 568±357 2.8±1.9 (<3σ)

1–2 kpc HCN J=4–3 — — — —

HCO+ J=4–3 — — — —

NGC 1614 .0.5 kpc HCN J=2–1 4763±4 14.2±0.5 222±8 3.3±0.2

J=3–2 4762±11 11.9±1.3 209±25 2.6±0.4

J=4–3 4779±10 12.2±1.2 208±23 2.6±0.4

HCO+ J=2–1 4767±3 23.1±0.5 229±7 5.5±0.2

J=3–2 4753±7 24.1±1.5 233±13 5.9±0.5

J=4–3 4776±6 38.7±2.2 211±13 8.5±0.7

.1 kpc HCN J=2–1 4765±4 26.9±0.9 243±10 6.8±0.4

J=3–2 4776±14 16.5±1.9 245±34 4.2±0.8

J=4–3 4769±10 16.3±1.3 252±24 4.3±0.5

Table 9 continued
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Table 9 (continued)

Object Region Molecule Line Gaussian fit

Velocity Peak FWHM Flux

[km s−1] [mJy] [km s−1] [Jy km s−1]

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

HCO+ J=2–1 4769±4 46.7±1.2 252±8 12.3±0.5

J=3–2 4757±8 42.1±2.5 256±13 11.3±0.9

J=4–3 4773±7 55.4±3.0 240±16 13.9±1.2

0.5–1 kpc HCN J=2–1 4767±6 12.9±0.6 259±16 3.5±0.3

J=3–2 4835±41 5.4±1.4 272±107 1.6±0.7 (<3σ)

J=4–3 4712±34 4.5±0.7 425±73 2.0±0.5

HCO+ J=2–1 4772±4 23.8±0.7 274±9 6.8±0.3

J=3–2 4661±10, 4840±12 18.6±2.1, 19.6±1.9 119±19, 148±22 5.4±0.7

J=4–3 4653±13, 4842±9 19.9±2.1, 24.4±2.6 109±26, 117±30 5.3±1.0

a We adopt one broad Gaussian emission and one narrow Gaussian absorption components, because negative signals below the continuum level at

the HCO+ central dip, observed in IRAS 00091−0738 (Figures 2 and 3), cannot be reproduced by two Gaussian emission components. This flux
estimate agrees within ∼10% with that based on two Gaussian emission components.

b Fixed to the best fit value.

Note— Col.(1): Object name. Col.(2): Region. Col.(3): Molecule. Col.(4): J-transition. Cols.(5)–(8): Gaussian fit of emission line. “—” means
that no Gaussian fit is applied, because of no emission line signature in a spectrum. Col.(5): Optical LSR velocity (vopt) of emission line peak in

km s−1. Col.(6): Peak flux in mJy. Col.(7): Observed full width at half maximum (FWHM) in km s−1. Col.(8): Gaussian-fit velocity-integrated

flux in Jy km s−1. When fitting results of two Gaussian components are adopted, fluxes of the two components are added. Only Gaussian fitting
error (statistical uncertainty) is considered.
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Figure 18. Adopted Gaussian fits (solid curved lines) of the HCN and HCO+ J=2–1 emission lines extracted in the 0.5 kpc
(left two panels), 1 kpc (middle two panels), and 2 kpc (right two panels) beam-sized spectra in the first row for each ULIRG. In
the second row, those extracted from the spectra of 0.5–1 kpc (left two panels) and 1–2 kpc (middle two panels) annular regions
are shown. For the LIRG NGC 1614, only those from the spectra of the central .0.5 kpc (left two panels), .1 kpc (middle two
panels), and 0.5–1 kpc annular (right two panels) regions are displayed. The abscissa is optical LSR velocity in km s−1 and the
ordinate is flux density in mJy. The horizontal thin dotted straight line indicates the zero flux level.
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Figure 19. Same as Figure 18, but for the J=3–2 lines of HCN and HCO+. No Gaussian fit is applied when there is no emission
line signature at all, particularly in the 1–2 kpc annular region spectra.
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Figure 20. Same as Figure 18, but for the J=4–3 lines of HCN and HCO+. No Gaussian fit is applied when there is no emission
line signature at all, particularly in the 1–2 kpc annular region spectra.
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D. CS J=7–6 LINE

The CS J=7–6 (νrest=342.883 GHz) emission line was serendipitously detected in all ULIRGs for which HCN and

HCO+ J=4–3 observations were made. Figure 21 shows the integrated intensity (moment 0) maps of CS J=7–6

created from the original-beam-sized data (Table 3; column 4). Figure 22 displays the 0.5 kpc beam-sized spectra

that include the CS J=7–6 line. Table 10 summarizes the best fit Gaussian parameters for the CS J=7–6 emission
line detected in the 0.5 kpc beam-sized spectra. Figure 23 overplots the best fit Gaussian on the observed CS J=7–6

emission line in the 0.5 kpc beam-sized spectra. The CS J=7–6 emission line was not detected in the LIRG NGC 1614

(Imanishi & Nakanishi 2013a).

Figure 21. Integrated intensity (moment 0) map of the CS J=7–6 line created from the original-beam-sized data (Table 3,
column 4). Continuum emission that was simultaneously obtained (J43) is shown as contours. The contours start from 4σ and
increase by a factor of 2 (i.e., 8σ, 16σ, 32σ, and 64σ) for all ULIRGs. Continuum peak position is shown as a cross. The length
of the vertical black solid bar at the right side of each object corresponds to 1 kpc. Beam size for each moment 0 map is shown
as a white filled circle in the lower-left region.

Figure 22. 0.5 kpc beam-sized spectrum that includes the CS J=7–6 line, taken during the J43 observation. The abscissa
is observed frequency in GHz and the ordinate is flux density in mJy. An upward arrow is placed at the expected observed
frequency of CS J=7–6 for the adopted redshift (Table 1, column 2). The horizontal thin dotted straight line indicates the zero
flux level.
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Table 10. Gaussian Fit of CS J=7–6 Emission Line Extracted from the 0.5 kpc Beam-
sized Spectra

Object Gaussian fit

Velocity Peak FWHM Flux

[km s−1] [mJy] [km s−1] [Jy km s−1]

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

IRAS 00091−0738 35145±10, 35529±15 4.7±0.4, 4.2±0.4 199±23, 358±41 2.3±0.2

IRAS 00188−0856 38403±13, 38620±26 2.7±0.3, 1.8±0.4 157±35, 152±58 0.65±0.15

IRAS 00456−2904 32940±15 2.4±0.3 201±36 0.46±0.10

IRAS 01166−0844 35137±26 2.0±0.2 467±67 0.87±0.16

IRAS 01569−2939 41960±53 1.0±0.2 624±126 0.59±0.15

IRAS 16090−0139 39994±15 4.1±0.3 393±52 1.5±0.2

IRAS 22206−2715 39300±10, 39573±34 3.5±0.8, 2.4±0.4 96±29, 255±59 0.88±0.20

IRAS 22491−1808 23292±12 10±1 464±27 4.6±0.3

IRAS 12112+0305 21636±16, 21970±14 6.7±1.0, 8.1±1.8 195±42, 131±31 2.4±0.5

Note— Col.(1): Object name. Cols.(2)–(5): Gaussian fit of the CS J=7–6 emission line detected in the 0.5 kpc beam-sized spectrum. Col.(2):

Optical LSR velocity (vopt) of emission line peak in km s−1. Col.(3): Peak flux in mJy. Col.(4): Observed FWHM in km s−1. Col.(5): Gaussian-fit

velocity-integrated flux in Jy km s−1. When fitting results of two Gaussian components are adopted, fluxes of the two components are added.
Only Gaussian fitting error (statistical uncertainty) is considered.

Figure 23. Adopted Gaussian fit (solid curved line) of the CS J=7–6 emission line in the 0.5 kpc beam-sized spectra for
sources with significant detection (all ULIRGs except IRAS 03250+1606). The abscissa is optical LSR velocity in km s−1 and
the ordinate is flux density in mJy. The horizontal thin dotted straight line indicates the zero flux level.
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E. HC3N LINE

HC3N J=18–17 (νrest=163.753 GHz) or J=21–20

(νrest=191.040 GHz) emission lines were serendipitously

detected in some ULIRGs during the observations of

HCN and HCO+ J=2–1. Figure 24 shows the integrated
intensity (moment 0) maps of HC3N J=18–17 or J=21–

20 created from the original-beam-sized data (Table 3;

column 2). Figure 25 displays the 0.5 kpc beam-sized

spectra that include the HC3N J=18–17 or J=21–20

line. The best fit Gaussian parameters for these HC3N
emission lines extracted from the 0.5 kpc beam-sized

spectra are summarized in Table 11. In Figure 26, the

best fit Gaussian is overplotted to the observed HC3N

emission line in the 0.5 kpc beam-sized spectra. No
HC3N line was covered in the spectrum of the LIRG

NGC 1614 (Imanishi et al. 2022).

When compared to other dense molecular lines, HC3N

emission can be strong in galaxies with high column

density of obscuring material around energy sources
(Aalto et al. 2007; Lindberg et al. 2011), because HC3N

is strongly emitted in UV-shielded regions at some dis-

tance from the energy sources (Lindberg et al. 2011;

Meier et al. 2011). Lindberg et al. (2011) defined
HC3N-luminous galaxies as sources with HC3N J=10–

9 to HCN J=1–0 flux ratio of >0.15, which constitute

less than one-third of observed galaxies, including those

with much less infrared luminosity than (U)LIRGs. The

rest frequency (νrest) of HC3N J=20–19 and HCN J=2–1
that we observed is approximately twice that of HC3N

J=10–9 and HCN J=1–0, respectively. If emission is

thermalized and optically thick, where flux in units of

Jy km s−1 increases with νrest
2, then the HC3N J=20–19

to HCN J=2–1 flux ratios are expected to be comparable

to the HC3N J=10–9 to HCN J=1–0 flux ratios. How-

ever, the upper excitation energy level for HC3N J=20–

19 (Eu ∼ 92 K) is significantly higher than those of HCN

J=2–1 (Eu ∼ 13 K), HC3N J=10–9 (24 K), and HCN
J=1–0 (4 K). If only HC3N J=20–19 is significantly sub-

thermally excited than other three lines, then the HC3N

J=20–19 to HCN J=2–1 flux ratio can be smaller than

the HC3N J=10–9 to HCN J=1–0 flux ratio. In this
sense, a source is safely classified as a HC3N-luminous

galaxy, if the HC3N J=20–19 to HCN J=2–1 flux ratio is

larger than 0.15. IRAS 00091−0738 corresponds to this

case (Table 11, column 7). The strong self-absorption

of HCO+ and HCN lines at J=2–1, J=3–2, and J=4–
3, detected in IRAS 00091−0738 (Figure 2), suggests

the presence of large column density of obscuring mate-

rial at the foreground side of a background 0.85–2 mm

continuum emitting energy source. The bright HC3N
emission observed in IRAS 00091−0738 can come from

highly shielded regions.

For the remaining ULIRGs, the observed HC3N J=20–

19 to HCN J=2–1 flux ratios are comparable, within un-

certainty, to the threshold of the HC3N-luminous galax-

ies (= 0.15) (Lindberg et al. 2011). However, since the
HC3N J=10–9 to HCN J=1–0 flux ratio is expected to

be higher than or equal to the HC3N J=20–19 to HCN

J=2–1 flux ratio, it is quite possible that other ULIRGs

in Table 11 are categorized as the HC3N-luminous galax-

ies as well. Because ULIRGs’ nuclei are usually highly
obscured by gas and dust, strong HC3N emission can

naturally arise from UV-shielded regions within the nu-

clei.

Figure 24. Integrated intensity (moment 0) map of the
HC3N J=18–17 (for all ULIRGs but IRAS 22491−1808)
or J=21–20 line (for IRAS 22491−1808), created from the
original-beam-sized data (Table 3, column 2). Only ULIRGs
with significant HC3N line detection are shown. Simultane-
ously obtained continuum emission (J21) is displayed as con-
tours. The contours start from 4σ and increase by a factor
of 2 (i.e., 8σ, 16σ, 32σ, and 64σ) for all sources. Continuum
peak position is shown as a cross. The length of the vertical
black solid bar for each object corresponds to 1 kpc. Beam
size for each moment 0 map is shown as a white filled circle
in the lower-left region.
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Table 11. Gaussian Fit of HC3N Emission Lines Extracted from the 0.5 kpc Beam-sized Spectra

Object Line Gaussian fit
HC3N

HCNJ=2−1

Velocity Peak FWHM Flux

[km s−1] [mJy] [km s−1] [Jy km s−1]

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

IRAS 00091−0738 HC3N J=18–17 35335±10 2.6±0.1 469±22 1.2±0.1 0.55±0.04

IRAS 00188−0856 HC3N J=18–17 38426±12, 38607±24 0.97±0.17, 0.68±0.16 117±21, 128±63 0.19±0.05 0.13±0.04

IRAS 00456−2904 HC3N J=18–17 32913±18 0.76±0.15 231±60 0.17±0.056 0.13±0.04

IRAS 16090−0139 HC3N J=18–17 40072±69 0.57±0.11 753±148 0.41±0.11 0.17±0.05

IRAS 22206−2715 HC3N J=18–17 39437±71 0.40±0.10 455±179 0.17±0.08 (<3σ) 0.14±0.06

IRAS 22491−1808 HC3N J=21–20 23300±20 2.3±0.4 287±40 0.64±0.14 0.13±0.03

Note— Col.(1): Object name. Col.(1): Line. HC3N J=18–17 or J=21–20. Cols.(3)–(6): Gaussian fit of the HC3N emission line in the 0.5 kpc

beam-sized spectrum. Col.(3): Optical LSR velocity (vopt) of emission line peak in km s−1. Col.(4): Peak flux in mJy. Col.(5): Observed FWHM

in km s−1. Col.(6): Gaussian-fit velocity-integrated flux in Jy km s−1. When fitting results of two Gaussian components are adopted, fluxes of
the two components are added. Only Gaussian fitting error (statistical uncertainty) is considered. Col.(7): Flux ratio of HC3N J=18–17 to HCN

J=2–1 or HC3N J=21–20 to HCN J=2–1, calculated in units of Jy km s−1.

Figure 25. 0.5 kpc beam-sized spectrum that includes the HC3N J=18–17 or J=21–20 line, taken during the J21 observation.
The abscissa is observed frequency in GHz and the ordinate is flux density in mJy. The HC3N J=18–17 line (νrest=163.753
GHz) is covered in all ULIRGs, except IRAS 22491−1808 for which the HC3N J=21–20 line (νrest=191.040 GHz) is included.
A downward arrow is shown for the HC3N lines at the expected observed frequency of the adopted redshift (Table 1, column
2). The mark “(?)” is added when detection is unclear. The horizontal thin dotted straight line indicates the zero flux level.

Figure 26. Adopted Gaussian fit (solid curved line) of the HC3N J=21–20 (for IRAS 22491−1808) or J=18–17 (for other
ULIRGs with significant detection) emission line extracted from the 0.5 kpc beam-sized spectrum. The abscissa is optical LSR
velocity in km s−1 and the ordinate is flux density in mJy. The horizontal thin dotted straight line indicates the zero flux level.
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F. MOLECULAR LINE FLUX RATIOS

The (1) HCN-to-HCO+ flux ratios at J=2–1, J=3–

2, and J=4–3, and (2) high-J to low-J flux ratios of

HCN and HCO+, measured in the .0.5 kpc, .1 kpc, .2

kpc, 0.5–1 kpc, and 1–2 kpc spectra, are summarized in

Tables 12 and 13, respectively.

Table 12. Emission Line Flux Ratio between Different Molecules

Object Region HCN

HCO+
HCN J=4−3
CS J=7−6

J=2–1 J=3–2 J=4–3

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

IRAS 00091−0738 .0.5 kpc 1.3±0.2 1.9±0.7 1.4±0.4 2.1±0.3

.1 kpc 1.1±0.2 1.8±0.8 a 1.3±0.3 —

.2 kpc 0.99±0.28 1.6±0.4 0.89±0.37 a —

0.5–1 kpc 0.61±0.24 1.5±0.6 a — —

1–2 kpc — 0.81±0.39 a — —

IRAS 00188−0856 .0.5 kpc 1.8±0.1 1.8±0.1 1.9±0.4 5.5±1.3

.1 kpc 1.6±0.1 1.7±0.1 2.1±0.6 —

.2 kpc 1.6±0.2 1.7±0.2 2.6±0.7 —

0.5–1 kpc 1.4±0.2 1.6±0.2 2.6±1.0 —

1–2 kpc 1.3±0.5 2.0±0.6 — —

IRAS 00456−2904 .0.5 kpc 1.5±0.1 1.8±0.2 1.6±0.2 7.7±1.7

.1 kpc 1.4±0.1 1.6±0.2 1.7±0.2 —

.2 kpc 1.4±0.1 1.3±0.2 1.7±0.4 —

0.5–1 kpc 1.3±0.2 1.2±0.2 1.8±0.8 a —

1–2 kpc 1.2±0.3 0.66±0.28 a — —

IRAS 01166−0844 .0.5 kpc 1.8±0.2 1.3±0.2 1.5±0.2 3.2±0.6

.1 kpc 1.7±0.2 1.4±0.3 1.4±0.3 —

.2 kpc 1.4±0.3 1.7±0.6 1.4±0.6 —

0.5–1 kpc 1.1±0.5 a 1.4±0.6 a — —

1–2 kpc — — — —

IRAS 01569−2939 .0.5 kpc 1.0±0.2 0.85±0.17 0.92±0.11 3.9±1.1

.1 kpc 0.91±0.16 0.76±0.19 0.94±0.16 —

.2 kpc 0.96±0.14 0.78±0.13 0.89±0.24 —

0.5–1 kpc 0.71±0.26 0.67±0.15 1.1±0.3 —

1–2 kpc 1.1±0.6 a 0.76±0.39 a 0.71±0.49 a —

IRAS 03250+1606 .0.5 kpc 1.4±0.3 1.4±0.4 1.2±0.4 >7.6

.1 kpc 1.1±0.2 1.2±0.4 1.2±0.5 —

.2 kpc 0.86±0.19 1.0±0.2 1.1±0.5 a —

0.5–1 kpc 0.88±0.29 0.89±0.34 1.3±0.5 —

1–2 kpc — 0.82±0.44 a — —

IRAS 10378+1108 .0.5 kpc 1.1±0.2 1.1±0.1 — —

.1 kpc 0.95±0.11 1.1±0.1 — —

.2 kpc 0.87±0.14 1.0±0.1 — —

0.5–1 kpc 0.77±0.19 0.96±0.13 — —

1–2 kpc 0.69±0.25 1.1±0.3 — —

IRAS 16090−0139 .0.5 kpc 1.3±0.1 1.2±0.1 1.4±0.1 5.5±0.9

.1 kpc 1.2±0.1 1.1±0.1 1.3±0.1 —

.2 kpc 1.1±0.1 0.91±0.09 1.3±0.1 —

0.5–1 kpc 1.1±0.1 0.89±0.10 1.2±0.1 —

1–2 kpc 0.89±0.16 0.68±0.15 1.2±0.3 —

IRAS 22206−2715 .0.5 kpc 1.5±0.2 1.3±0.1 1.3±0.2 3.2±0.8

.1 kpc 1.5±0.1 1.4±0.1 1.4±0.2 —

.2 kpc 1.8±0.3 1.5±0.2 1.2±0.3 —

0.5–1 kpc 1.4±0.3 1.6±0.4 1.8±0.7 —

Table 12 continued
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Table 12 (continued)

Object Region HCN

HCO+
HCN J=4−3
CS J=7−6

J=2–1 J=3–2 J=4–3

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

1–2 kpc 2.5±1.3 a 2.4±1.4 a 0.69±0.52 a —

IRAS 22491−1808 .0.5 kpc 1.5±0.1 1.4±0.1 1.5±0.1 2.7±0.2

.1 kpc 1.4±0.1 1.4±0.1 1.2±0.1 —

.2 kpc 1.4±0.2 1.4±0.2 0.91±0.21 —

0.5–1 kpc 1.2±0.3 1.3±0.4 0.80±0.23 —

1–2 kpc — — — —

IRAS 12112+0305 .0.5 kpc — — 1.7±0.3 4.9±1.1

.1 kpc — — 1.6±0.3 —

.2 kpc — — 1.5±0.5 —

0.5–1 kpc — — 1.9±1.4 a —

1–2 kpc — — — —

NGC 1614 .0.5 kpc 0.60±0.04 0.44±0.08 0.31±0.05 >2.4

.1 kpc 0.56±0.04 0.38±0.07 0.31±0.05 —

0.5–1 kpc 0.51±0.05 0.29±0.14 a 0.38±0.12 —

aS/N < 2.5σ.

Note—Col.(1): Object name. Col.(2): Region. Central .0.5 kpc, .1 kpc, .2 kpc, 0.5–1 kpc

annular, and 1–2 kpc annular regions. Cols.(3)–(5): Ratio of HCN-to-HCO+ flux calculated in

units of Jy km s−1. Col.(3): J=2–1. Col.(4): J=3–2. Col.(5): J=4–3. Col.(6): Ratio of HCN J=4–

3 to CS J=7–6 flux measured within the central .0.5 kpc region in units of Jy km s−1. In Cols.(3)–
(6), only Gaussian fit statistical uncertainty is considered, because we compare simultaneously
taken lines. No value is shown when the resulting uncertainty of the ratio is too large to obtain
meaningful information.

Table 13. High-J to Low-J Flux Ratio of HCN and HCO+

Object Region HCN HCO+

J=3−2
J=2−1

J=4−3
J=2−1

J=3−2
J=2−1

J=4−3
J=2−1

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

IRAS 00091−0738 .0.5 kpc 1.9±0.4 2.3±0.2 1.3±0.5 2.1±0.7

.1 kpc 2.3±0.5 2.6±0.4 1.4±0.5 2.3±0.6

.2 kpc 2.4±0.6 2.6±0.8 1.5±0.4 2.9±1.2 a

IRAS 00188−0856 .0.5 kpc 1.6±0.1 2.4±0.1 1.7±0.1 2.3±0.5

.1 kpc 1.8±0.1 2.3±0.4 1.7±0.2 1.8±0.4

.2 kpc 1.9±0.1 2.6±0.3 1.7±0.2 1.6±0.4

0.5–1 kpc 2.1±0.2 2.3±0.5 1.9±0.3 1.2±0.4

IRAS 00456−2904 .0.5 kpc 2.1±0.1 2.6±0.2 1.7±0.2 2.5±0.3

.1 kpc 2.1±0.1 2.5±0.2 1.9±0.2 2.1±0.3

.2 kpc 1.9±0.2 2.3±0.2 2.0±0.3 1.8±0.4

0.5–1 kpc 2.0±0.3 2.0±0.6 2.1±0.4 1.4±0.5

IRAS 01166−0844 .0.5 kpc 1.6±0.2 2.4±0.2 2.2±0.3 2.8±0.4

.1 kpc 2.1±0.4 2.2±0.3 2.6±0.4 2.6±0.5

.2 kpc 2.3±0.7 1.9±0.5 1.9±0.6 1.8±0.7

IRAS 01569−2939 .0.5 kpc 1.8±0.3 2.3±0.3 2.1±0.5 2.5±0.5

.1 kpc 2.1±0.6 2.4±0.4 2.5±0.3 2.3±0.4

.2 kpc 2.1±0.4 2.1±0.5 2.6±0.4 2.3±0.5

Table 13 continued
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Table 13 (continued)

Object Region HCN HCO+

J=3−2
J=2−1

J=4−3
J=2−1

J=3−2
J=2−1

J=4−3
J=2−1

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

0.5–1 kpc 3.6±1.3 3.0±1.0 3.9±0.9 2.0±0.7

IRAS 03250+1606 .0.5 kpc 1.9±0.3 1.8±0.4 1.9±0.6 2.1±0.7

.1 kpc 1.9±0.4 1.9±0.6 1.9±0.5 1.8±0.5

.2 kpc 2.1±0.4 1.9±0.5 1.8±0.4 1.5±0.7 a

0.5–1 kpc 1.8±0.6 2.2±0.6 1.8±0.7 1.5±0.6 a

IRAS 10378+1108 .0.5 kpc 3.0±0.3 — 3.0±0.4 —

.1 kpc 2.7±0.2 — 2.5±0.3 —

.2 kpc 2.3±0.3 — 1.9±0.3 —

0.5–1 kpc 2.4±0.5 — 1.9±0.4 —

1–2 kpc 1.6±0.5 — 1.0±0.4 —

IRAS 16090−0139 .0.5 kpc 1.7±0.1 3.5±0.2 1.8±0.2 3.1±0.2

.1 kpc 1.7±0.1 3.2±0.1 1.9±0.2 2.8±0.2

.2 kpc 1.8±0.1 2.9±0.2 2.1±0.2 2.4±0.2

0.5–1 kpc 1.8±0.2 2.7±0.2 2.2±0.2 2.5±0.2

1–2 kpc 1.9±0.4 2.1±0.5 2.4±0.5 1.6±0.4

IRAS 22206−2715 .0.5 kpc 1.6±0.1 2.2±0.2 1.8±0.2 2.6±0.3

.1 kpc 1.7±0.1 2.2±0.2 1.8±0.2 2.3±0.3

.2 kpc 1.7±0.2 2.1±0.3 2.0±0.4 3.3±0.9

0.5–1 kpc 1.9±0.3 2.2±0.5 1.7±0.5 1.8±0.7

IRAS 22491−1808 .0.5 kpc 1.9±0.1 2.6±0.1 2.0±0.1 2.6±0.2

.1 kpc 1.8±0.1 2.7±0.2 1.8±0.2 3.2±0.4

.2 kpc 1.9±0.2 2.4±0.4 1.8±0.3 3.5±0.8

0.5–1 kpc 1.4±0.3 3.0±0.7 1.3±0.4 4.4±1.2

NGC 1614 .0.5 kpc 0.79±0.13 0.80±0.13 1.1±0.1 1.5±0.1

.1 kpc 0.62±0.12 0.63±0.08 0.92±0.08 1.1±0.1

0.5–1 kpc 0.44±0.21 a 0.57±0.14 0.78±0.11 0.77±0.15

aS/N < 2.5σ.

Note—Col.(1): Object name. Col.(2): Region. Cols.(3)–(6): Ratio of flux measured in units of

Jy km s−1. Col.(3): J=3–2 to J=2–1 for HCN. Col.(4): J=4–3 to J=2–1 for HCN. Col.(5):

J=3–2 to J=2–1 for HCO+. Col.(6): J=4–3 to J=2–1 for HCO+. In Cols.(3)–(6), only
Gaussian fit statistical uncertainty is considered.
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G. COMPARISON OF OBSERVED HCN-TO-HCO+ FLUX RATIOS WITH RADEX NON-LTE MODELING

FOR DIFFERENT PARAMETERS

Figure 27 compares the observed HCN-to-HCO+ flux ratios of (U)LIRGs’ central .0.5 kpc regions with RADEX

non-LTE model calculations, by assuming significantly different value of HCN-to-HCO+ abundance ratio or HCO+

column density from that adopted in Figure 9 in §5.2. Our argument that the overall distribution of the observed HCN-
to-HCO+ flux ratios is better explained with an enhanced HCN-to-HCO+ abundance ratio rather than a comparable

ratio, does not change.
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Figure 27. Same as Figure 9, but (a) HCN-to-HCO+ abundance ratio of [HCN]/[HCO+] = 1 and 7, (b) HCO+ column
density of NHCO+ = 1 × 1015 cm−2 (a factor of 10 smaller than that adopted in Figure 9), and (c) NHCO+ = 3 × 1016 cm−2 (a
factor of 3 larger). Red filled circles are the observed HCN-to-HCO+ flux ratios of the same (U)LIRGs as plotted in Figure 9.
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H. DERIVED MOLECULAR GAS DENSITY AND TEMPERATURE IN THE CENTRAL .1 KPC AND .2

KPC REGIONS

Figures 28 and 29 display our fitting results for molecular gas density and temperature based on the emission line flux

ratios extracted from the 1 kpc and 2 kpc beam-sized spectra, respectively, using the Levenberg-Marquardt method.

Table 14 summarizes these results. For (U)LIRGs for which we adopt the second fitting results (i.e., flux scaling on)
for the 0.5 kpc beam-sized data (Figure 10), we do for the 1 kpc and 2 kpc beam-sized data as well, for consistent

comparison of molecular gas properties among different regions of each (U)LIRG. We provide these fitting results for

the 1–2 kpc beam-sized data because Imanishi et al. (2023) apply the same fitting to different nearby ULIRGs observed

with comparable 1–2 kpc beam sizes. The presence of dense (&105 cm−3) and warm (&300 K) molecular gas in all

the observed ULIRGs’ nuclei in this paper is confirmed with the 1–2 kpc beam sizes, as previously seen for different
nearby ULIRGs (Imanishi et al. 2023). The derived molecular gas density (∼104 cm−3) and temperature (∼100 K)

in the only one LIRG NGC 1614 (Figure 28h) are substantially smaller than those of the observed ULIRGs in this

paper (Figure 28a–g), which also conforms to the result reported by Imanishi et al. (2023) for NGC 1614 and different

nearby ULIRGs.

Table 14. Summary of the Best Fit Values for the 1 kpc and 2 kpc
Beam-sized Data

Object Region Scaling log nH2 log Tkin Reduced

[cm−3] [K] χ
2

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

IRAS 00188−0856 <1 kpc on 4.8+0.2
−0.2 2.7+∞

−0.3 0.93

<2 kpc on 5.0+0.2
−0.2 2.7+0.4

−0.1 3.1

IRAS 00456−2904 <1 kpc on 5.2+0.1
−0.2 2.7+0.3

−0.1 3.1

<2 kpc on 5.0+0.2
−0.2 2.7+∞

−0.2 1.2

IRAS 01166−0844 <1 kpc off 5.6+0.3
−0.4 2.5+∞

−0.5 1.4

<2 kpc off 5.1+0.6
−0.5 2.7+∞

−0.7 0.64

IRAS 01569−2939 <1 kpc off 5.4+0.3
−0.2 2.7+∞

−0.5 2.3

<2 kpc off 5.5+∞

−0.4 2.5+∞

−0.8 1.9

IRAS 03250+1606 <1 kpc off 5.0+0.5
−0.4 2.7+∞

−0.7 0.53

<2 kpc off 5.0+0.4
−0.4 2.7+∞

−0.5 1.2

IRAS 22206−2715 <1 kpc off 5.2+0.2
−0.2 2.7+∞

−0.2 0.41

<2 kpc off 5.3+∞

−0.2 3.0+∞

−1.2 0.21

IRAS 22491−1808 <1 kpc on 5.4+0.1
−0.2 2.7+0.6

−0.2 0.77

<2 kpc on 5.3+0.4
−0.3 2.7+∞

−0.5 0.50

NGC 1614 <1 kpc on 4.0+0.3
−0.4 2.0+0.1

−0.1 0.48

Note— Col.(1): Object name. Col.(2): Region. Col.(3): Scaling on or
off. Col.(4): Decimal logarithm of H2 gas density in units of cm−3.
Col.(5): Decimal logarithm of gas kinetic temperature in units of K.
Col.(6): Reduced χ

2 value. The HCO+ column density, HCN-to-HCO+

abundance ratio, and molecular line width are fixed at NHCO+ = 1 ×

1016 cm−2, [HCN]/[HCO+] = 3, and ∆v = 500 km s−1, respectively.
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Figure 28. Fitting results for the high-J to low-J emission line flux ratios of HCN and HCO+ derived from the 1 kpc
beam-sized spectra, displayed in the same way as Figure 10. The result of IRAS 16090−0139 is shown in Figure 11d.
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Figure 29. Same as Figure 28, but for the 2 kpc beam-sized spectra. The result of IRAS 16090−0139 is shown in Figure 11e.
The LIRG NGC 1614 is not shown, for the same reason as explained in Figure 2 caption.
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