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ABSTRACT

Recent X-ray studies of starburst galaxies have found that Charge eXchange (CX) commonly occurs between

the outflowing hot plasma and cold gas, possibly from swept-up clouds. However, the total CX flux and the re-

gions where CX occurs have been poorly understood. We present an analysis of the XMM-Newton observations

of M82, a prototype starburst galaxy, aiming to investigate these key properties of the CX emisssion. We have

used a blind source separation method in the image analysis with the CCD data which identified a component

with the enhanced O-K lines expected from the CX process. Analyzing the RGS spectra from the region identi-

fied by the image analysis, we have detected a high forbidden-to-resonance ratio in the O VII Heα triplet as well

as several emission lines from K-shell transitions of C, N, and O enhanced in the CX process. The CX is less

responsible for the emission line of Ne and Mg and the accurate estimation of the CX contribution is confirmed

to be crucial in measuring chemical abundances. The temperature of the plasma as electron receiver in the CX

process is significantly lower compared to that of the plasma components responsible for most of the X-rays.

From the low temperature and an estimation of the CX emitting volume, we find that the CX primarily occurs

in a limited region at the interface of the plasma and gas whose temperature rapidly decreases due to thermal

conduction.

Keywords: galaxies: individual (M82) – galaxies: starburst – X-rays: galaxies

1. INTRODUCTION

Galaxy-scale outflows in starburst galaxies (Veilleux et al.

2005; Rubin et al. 2014) are responsible for removing ener-

getic and chemically enriched materials from the galaxy, in-

jecting them into the circumgalactic medium (CGM) or even

the intergalactic medium (Werk et al. 2016; Borthakur et al.

2013). Such outflows regulate star formation activity within

galaxies as well as act as the major driver of cosmic chemical

enrichment (Peeples & Shankar 2011; Oppenheimer & Davé

2006). The prevailing picture is that outflows are formed

by hot gas shock-heated by supernovae (SNe) and stellar

winds that entrain dust and cold gas (e.g., Chevalier & Clegg

1985). X-ray emissions from the multi-phase gas have been

widely used as diagnostics tools to investigate their kinematic

and chemical properties (e.g., Tsuru et al. 2007; Lopez et al.

2020).

Corresponding author: Hiromichi Okon

Detection of Charge eXchange (CX) based on recent ob-

servations of nearby starburst galaxies with RGS onboard

XMM-Newton (Ranalli et al. 2008; Liu et al. 2011, 2012),

gave us unique insights to the previous studies on outflows.

CX is an atomic process predicted to occur between an ion-

ized plasma and neutral matter in outflows (Lehnert et al.

1999; Lallement 2004), and selectively enhances several

emission lines such as the forbidden ( f ) and resonance (r)

in the O VII Heα triplet. The measurements of the flux of

the enhanced lines and their ratios allow us to put strong

constraints on key parameters (e.g., bulk and turbulence ve-

locities, and density) to understand complicated gas-phase

physics (e.g., hydrodynamic effects such as shocks and tur-

bulence, thermal conduction, and non-equilibrium emission

processes) that play an important role of the evolution of

outflows (e.g., Strickland & Heckman 2009). Although the

number of results detecting CX emission in X-ray band is

growing, its quantitative flux estimation and the investigation

of the CX geometry have been poorly understood, as dis-

tinguishing thermal X-ray plasma and CX emission remains
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difficult and the CX modeling is complex (e.g., Smith et al.

2014).

M82, the prototype of a starburst galaxy, is where CX

emission was detected for the first time (Ranalli et al. 2008).

Because of its proximity (3.6 Mpc Freedman et al. 1994)

and large inclination angle (i ∼ 80◦; McKeith et al. 1995),

M82 is regarded as the ideal target for observational stud-

ies on outflows. Biconical outflows from the nuclear re-

gion of M82 extend perpendicularly to the galactic disc and

their properties have been widely studied across the elec-

tromagnetic spectrum, tracing atomic H I and molecular gas

(e.g., Walter et al. 2002; Salak et al. 2013), warm-ionized gas

in Hα (e.g., McKeith et al. 1995; Ohyama et al. 2002), hot

plasma emitting X-rays (e.g., Watson et al. 1984; Lopez et al.

2020), and dust in the UV, IR, and submillimeter bands (e.g.,

Origlia et al. 2004; Hoopes et al. 2005). Past observations

of M82 aiming to investigate the nature of X-rays pointed

out the discrepancy between the plasma model and the CCD

spectra in the O VII Heα triplet in both the galactic disk

and outflow regions of M82 (Konami et al. 2011; Lopez et al.

2020).

Here we report on an analysis of XMM-Newton data of

M82, combining the application of a blind source separa-

tion method together with high resolution spectroscopy to pin

down the origin of the CX emission. Throughout this paper,

we adapt 3.6 Mpc as the distance to M82 (Freedman et al.

1994), and the statistical errors are quoted at the 1σ level.

2. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA REDUCTION

M82 has been observed with XMM-Newton many times

between 2003 to 2021. In most of these observations, the

field of view (FoV) of MOS and pn CCDs completely cov-

ers the entirety of M82 including both outflows. We used

MOS and pn data only for the image analysis and identify-

ing spectral characteristics. We reprocessed this data with

the Science Analysis System software (SAS) version 19.1.0

and the Current Calibration Files, following the cookbook

for analysis procedures of extended sources1. We discarded

short time Observation IDs whose MOS1+2 exposure time

after the screening is less than 20 ks. The observations that

meet the criteria are summarized in Table 1. Furthermore,

two datasets (Obs. ID = 0870940101 and 0870940401) ob-

served in the small window mode were not used. We used

RGS data only for spectral analysis. These data were repro-

cessed using the rgsproc task in SAS. We extracted back-

ground light curves and filter out observation periods when

the background count rate is higher than 0.15 cnt s−1.

3. ANALYSIS AND RESULTS

1 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/xmm/esas/cookbook/xmm-esas.html

3.1. Imaging Analysis

Our first purpose is to constrain the spatial distribution of

a component with the enhanced O VII Heα triplet expected

from the CX process (e.g., Lallement 2004). We used a

blind source separation method, the General Morphological

Components Analysis (GMCA) (Bobin et al. 2015), that was

designed specifically for cosmic microwave background re-

construction using Planck data. The method was recently

introduced to an analysis of Chandra data by Picquenot et al.

(2019) and the authors demonstrated that this algorithm

works as a powerful tool to isolate physically meaningful

components in the data, and identify extraction regions of

interest. In the case of M82, the observed X-rays arise from

multi-temperature thermal plasmas (cold:∼ 0.2 keV, medium

hot:∼ 0.5 keV, hot:∼ 0.9 keV, and extreme hot:≤ 6 keV) as

well as nonthermal emission, in addition to the CX emission

we are interested in (e.g., Konami et al. 2011; Lopez et al.

2020). Although the GMCA has no intrinsic knowledge of

these different components, if the CX emission has an identi-

fiable spectral and spatial shape in the data, it should be able

to extract it.

The primary concept of the GMCA method is to take into

account the morphological particularities of distinct com-

ponents by measuring the sparsity level in the wavelet do-

main for each energy slice of a 3-D data cube of the pho-

ton position (x, y) and energy (E). Inputs to the algorithm

are the data cube and the user-defined number N of compo-

nents to extract, and the output is a set of N images asso-

ciated with the spectra. In our analysis, the position (x, y)

and energy (E) information in the cube correspond to the

sky coordinate of each event on band images and the energy

range we define, respectively. We used the data in the en-

ergy range from 0.3 keV to 2.5 keV where all CX-enhanced

lines (e.g., C VI Heγ: 0.459 keV; N VII Lyα: 0.500 keV...

Si XIII Heα f : 1.839 keV) discussed in previous work (e.g.,

Zhang et al. 2014) are covered, and generated 44 band im-

ages with binning= 3 in equal 0.05 keV increments, with

adapt-merge. Subsequently, we merged them together to

build the input data cube. The number N was fixed to 4. For

the case of N ≥ 5, two of the components show similar im-

ages and spectra, which can be interpreted as the overfitting

of the data. On the other hand, for N ≤ 3, the CX compo-

nent of interest and other components cannot be disentangled

well.

Figure 1(a) shows the spectra of the primary extracted

components. The spectrum of Component 1 is characterized

by the soft emission below 1 keV including the O VII Heα

triplet selectively enhanced by the CX process as reported

by previous work (e.g., Ranalli et al. 2008). In the spec-

trum of Component 2, one can see a strong Fe-L complex

and Ne VIII Lyα lines. These characteristics are consistent

with the interpretation that Component 2 mainly represents
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Table 1. Observation log

Target Obs. ID Obs. Date (R.A., Dec.)a Roll angle (deg) Effective Exposure (ks)

MOSb pn RGS

M82 0112290201 2001 May 6 (9h55m49.s99, + 69◦40′45.′′0) 293.0 46.7 18.0 24.7

M82 0206080101 2004 April 23 (9h55m52.s20, + 69◦40′47.′′0) 319.3 115.0 46.1 71.5

M82 ULX 0560590101 2008 October 3 (9h55m50.s19, + 69◦40′47.′′0) 138.3 52.3 28.1 30.9

M82 ULX 0560590201 2009 April 17 (9h55m50.s19, + 69◦40′47.′′0) 315.7 29.1 15.1 21.9

M82 ULX 0560590301 2009 April 29 (9h55m50.s19, + 69◦40′47.′′0) 295.9 33.0 13.4 30.1

M82 X-1 0657802101 2011 September 24 (9h55m49.s91, + 69◦40′44.′′4) 147.2 25.3 6.5 17.4

M82 X-1 0657802301 2011 November 21 (9h55m49.s91, + 69◦40′44.′′4) 100.3 20.8 9.2 18.7

M82 X-2 0870940101 2021 April 16 (9h55m51.s03, + 69◦40′45.′′0) 312.6 41.8 – 27.2

M82 X-2 0870940401 2021 April 16 (9h55m51.s03, + 69◦40′45.′′0) 304.8 60.0 25.1 31.9

aEquinox in J2000.0.

bThe total effective exposure of MOS 1 and MOS 2.

thermal emission from moderately hot plasma (kTe ∼ 0.5–

1.0 keV). The spectrum of Component 3 is described by

a featureless spectral continuum dominant above ∼ 2 keV.

Given the count map as shown in Figure 1(b), Component 3

can be considered to be dominated by a nonthermal emission

from M82 X-1 (Konami et al. 2011). Component 4 consists

of a line-like structure at ∼1.5 keV. The structure arises from

a neutral Al line (1.49 keV) in the instrumental background

(Kuntz & Snowden 2008) whose careful handling is often re-

quired in the analyses of diffuse sources (e.g., Okon et al.

2020, 2021).

3.2. CCD Spectral Characteristics

The spectral interpretations in §3.1 are, however, merely

qualitative. To quantify these interpretations we used

MOS1+2 spectra extracted from representative regions in

Figure 1(d). Regions 1–3 are dominated by GMCA compo-

nents 1–3 based on the fraction map in Figure 1(c), defined

as fi = Ni/
∑

i=1−4 Ni, where Ni is the number of photons in

the count map for the component i in Figure 1(b). We found

that the MOS spectrum from Region 1 exhibit the strong

O VII Heα and O VIII Lyα lines expected from the GMCA

results (Figure 2). We also confirmed that the enhanced Fe-L

complex and Ne IX Lyα from a hot thermal plasma is seen

in spectra from Regions 2 and that a nonthermal continuum

above 2 keV dominates the spectrum from Region 3.

3.3. RGS Spectral Analysis

Unfortunately, CCDs cannot spectrally-resolve the O VII

triplet to detect conclusive evidence of CX via a signifi-

cantly high f/r ratio. We therefore turned to RGS spectra.

Given the deviation of the wavelength of the incident photon

against its off-axis angle2, the difference of the center en-

ergy of the O VII f and r corresponds to the source size of

∼ 4′. We focused on a bright peak with an angular diameter

∼ 2′ enough to resolve the multiplet lines, in the south out-

flow as shown in the map of Component 1 (noted as “Peak”

in Figure 3(a)). We used all data sets in which the RGS

FoVs completely cover the Peak region regardless of the roll

angle (Obs. ID=0112290201, 0206080101, 0560590201,

0560590301, 0870940101, 0870940401). Figure 3(b) shows

the first- and second-order spectra of the Peak region, where

the data from all the observations are integrated to improve

the photon statistics. The f and r line in the RGS data are

clearly resolved and the high f/r ratio is confirmed.

We first measured the line intensity of the O VII Heα f

and r lines, as well as O VIII Lyα since their ratios offer

helpful guides in complex CX modeling. Given the varia-

tion in the roll angle among the datasets, we independently

fitted RGS1+2 first-order spectra in the energy band of 0.55–

0.70 keV with a phenomenological model consisting of a

bremsstrahlung continuum and five Gaussians accounting

for O VII f (0.574 keV), intermediate (0.569 keV), and r

(0.561 keV), O VIII Lyα (0.654 keV), and O VII Lyβ lines

(0.666 keV). The central energy of the Gaussian components

was fixed to the corresponding line energy. The intensity

of the Gaussians and the parameters concerning the contin-

uum were allowed to vary. We convolved RGS response

matrices (RMFs) with the spatial profile of source emission

in the MOS+pn image in the 0.55–0.70 keV band, using

the FTOOL ftrgsrmfsmooth. In the spectral fitting, we

used XSPEC software version 12.11.1 (Arnaud 1996) and

2 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/xmm/esas/cookbook/xmm-esas.html
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Table 2. The intensities of the O and Ne emission.

Obs. ID O f a O r a O Lyα a O f / O r Ne f

0112290201 1.08+0.18
−0.17 0.62+0.17

−0.16 3.12±0.15 1.73+0.64
−0.43 0.63± 0.10

0206080101 0.91±0.09 0.51+0.09
−0.08 3.05±0.10 1.78+0.57

−0.41 0.93± 0.08

0560590201 0.84+0.14
−0.13 0.47+0.12

−0.19 2.52+0.19
−0.13 1.79+0.63

−0.59 0.66± 0.12

0560590301 0.98±0.20 0.54+0.21
−0.18 2.88±0.21 1.81+0.71

−0.42 0.71± 0.10

0870940101 0.83+0.16
−0.15 0.46+0.15

−0.14 2.17±0.13 1.80+0.78
−0.51 0.70± 0.10

0870940401 0.77+0.16
−0.15 0.40+0.15

−0.14 2.45+0.14
−0.13 1.93+0.65

−0.44 0.79± 0.12

Exposure Weighted 0.90±0.14 0.50±0.14 2.77+0.15
−0.14 1.80+0.65

−0.45 0.79± 0.10

a In units of 10−4 photons cm−2 s−1.

the C-statistic (Cash 1979) on unbinned spectra. The re-

sults are summarized in Table 2. Finally, we calculated the

exposure-weighted mean intensity I and the statistical error

σI, stat among the measurements as follows,

I =

∑

i Ii × ti
∑

i ti
, (1)

σI, stat =

√

∑

iσIi, stat
2 × ti

∑

i ti
(2)

where Ii, σIi, stat, and ti are the intensity, statistical error, and

exposure time of the observation i, respectively.

Figure 4(a) compares the measured O VII Heα f/r ra-

tio with theoretically expected curves from plasma and

CX models computed with PyatomDB3 and the AtomDB

CX package4 based on cross sections from the Kronos

database (Mullen et al. 2016, 2017; Cumbee et al. 2018),

respectively. Here, we presented three cases of the CX

process where the collision velocity between the plasma

and gas is 500 km/s, 1000 km/s or 1500 km/s, taking

into account the velocity of outflow plasma estimated with

the Chevalier & Clegg (1985) model ∼1000–2500 km/s

(Strickland & Heckman 2009) and the observed Hα clump

∼600 km/s (Shopbell & Bland-Hawthorn 1998). We found

that the observed f/r ratio requires a large CX contribution

(& 50 %) for the O Heα f if the CX is assumed to occur

between the gas and a hot plasma whose temperature kTe

is ∼ 0.2 keV, ∼ 0.5 keV, or ∼ 0.9 keV reported by previous

work (Konami et al. 2011; Lopez et al. 2020). In Figure 4(b),

we plotted the observed flux of O Lyα overlaid with the ex-

pected flux level assuming that CX is responsible for 50% of

the total flux of O VII Heα f . This comparison requires an

upper limit for kTe,CX ∼ 0.35 keV for the plasma component

receiving electrons via CX, regardless of the collision veloc-

ity. In following spectral analysis, we thus assume that CX

3 https://atomdb.readthedocs.io/en/master/
4 https://github.com/AtomDB/ACX2

occurs between the gas and the coldest plasma component

with kTe ∼ 0.2 keV.

Based on this assumption, we fitted the RGS first- and

second-order spectra. We employed bvapec implemented

in XSPEC to describe the multiple collisional ionization equi-

librium plasma components (hot: kTe,hot ∼ 0.9 keV; medium

hot: kTe,med ∼ 0.5 keV; cold: kTe, cold ∼ 0.2 keV). To model

the CX emission, we used ACX25 where the CX temperature

kTe,CX is linked to electron temperature kTe, cold in the cold

plasma. ACX2 includes any velocity-dependent effects for

the calculation of cross section not included in the previous

ACX model. The collision velocity υcol in ACX2 cannot be

constrained and does not significantly affect the final results,

so we fix υcol at 1000 km/s. We set the (n, l) distribution6

of the exchanged ions to the default value 8, and assumed

the case that one ion repeatedly captures electrons until it be-

comes neutral, which is available in the current CX model.

The electron temperature of the plasma components and the

normalization of the plasma and CX components were al-

lowed to vary. We tied the abundances of C, N, O, Fe, and

Ni among both the components and let them vary. The abun-

dances of metals with line emission not detected were fixed

to 1 solar. For the intrinsic absorption for M82 (NH,M82) and

the galactic absorption (NH,MW) in the direction toward M82,

we used TBabs with solar abundances (Wilms et al. 2000)

and TBvarabs with the metal abundances in Origlia et al.

(2004), respectively. The hydrogen column density NH,M82 of

the former was fixed to 0.4×1021 cm−2 (Dickey & Lockman

1990), whereas that of the latter was left as a free parameter.

In addition to these models, we added a power law to account

for nonthermal emission from M82 X-1. The photon index

Γ was fixed at 0.55 given by Konami et al. (2011) whereas

the normalization was left free. To account for the variation

of the flux profile with energy range, we applied different

5 https://github.com/AtomDB/ACX2
6 https://github.com/AtomDB/ACX2/blob/master/pdf/acx2.pdf
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Table 3. Best-fit model parameters of the spectra of the all observatiion.

Model Function Parameters Obs. ID

0112290201 0206080101 0560590201 0560590301 0870940101 0870940401

TBabs NH,MW (1021 cm−2) = 0.4 (fixed)

TBvarabs NH,M82 (1021 cm−2) 0.8± 0.2 1.78±0.07 0.6± 0.2 1.0± 0.1 0.9± 0.1 1.2± 0.1

VACX2 kTe,CX (keV) = kTe, cold

ZC (Solar) 2.6± 0.5 1.8±0.3 0.8±0.3 2.7±0.5 1.1± 0.3 1.6± 0.5

ZN (Solar) 0.8± 0.2 0.79+0.07
−0.06 0.6±0.2 0.9± 0.1 0.8± 0.1 0.8± 0.1

ZO (Solar) 0.42± 0.06 0.38±0.01 0.34±0.03 0.43± 0.03 0.37± 0.02 0.42± 0.03

ZNe (Solar) 1.1± 0.3 0.99±0.06 1.1± 0.2 1.2± 0.1 1.1± 0.1 1.2± 0.1

ZFe (Solar) 0.40+0.05
−0.06 0.37±0.03 0.26±0.04 0.35+0.04

−0.03 0.28± 0.03 0.31± 0.03

ZNi (Solar) 0.9±0.3 0.9±0.1 0.7±0.3 0.9± 0.2 0.6± 0.3 0.8± 0.3

υcol (km/s) 1000 (fixed)

VEMCX
a (1057 cm−5) 0.5± 0.2 1.5± 0.3 0.6± 0.2 0.7± 0.2 0.6± 0.2 0.7± 0.2

bvapec kTe, cold (keV) 0.22± 0.02 0.21± 0.01 0.22± 0.02 0.20± 0.02 0.20± 0.02 0.22± 0.02

Abundance = Abundances of the ACX component

σcold (km/s) 0 (fixed)

υcold (km/s) 0 (fixed)

VEMcold
b (1061 cm−5) ≤ 0.7 ≤ 0.9 ≤ 0.6 ≤ 06 ≤ 0.5 ≤ 0.5

bvapec kTe,med (keV) 0.44± 0.01 0.419± 0.006 0.44± 0.02 0.45± 0.01 0.44± 0.01 0.41± 0.01

Abundance = Abundances of the ACX component

σmed (km/s) ≤ 558 796+173
−184 581+157

−149 345+63
−61 1183+163

−212 858+179
−176

υmed (km/s) 313+46
−44 320+60

−66 260+118
−106 261+128

−129 1046+138
−168 970+168

−170

VEMmed
b (1061 cm−5) 2.9± 0.5 5.4± 0.4 2.9±0.5 3.8± 0.4 3.30.6

−0.5 3.2± 0.5

bvapec kTe,hot (keV) 0.85± 0.03 0.82± 0.01 0.89±0.03 0.91± 0.02 0.81± 0.03 0.79± 0.03

Abundance = Abundances of the ACX component

σhot (km/s) ≤ 2149 122+23
−41 2061+527

−630 799+258
−267 ≤ 1429 ≤ 891

υhot (km/s) 670+273
−277 −114+92

−95 1004+340
−312 ≤ 900 189+172

−169 99+153
−161

VEMhot
b (1061 cm−5) 2.2± 0.3 4.6± 0.3 3.5±0.5 2.6+0.2

−0.3 2.6+0.4
−0.3 3.1± 0.4

power law Γ 0.55 (fixed)

Normc 0.8± 0.1 1.33± 0.07 0.7±0.1 1.2± 0.1 0.6± 0.1 0.7± 0.1

C-stat / d.o.f. 3986 / 3261 4153 / 3252 2990 / 3252 4093 / 3252 3867 / 3252 3846 / 3252

aThe volume emission measure integrated over the line of sight, i.e.,
∫

ne n(H+He) dV .

bThe volume emission measure integrated over the line of sight, i.e.,
∫

ne nH dV .

c The unit is 10−4 photons / keV / cm2/s at 1 keV

5 RMFs convolved with the five energy band images of 0.45–

0.60 keV, 0.60–0.70 keV, 0.70–0.85 keV, and 0.85–1.25 keV.

We did not use the spectra of the energy band above 1.25 keV

as the significant difference of the profiles of the thermal and

nonthermal emission creates a large uncertainty in the RMFs.

This modeling gives good fits, as shown in Figure 5. The

best-fit parameters are summarized in Table 3.

4. DISCUSSION

4.1. CX contribution

We have applied the GMCA method to the CCD data of

the XMM observations of M82, and for the first time con-

strained the location of the component with enhanced CX

emission in the starburst galaxy. Analyzing the RGS spectra

from the Peak region in the south outflow, we have detected

unusually high O VII Heα f/r ratio as well as clearly re-

solved emission lines selectively enhanced in the CX process

such as C VI Kγ, N VII Lyα, and O VIII Lyα . The high ratio

and the presence of line emission using parts of the RGS we

used have been previously discussed (e.g., Liu et al. 2011;

Zhang et al. 2014). Our results confirm their conclusion and
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Figure 1. Results of the GMCA analysis applied to the M82. (a) Output spectra of the four components. Components 1 (purple), 2 (green),

3 (blue), and 4 (orange) predominantly consist of CX, hot plasma, nontherml emission, and line emission due to detector background, re-

spectively. The input data before the component extraction (red) is given by the sum of the components. Counts maps of (b) the input and

(c-i)-(c-iii) the components. (d-i)-(d-iii) Fraction of each component, defined as fi = Ni/
∑

i=1−4
Ni, where Ni is the number of photons in the

corresponding count map. The regions enclosed by the magenta lines in panel (d) are the three representative regions whose spectra are plotted

in Figure 2. The white circle indicates the Peak region as shown in Figures 3(a).
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indicate that the CX emission accounts for ∼ 50%, ∼ 30%,

∼ 60%, ∼ 40%, and ∼ 30% of the total flux of the C VI Kγ,

N VII Lyα, O VII f , O VII r, and O VIII Lyα lines, respec-

tively.

Some previous work (e.g., Zhang et al. 2014; Lopez et al.

2020) discussed the CX contribution in the Ne VII and Mg IX

triplets in addition to the above line emission. For example,

Zhang et al. (2014) claimed the CX is responsible for more

than 30% of the total flux of Ne VII f although the contribu-

tion in our spectral fits is less than ∼10%. The discrepancy

between these and our results arises from the selection of the

recipient plasma in the CX modeling. Figure 6(a) shows the

Ne f flux directly estimated with RGS data via the manner7

used in Suzuki et al. (2020) and the flux level expected the

CX process as a function of the plasma temperature. In the

flux calculation, we have assumed that 60% of the observed

O VII f line is emitted in the CX process and computed the

flux ratio of Ne IX f / O VII f with the same package in

Sec 3.3 using the abundance ratio ZO/ZNe = 1.1/0.4 from

Table 2. The Ne f flux curve significantly varies with the

plasma temperature since the population of H-like and bare

ions that can emit the Ne f lines after the electron transfer

is sensitive to the plasma temperature (Figure 6(b)). If we

employ kTe,CX ∼ 0.2 keV as demonstrated in Sec 3.3, the CX

contribution for the Ne f is less than ∼10%. On the other

hand, Zhang et al. (2014) assume kTe,CX to be ∼ 0.6 keV,

suggesting the CX contribution is overestimated.

This change in the modeled CX emission implies that the

abundance measurements in the hot plasmas must be up-

dated as well. In Figure 7, we compare the obtained abun-

dance pattern with that given by Zhang et al. (2014) and

7 To measure the Ne f and r flux, we delete the two transition in the

XSPEC model package and perform the spectral fittings with the best-fit

model in Table 3 plus additional Gaussians accounting for the two lines.

Detailed procedures are described in Sec 5 in Suzuki et al. (2020)

Lopez et al. (2020). It is worth pointing out that overall our

abundances tend to be lower except for carbon showing the

opposite trend even if we consider their differences between

observations. The cause of the abundance variations could

be explained by the difference of the source regions due to

the different roll angles and/or the position-to-position fluc-

tuation of the column density, although it is hard to con-

clude it. A collection of Core Collapse (CC) events aris-

ing from star formation would naturally lead to super-solar

abundance ratios of α elements versus Fe (e.g., Nomoto et al.

2006). Although the [Ne/Fe](= log10(ZNe/ZFe)) ∼ 0.51 ra-

tio remains high and consistent with typical nucleosynthe-

sis models, the [O/Fe]∼ 0.07 is much smaller. Given that

Origlia et al. (2004) reported high ratio of α elements in-

cluding O to Fe with the near-infrared observations of stars

and cold gas in the disc, the puzzling [O/Fe] behavior should

be interpreted as the result of significant O depletion rather

than Fe enhancement. Some O might suffer severe dust de-

pletion since CC supernovae produce the large amount of

dust (e.g., Todini & Ferrara 2001). However, in the sce-

nario, other elements are also expected to be depleted (e.g.,

Savage & Sembach 1996; Boogert et al. 2015) so that it is

needed to confirm if the observed abundance pattern can be

explained by the model including dust evolution. An alterna-

tive possibility is the uncertainty due to the modeling (e.g.,

are abundances the same among the three plasma and CX

components? or are kTe,CX and kTe, cold really the same?). In

either case, follow-up observation with micro-calorimeters

onboard future satellites such as XRISM, will offer better un-

derstanding of the chemical property of the starburst galaxy.

4.2. CX geometry

The maps of the three components extracted in the GMCA

analysis and their comparison with the gas distribution pro-

vides an unbiased look at the geometry of the CX component

of the galaxy. Figure 8 shows the location of each compo-

nent overlaid on the Hα image with the Advanced Camera for

Surveys (ACS) onboard the Hubble Space Telescope (HST)

(Mutchler et al. 2007). We find Component 1 with enhanced

CX emission to be spatially coincident with the distribution

of the Hα filaments extending in both north and south sides

of the galactic disk. Numerical (e.g., Cooper et al. 2008)

and hydrodynamical simulations (e.g., Melioli et al. 2013;

Schneider et al. 2020) show that these vast Hα structures are

created by swept-up gas that has been dragged by plasma

outflows. Our results support the idea that the CX process

occurs at the interface between the plasma and gas compo-

nents within outflow; similar conclusions were reached by

Lallement (2004) and Wu et al. (2020) from numerical sim-

ulations.

Another clue to the CX geometry comes from the fraction

of the CX emitting volume VCX with respect to the outflow
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Figure 3. (a) Same as Figure 1(b-i) but we show the location of Peak region (green circle) and RGS spectral extraction regions (cyan) of

OBS. ID = 0112290201 and 0206080101 whose the roll angles are the maximum and minimum, respectively. The green box displays the area

of Figure 7. (b) RGS1+2 first- (black) and second-order (red) spectra where all used data sets are integrated.

volume Vpl. We can estimate VCX to be 3.6× 1056 cm3 (see

Appendix A), while Vpl ∼ 2.1× 1065 cm3 assuming the mor-

phology to be a cylinder with a radius of 1 kpc (= 1′) and

a height of 2 kpc (= 2′). The fraction ∼ 10−9 is signif-

icantly smaller than the typical filling factor of the clouds

within outflow (0.001 − 0.1 : Müller-Sánchez et al. 2013;

Sharp & Bland-Hawthorn 2010), indicating the CX occurs in

an extremely limited region near the interface zone. This in-

terpretation is indirectly supported by the fact that the tem-

perature kTe,CX ∼ 0.2 keV of the plasma acting as an elec-

tron receiver for the CX process is much lower than the

other plasma temperatures (kTe,med ∼ 0.5 keV and kTe,hot ∼

0.9 keV) which account for most of thermal X-rays. Neutral

hydrogen, typically the major electron donor in the CX pro-

cess, is easily ionized so that it cannot deeply penetrate into

the hot plasma (e.g., Wise & Sarazin 1989). The low kTe,CX

can be explained if the CX process mainly occurs in the layer

with plasma temperature rapidly varying due to thermal con-

duction by the gas.

5. CONCLUSIONS

We have performed an analysis of X-ray emission of M82,

a prototype starburst galaxy, obtained with XMM-Newton ob-

servations in order to investigate the CX flux contribution

and its geometry. We have applied a blind source separation

method to the analysis of the CCD data and identified the

spatial distribution of the component wth the enhanced O-K

lines expected from the CX process in the starburst galaxy for

the first time. Based on the image analysis, we have analyzed

the RGS data extracted from the compact peak (∼ 2′) in the

south outflow and detected a high forbidden-to-resonance ra-

tio in the O VII Heα triplet as well as several emission lines

enhanced in the CX process such as C V Kγ, and N VII and

O VIII Lyα. The RGS spectra of all observations are well

fitted with the model that consists of three different plasma

temperatures (∼ 0.2 keV, ∼ 0.5 keV, and ∼ 0.9 keV) and CX

components with an additional nonthermal component. The

CX emission accounts for ∼ 50%, ∼ 30%, ∼ 60%, ∼ 40%,

and ∼ 30% of the total flux of C VI, N VII, O VII f , O VII r,

and O VIII Lyα lines, respectively, although the CX contribu-

tions to the emission lines of Ne and Mg are less than ∼10%.

Including this CX emission component primarily affects the

measured abundance measurement of these light elements in

the thermal plasma components, tending towards lower val-

ues relative to earlier calculations. The temperature of the

plasma as electron receiver in the CX process is significantly

lower than the plasma components that emit most of X-rays.

From the low temperature and an estimation of the CX emit-

ting volume, the CX primarily occurs in a thin region near the
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is the ratio predicted from collisional ionization equilibrium plasma
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blue curves shows the ratios in the CX cases of υcol = 500 km/s,

1000 km/s, and 1500 km/s, respectively. In panel (b), because

three curves completely overlap each other, we only plot the case

of υcol = 1000 km/s. The gray dot line and arrow represent the

constrained upper limit of kTe,CX = 0.35 keV.

interface of the plasma and gas whose temperature rapidly

decreases due to thermal conduction.
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APPENDIX

A. ESTIMATION OF VCX

The CX volume VCX can be estimated from the emission measure of the CX component VEMCX, defined as
∫

nd
(H+He)nr

H dVCX,

where nd
(H+He) and nr

H are the total density of neutral hydrogen and helium of the donor gas and the hydrogen density of the

receiver plasma, respectively. The average VEMCX is estimated to be 0.9× 1057 cm−3 by applying Equation 1 to values in

Table 2. In order to calculate VCX, we need to obtain nd
(H+He) and nr

H. According to Shopbell & Bland-Hawthorn (1998), nd
(H+He)

is ∼ 14 cm−3 under the assumption of solar abundances of H and He. The nr
H is given by the emission measure of the plasma

components EMpl, defined as
∫

nr
H nr

e dVpl cm−3, where nr
e is the electron density of the receiver plasma. Assuming the average

VEMpl = VEMcold +VEMmed +VEMhot = 8.1× 1061 cm−3, we can estimate nr
H to be ∼ 0.018 cm3. Here, we have used the

relation of 1.2nr
H ∼ nr

e. Finally, we obtain VCX to be 3.6× 1057cm3.
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