arXiv:2512.05213v1 [astro-ph.GA] 4 Dec 2025

MNRAS 000, 1-18 (2025) Preprint 8 December 2025 Compiled using MNRAS IATEX style file v3.3

GA-NIFS: A smouldering disk galaxy undergoing ordered rotation at
z=4.26
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ABSTRACT

Rotating galaxies with relaxed gaseous disks have been discovered across cosmic time, from the local Universe to high redshift
(z > 4). But few such sources have been confirmed at z > 4, making them a precious sample to examine what conditions
result in such ordered kinematics in an early, more chaotic Universe. One of the best examples of this sample is the galaxy
DLAO0817gl (z = 4.2603), which shows remarkably clear rotation in ALMA [C11] data. We present recent JWST/NIRSpec
IFU data (R ~ 2700) of DLA0817g1, which we combine with archival ALMA [C11] observations to place constraints on its
ISM conditions and morpho-kinematics. From a combination of line ratios, we find a high gas-phase metallicity (~ 0.7 Z),
high fraction of obscured star formation, low ionisation (compared to other high-redshift galaxies observed with JWST), and
no significant evidence for AGN (based on the WHAN diagnostic). Dynamical modelling with 3PBarolo reveal nearly identical
rotation in Ha and [C 11], but with a higher velocity dispersion in the former. Using our metallicity estimate and previous CO and
[C 1] detections, we derive a new estimate of the molecular gas mass, relieving a previous strain in the mass budget. Altogether,
we suggest that this is a ‘smouldering’ galaxy, where past star formation resulted in significant chemical enrichment (i.e., Zg,s
and Mgy, ), but the current activity is low (i.e., lower ionisation parameter and electron temperature). These new observations
have opened a window into questions regarding the interplay of gas, metallicity, star formation, and kinematics in a prototypical
early disk galaxy.
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1 INTRODUCTION & de Vaucouleurs 1962; Takase 1967; Casertano 1983). Each study
resulted in a ‘rotation curve’, or a radial profile of rotational velocity

The study of rotating galaxies is a historic field, with observations (usually taken along the kinematic major axis).

dating back more than a century. Following the detection of rotation

in the Andromeda Galaxy (e.g., Slipher 1914; Pease 1918), it was A major step forward came with the work of Rubin et al. (1980),
soon found that our Galaxy is also rotating (e.g., Lindblad 1927; Oort who found that the rotation curves of their observed galaxies did not
1927). Similar observations of nearby galaxies showed that they fea- rise and fall with radius, as expected from the observed baryonic
ture rotation as well (e.g., Mayall & Aller 1942; Burbidge & Burbidge matter distribution. Instead, the curves rose quickly and then were
1959; Burbidge et al. 1960; de Vaucouleurs 1961; de Vaucouleurs either flat or rose slowly, implying the presence of an additional,

unobserved mass component (i.e., non-baryonic or dark matter). By
observing the baryonic mass distribution of galaxies (i.e., gas, dust,
* E-mail: gj283 @cam.ac.uk stars), calculating the total dynamical mass from the observed kine-
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matics, and subtracting the two, the dark matter component of a
galaxy may be found (e.g., van Albada et al. 1985; Begeman et al.
1991; Sofue & Rubin 2001; Forster Schreiber et al. 2009; Wuyts
et al. 2016; Fraternali et al. 2021).

Large samples of galaxy rotation curves for sources beyond the
local Universe have now been measured using the He line, including
the programs ‘Assessing the Mass-Abundance redshift Evolution’
(AMAZE; 3.0 < z < 5.2; Maiolino et al. 2008), ‘Lyman-break
galaxies Stellar populations and Dynamics’ (LSD; 2.4 < z < 3.4;
Mannucci et al. 2009), ‘Spectroscopic Imaging survey in the Near-
infrared with SINFONI" (SINS; 1 < z < 3; Forster Schreiber et al.
2009), ‘The KMOS Redshift One Spectroscopic Survey’ (KROSS;
z ~ 1; Stott et al. 2016; Tiley et al. 2016), and KMOS® (0.6 <z <
2.7; Wisnioski et al. 2019) .

Historically, the kinematics of galaxies at higher redshift (z > 3)
have been studied using far-infrared lines (e.g., CO, [C 1] 158um;
hereafter [C 11]) rather than rest-optical lines due to instrumental re-
strictions and atmospheric effects. Large surveys of [C 11] emission
include ‘Tracing Rotation with Ionized Carbon in Early Primeval
Systems’ (TRICEPS; 4 < z < 5; Lelli et al in prep), ‘The Ata-
cama Large Millimeter Array (ALMA) Large Program to INvesti-
gate [C 1] at Early times’ (ALPINE; 4 < z < 6; Le Fevre et al. 2020)
with the follow-up program ‘[Cu] Resolved ISM in Star-forming
Galaxies with ALMA’ (CRISTAL; Herrera-Camus et al. 2025),
and the ‘Reionization Era Bright Emission Line Survey’ (REBELS;
6.6 < z < 8.6; Bouwens et al. 2022).

While rest-frame optical and far-infrared (FIR) lines are both
strong indicators of the underlying kinematics of a galaxy (i.e., ro-
tation, merging, in-/outflows), their different emission conditions
mean that they trace different phases of the interstellar medium
(ISM). For example, since the ionisation potential of ionised car-
bon (11.3eV; e.g., Accurso et al. 2017) is lower than that of neutral
hydrogen (13.6 eV), [C 1] may emanate from the cold or warm neutral
medium, warm and dense molecular gas, or warm ionised medium
(e.g., Wolfire et al. 2003; Pineda et al. 2013). On the other hand,
doubly ionised oxygen has a higher ionisation potential (35.1¢eV;
e.g., Ramos Padilla et al. 2023), meaning that [O 11]JA5007 traces
hot ionised gas. This can also be seen in temperature-density plots
of cosmological simulations (e.g., Schimek et al. 2024; Choustikov
et al. 2025), where [O m1]45007 and [O111]88 um only come from
warmer gas, while [C 11] emanates from warm and cold gas, and CO
originates from colder gas.

Due to their different excitation mechanisms, observations have
found that ionised gas features a higher velocity dispersion than
colder gas (e.g., Cortese et al. 2017; Ubler et al. 2019; Girard
et al. 2021; Rizzo et al. 2024; Fujimoto et al. 2025). Parlanti et al.
(2024) found a higher ionised velocity dispersion in the centre of
ALESS73.1, but ascribe this to feedback from an active galactic nu-
cleus (AGN). On the other hand, some galaxies have found molecular
and ionised velocity dispersions that are comparable (e.g., Genzel
et al. 2013; Ubler et al. 2018; Molina et al. 2019b; Arribas et al.
2024). While rotation curves of both tracers are similar, some galax-
ies show higher rotation velocities in the colder phase (e.g., Davis
etal. 2013; Levy et al. 2018). Simulations have shown that molecular
tracers (e.g., [C]) likely probe the gaseous disk of galaxies while
ionised tracers (e.g., Ha) include contributions from extra-planar
ionised gas that increase the observed dispersion (e.g., Kohandel
et al. 2024). Additional observations of both the ionised and molecu-
lar gas kinematics of rotating disk galaxies are required to determine
how the rotational velocity and velocity dispersion of each evolve
with cosmic time - informing models of feedback from AGN and star
formation, mass evolution, and galaxy formation.
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Observations with the Integral Field Unit (IFU) of the
JWST/NIRSpec instrument (Boker et al. 2022; Jakobsen et al. 2022)
have enabled detailed characterisation of galaxy morpho-kinematics
and ISM conditions from the local Universe (e.g., Lai et al. 2023;
Bianchin et al. 2024; Perna et al. 2024; Ceci et al. 2025; Taylor et al.
2025; Ulivi et al. 2025) to the first ~ 500 Myr of cosmic time (e.g.,
Maiolino et al. 2024; Scholtz et al. 2024; Marconcini et al. 2024; Xu
et al. 2024). The high spatial resolution of this instrument opens a
clear window into the kinematics of each source. In fact, NIRSpec
IFU observations of rest-optical emission lines from some galaxies
that were classified as rotators based on ALMA [C 1] observations
revealed the presence of multiple smaller galaxies (e.g., HZ10, Jones
etal. 2017, 2025b; COS-3018, Smit et al. 2018; Scholtz et al. 2025a;
HZA4, Jones et al. 2021; Parlanti et al. 2025). Other previously clas-
sified rotators were confirmed, but with a combination of strong in-
flows, outflows, and/or an AGN component (e.g., ALESS73.1, Lelli
et al. 2021; Parlanti et al. 2024; BR1202-0725-SMG, Carniani et al.
2013; Zamora et al. 2025; GN20, Hodge et al. 2012; Ubler et al.
2024). In this context, we will discuss JWST/NIRSpec IFU obser-
vations of the galaxy ALMA J081740.85+135138.2 (z = 4.2603;
hereafter DLA0817g1), a well-studied [C 11] rotator.

DLAO0817g1 was detected as the host galaxy of a high metallic-
ity damped Lyman-alpha absorber (DLA) at an angular separation
of ~ 6" from a background quasar (QSO J081740.52+135134.5;
z = 4.398; Rafelski et al. 2012). ALMA observations at ~ 0.8 res-
olution (~ 6.1 kpc) of the [C 1] and rest-frame FIR emission showed
a strong detection with an evident velocity gradient (Jones et al.
2017; Neeleman et al. 2017). Follow-up ALMA [C 11] observations
at higher resolution (~ 0.19”"; ~ 1.3 kpc) confirmed that the galaxy
kinematics are well-modelled by a rotation-dominated disk with a
dynamical mass of log;o(Mayn/Mo) = 10.9t%§ within the central
r ~ 4kpc (as derived using different dynamical models; e.g., Neele-
man et al. 2020; Jones et al. 2021).

Neeleman et al. (2020) found that DLAO817gl features a very
low star formation rate (SF R) based on rest-frame near-UV obser-
vations (HST/WFC3 F160W; SFRyuy = 16 = 3 Mg yr‘l), but a
considerable [C u]-based SFR (SFR[cyj = 420 + 260 Mo yr’l) and
rest-frame FIR-based SFR (SFR60um = 118 +14 Mg yr~ 1. Using a
detection of CO(2-1) with the The Karl G. Jansky Very Large Array
(JVLA), they estimate the molecular gas mass to be comparable to the
previously determined dynamical mass: log,o(Mn, /Mo) = 10.9f%"'2
(assuming rp; = 0.81, aco = 3.0Mg K 'km™! spc’z). Since this
CO(2-1) detection is spatially unresolved, it represents the gas mass
within a radius of ~ 7kpc.

Altogether, this suggests that DLA0817g1 is a gas-rich, rotat-
ing, star-forming galaxy in the early Universe (tg ~ 1.4 Gyr). But
there are several mysteries that still surround this source. Primar-
ily, the dynamical and gas masses are comparable to within 1o,
which leaves little room for stellar mass or a dark matter component
(Mayn = M. + My, + Myuq + Mpym + - -+ ). This suggests that the
conversion factors used to estimate My, can be incorrect, and that
metallicity measurements are required to correctly calibrate the gas
mass measurements (e.g., Madden et al. 2020; Vallini et al. 2025). In
addition, Neeleman et al. (2017) argue that the kinematic properties
of the galaxy derived through [C 11] observations (i.e., viot /0y ~ 3.4,
Toomre Q ~ 1) suggest a relaxed, rotating disk formed through fila-
mentary accretion. But since most of the analysis of this source has
been performed on rest-FIR data, the ISM properties are not well
constrained (e.g., temperature, metallicity, ionization).

In this work, we present new JWST/NIRSpec IFU observations of
DLAO817¢g1, opening a window into the ionised gas kinematics, ISM
conditions, and general nature of this galaxy. In Section 2, we provide



details of our NIRSpec IFU observations and calibration, as well as
those of archival ALMA data that we use for comparison. This is
followed by a resolved and integrated spectral analysis (Section 3),
and an application of PBarolo to our data (Section 4). We discuss
our findings in Section 5 and conclude in Section 6. Throughout, we
assume a concordance cosmology (hg = 0.7, Qy, = 0.3, Q4 = 0.7),
where 1 kpc = 6.8 kpc at the redshift of our source (z = 4.26).

2 OBSERVATIONS AND CALIBRATION
2.1 JWST

The JWST/NIRSpec IFU data studied in this work originate from
the ‘Galaxy Assembly with NIRSpec Integral Field Spectroscopy’
(GA-NIFS') Guaranteed Time Observations (GTO) program
(PIs: R. Maiolino & S. Arribas). DLA0817g1 (08h17m40.8680s
+13°51738.22"") was observed as part of PID 4528 (PI: K. Isaak) for
3.53 hours on 8 December, 2024 with the disperser/filter combina-
tion G395H/F290LP (hereafter R2700, 2.87 um < Agps < 5.14um,
5450 A < Arest S 9770A) using a 6-point medium cycling dither
pattern, the NRSIRS2RAPID readout pattern (Rauscher et al. 2017),
and 88 groups per integration. We note that the quasar associated
with DLA0817g1 (QSO J081740.52+135134) is ~ 6" from our tar-
get (e.g., Neeleman et al. 2017) and is therefore not covered by our
observations.

The raw data from these observations were downloaded from the
MAST archive?. Calibration was performed using a customised ver-
sion of the STScI pipeline (v1.15.1; Bushouse et al. 2024; see Perna
et al. 2023 for more details of customisation) with CRDS context
1303. These customisations account for 1/f noise correction, driz-
zling (Fruchter & Hook 2002), the subtraction of median values
from count rate maps, manually masked cosmic rays and snowballs,
open MSA slits, and outlier rejection (95%, D’Eugenio et al. 2024).
This results in a calibrated data cube with spaxels of 0.05”.

Next, we performed background subtraction using the observed
data cube. Using a conservative mask based on the He emission,
we mask DLAO817g1, and for each spectral channel of the original
data cube we find the mean value of the unmasked values that lie
on the same slicers (in the spatial or cross-dispersion direction) as
DLAO817g1. These are used to generate a background cube, which
is subtracted from the cube. We then mask all spaxels at different
slicers, as they lack a background correction.

Since we wish to compare the JWST/NIRSpec data to ALMA
images, it is important to verify the astrometry of our data. By com-
paring our NIRSpec data to archival NIRCam data (aligned to the
Gaia DR3 reference frame), we find a spatial offset of ~ 0.1”", which
is expected from the JWST pointing uncertainty with no target ac-
quisition (see full details in Appendix A). We correct for this offset,
resulting in a positional uncertainty of ~ 0.01”.

It is important to account for the wavelength-dependent PSF of
our data, as we will compare emission across the full wavelength
range of our data (e.g., [S 111]19532 and [S 11]46731). To do this, we
create a PSF-matched cube by convolving each spectral channel of
our data cube with a custom kernel (see Appendix B for details).
The resulting cube has a uniform PSF that can be approximated by a
Gaussian with FWHM 0.22”.

Previous works (e.g., Ubler et al. 2024) have shown that the ‘ERR’

! https://ga-nifs.github.io/
2 https://mast.stsci.edu/portal/Mashup/Clients/Mast/
Portal.html
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extension of pipeline-calibrated IFU data is useful for characteris-
ing the wavelength-dependent noise behaviour of the data, but is not
necessarily representative of the absolute flux uncertainty. For each
extracted spectrum (i.e., from an aperture or spaxel), the ERR exten-
sion is rescaled such that the average value matches the RMS noise
level of the data.

2.2 ALMA

The [C 11] emission of this source has been observed by two ALMA
projects (PI: M. Neeleman) using band 7 (Mahieu et al. 2012):
2015.1.01564.S (~ 0.8” resolution) and 2017.1.01052.S (~ 0.1”
resolution). The resulting data have been well studied, including
detailed kinematic analyses (see Neeleman et al. 2017, 2020; Jones
etal. 2017,2021; Roman-Oliveira et al. 2023). Here, we re-reduce the
data in order to enable a fair comparison to our novel JWST/NIRSpec
data.

The raw data for 2015.1.01564.S and 2017.1.01052.S were down-
loaded from the ALMA archive?, and were calibrated using the
python scripts provided by ALMA staff in CASA (CASA Team et al.
2022) versions 4.5.1 and 5.1.1, respectively. We explored combining
data from the two projects, but since the latter features both higher
spatial resolution and a longer exposure time, we proceed using only
the 2017.1.01052.S data. This project includes four spectral win-
dows (SPWs): three containing only continuum emission (each with
128 channels of width 15.6250 MHz) and one containing continuum
and [C 1] emission (with 240 channels of width 7.8125 MHz).

An initial continuum map was created using the tclean task of
CASA in multi-frequency synthesis (MFS) mode and natural weight-
ing, excluding the SPW including [C 11] emission. This map was then
cleaned down to 3x the RMS noise level. This resulted in a synthe-
sized beam of 0.24” x 0.16” (PA —50°) and an RMS noise level of
24 pJy/beam.

Next, we subtracted the continuum emission underlying [C 11] us-
ing the CASA task uvcontsub. This fit a first-order polynomial model
to the visibilities of the three continuum SPWs, and subtracted an in-
terpolation of this best-fit model from the SPW containing [C 11]. The
line-only visibilities were then imaged using tclean in ‘cube’ mode
with natural weighting, with channels of 25kms~!. The resulting
cube was cleaned down to 3x the RMS noise level. This resulted in
a similar synthesized beam as the continuum map and an RMS noise
level per channel of 0.4 mJy/beam.

3 SPECTRAL ANALYSIS

Our JWST/NIRSpec IFU observations were designed with the pri-
mary goal of detecting Ha and using this strong line to measure
the morpho-kinematics of the ionised gas in DLA0O817g1. However,
due to the wide spectral range of our R2700 data, we significantly
detect additional emission lines. We perform a spaxel-by-spaxel fit
of the Ha-[N 11]116548, 6584 complex in Section 3.1, a full fit of the
integrated spectrum in Section 3.2, and determine ISM properties in
Section 3.3.

3.1 Spatially resolved analysis

To begin, we extract a spectrum from each spaxel of our data cube
and restrict the wavelength range to only contain emission from

3 https://almascience.eso.org/aq/
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[N 111116548, 6584 and Ha”. In order to characterise the line emis-
sion, we fit each spectrum with a combined model containing con-
tinuum and line emission. The continuum is assumed to be a power
law:

Fa = Feont(Aobs /4 pm) ®ort (1

We assume that each line may be described as a single Gaussian
component, and force the redshift and intrinsic linewidth (in velocity
space; FWH My ) of all three lines to be equal. The line spread func-
tion (LSF®) is accounted for by adding the intrinsic linewidth and
LSF in quadrature. The ratio between [N 11]16548/[N 11]16584 is de-
rived using pPyNEB (Luridiana et al. 2015), and we do not account for
dust attenuation (see Section 3.3.2 for discussion of this assumption).

This model is fit to each spectrum using LMFIT (Newville et al.
2014). An initial fit is run with all parameters free, and the results
are automatically inspected. Lines with insignificant emission (£} <
3 x 0 Fj, where 0 Fj is the reported flux uncertainty) are removed from
the model. If the best-fit FWH My is very small (< 30kms~!), then
the linewidth is set to be identical to the instrumental LSF.

We wish to compare these rest-optical morpho-kinematics to those
of ALMA [C 1] emission. Usually, ALMA moment maps are created
using a non-parametric approach (i.e., the CASA task IMMOMENTS;
e.g., Harikane et al. 2020; Gururajan et al. 2022; Rowland et al.
2024). In order to ensure a fair comparison, we fit the ALMA [C11]
cube in a similar fashion to the NIRSpec IFU data. Specifically, we
fit the spectrum of each spaxel in the continuum-subtracted [C 1]
data cube (see Section 2.2) using a single Gaussian model. Since
we are interested in comparing the morpho-kinematics of [C11] and
He rather than any rest-optical to rest-FIR line ratios, we keep the
ALMA data in its native units.

The resulting line flux maps (Figure 1) show strong emission
from DLAO817gl1 in He, [N11]16584, and [C1]. The distribution
of He and [C11] are similar, but feature a slight spatial offset be-
tween the peak values (rightmost panel). To quantify this, we use
pYSERSIC (Pasha & Miller 2023) to fit the Ha and [C 1] morphol-
ogy of DLAO817g1 while accounting for the different PSF shapes.
The resulting best-fit properties (listed in Table 1) show remarkable
agreement between the two line tracers, with ellipticity (defined as
1 — (b/a)) of ~ 0.3, Sérsic index ~ 0.9, position angle ~ 82°, and
effective radius ~ 2 kpc.

From the pysersic fits, we find that the spatial centroids of the
[Cu] and He distributions are offset by 62 + 18 mas (where the
uncertainty includes both the reported uncertainty in each fit and
the astrometric uncertainties derived in Appendix A), corresponding
to a physical offset of 0.42 + 0.12kpc. But as we will discuss in
Section 4, this apparent offset (and its significance) are likely due to
the assumption of a radially symmetric model and under-predicted
uncertainties.

Based on the best fit to the Ha data, we calculate a half-light
aperture with the same axis ratio and position angle as the Sérsic
profile, but that encloses 50% of the total flux. We then define an
aperture with axes of 1.25x that of the half-light profile (enclosing

4 Detailed spatial analysis of the other lines and the continuum will be per-
formed in other works (e.g., using the JWST/NIRSpec IFU G395M/F290LP
data of PID 5761, PI Neeleman), and here we are primarily interested in the
morpho-kinematics of Ha.

5 We determine the LSF wusing the fiducial resolving
power curves recorded at https://jwst-docs.stsci.edu/
jwst-near-infrared-spectrograph/nirspec-instrumentation/
nirspec-dispersers-and-filters.
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Property Ha [Cu]
Ellipticity ~ 0.29+£0.02  0.26 +£0.04
n 0.9+0.1 0.8 +0.1
PA[°] 82+2 89+ 12
Re "] 0.29£0.01  0.28 +£0.01
R. [kpc] 2.0+0.1 1.9+£0.1

Table 1. Best-fit morphological properties of the He and [C 11] emission, as
derived through pySERsIc fits.

~ 60% of the flux), which is shown in each figure as a white ellipse,
and will be used in the next subsection to extract a total spectrum.

To examine the kinematics of this source, we create maps of vs5®
and wgp = vgo — v10. Since we are using Gaussian profiles, vsg is the
best-fit velocity offset of the line centroid from an assumed redshift
of z = 4.2603, while wgy =~ 1.088x the Gaussian FWHM. The
kinematic maps (Figure 2) show similar behaviour between the two
tracers, which we further explore in Sections 4 and 5.1.

3.2 Integrated spectral analysis

Next, we take a detailed look at the galaxy as a whole by extracting
an integrated spectrum from our data cube using the aperture defined
in the previous subsection (see Figure 3). An aperture loss correction
is derived by calculating the ratio of the best-fit He Sérsic profile
inside the aperture to the total flux (i.e., ~ 1.6x). Both the continuum
(Equation 1) and emission lines (HeI15875, [N 11]116548, 6584, Ha,
[S1]A16716,6731, and [S 111]A19069, 9532) are included in each fit.
First, we explore the possibility that each line can be described by
a single Gaussian profile (‘1G’ in Table 2), where the kinematics of
each line are tied. But since this results in significant residuals in the
fit of He (Figure 3), we instead model each line as a combination
of two Gaussians (2Gyeq and 2Gppe), €ach with its own redshift
and intrinsic (i.e., LSF-corrected) linewidth. We note that while this
approach is a simple approximation of the morpho-kinematics of
the source, the resulting residuals are low, and the model returns a
lower reduced y? than the single-Gaussian model. A full dynamical
analysis of these data are presented in Section 4.

The flux of each line is set to be independent, in order to explore
ISM conditions. Lines are assumed to lie at the same redshift. The
resulting fits to each spectral line are shown in Figure 3, while the
resulting best-fit values are listed in Table 2.

3.3 Resulting ISM properties
3.3.1 Electron density

We may use the density-dependent ratio [S 11]J16716/[S 11]16731 ra-
tio to find the electron density n. through the py~NEB task getTem-
Den. Assuming T, = 1.3 X 10*K (see Section 3.3.2), we estimate
loglo(ne[cm’3]) = 2.5 = 0.4. This value is in agreement with the
expected value at z = 4.2603 from other works (e.g., Isobe et al.
2023; Li et al. 2025a,b). As shown in Table 3, this property is not
significantly affected by dust extinction due to the close spacing of
the [S11]416716, 6731 doublet.

6 We use the notation vy to represent the velocity where N % of the line flux
lies between —co < v < vp.
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Figure 1. Best fit line intensity maps of Ha, [N 11]16584, and [C 1], where values are given per pixel. In the rightmost panel, we instead compare the He (red)
and [C 1] (cyan) emission using contours of [0.25, 0.50, 0.90] x the peak value of each. In each panel, we show a physical scale of 2 kpc. The PSF is represented
as a red circle or ellipse to the southeast (north is up and east is to the left). Our adopted aperture is shown as a white ellipse.
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Figure 2. Best fit v (left column) and wgg (right column) maps for Ha (top
row) and [C11] (lower row). In each panel, we show a physical scale of 2 kpc.
The PSF is represented as a red circle or ellipse to the southeast (north is up
and east is to the left). Our adopted aperture is shown as a white ellipse.

3.3.2 Dust attenuation and electron temperature

It is now common to explore the dust attenuation of high-redshift
galaxies with JWST by measuring multiple strong Balmer emis-
sion lines (e.g., He and HpB) and determine the dust attenu-
ation (parametrised as E(B — V) or Ay) by comparing their
intrinsic and observed flux ratios (assuming a dust attenua-
tion curve; e.g., Calzetti et al. 2000). Since only one Balmer
line falls within our spectral coverage, we explore two avenues
to constrain the dust attenuation. First, we explore a prelimi-

Property Model Value Units
z 1G 4.2606 + 0.0001
2Gpe  4.2579 +0.0003
2Grea  4.2618 £ 0.0002
FWHM, 1G 366 + 6 [kms™']
2Gpiue 182 +25 [kms™1]
2Gyeq 241 +20 [kms™1]
FieL15875 221.05 + 40.20 [10720 erg s~! cm™2]
FINII] 26548 227.84 +29.79 [10720 erg s~ em™2]
FHa 2033.84 + 198.85 [10720 erg s™! em™2]
FNi1a6584 692.29 +29.79 [10720 erg s~ em™2]
Fsi1a6716 337.78 +42.42 [10720 erg s~! cm™2]
Fisiassi 227.21 +42.42 [10720 erg s~ em™2]
F[SIII]/I9O69 187.47 £ 32.77 [10720 erg 57! cm’z]
Fisma9532 558.80 + 32.77 [10720 erg s~ em™2]
Feont 1.46 + 0.03 (1072 erg s~ em™2 A7)
Qopt ~147+0.10  [102ergs!em™2 A7)

Table 2. Best-fit quantities of DLA0817g1, as derived from fits to the in-
tegrated spectrum. For the redshift and intrinsic width of each lines (i.e.,
accounting for the LSF), we list the results for the single Gaussian model
(1G) and the two components of the double Gaussian model (2G4 and
2Gieq)- The line fluxes are the total values from the double Gaussian model.
No dust correction has been applied.

nary constraint on the dust attenuation through the our observed
[N 11]16548/[N 11]46584 and [S m1]A9069/[S 111]19532 ratios (which
are independent of ISM conditions: [N 1r]16548/[N 11]16584 =0.340
and [S 1r]A9069/[S 11]19532 =0.405).

As shown in Figure 4, we explore a range of 0 < E(B - V) < 10,
redden each of the intrinsic line ratios (red line; as derived with
PYNEB), and compare them to our observed line ratios and the asso-
ciated uncertainties (black line and shaded region; see Table 2). Due
to the large fitting uncertainties in each observed ratio, there is no
definite value of E (B — V) that is preferred by our data. The observed
[N 11]16548/[N 11]16584 = 0.33+0.05 is well described by any colour
excess in our explored range (due to the small wavelength separation
of the two lines), while the [S 111]219069/[S m1]19532 = 0.34 + 0.06

MNRAS 000, 1-18 (2025)
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Rest Wavelength [um]
0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9

3.0 3.5 4.0 4.5 5.0
20 Tfennsa7s a 60 | ([N111A16548, 6584, Ha] b 15 {(tsire71s, 6731 c
1 IR 10, 1l

Flux [10-2%erg/s/cm?/A]

3.08 3.10 3.12 3.44 3.46 3.48 3.52 3.54 3.56

[SI111A9069 . d 20 4([S111A9532 e — Data
- Best fit (2G)
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—— Residual (1G)
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uioun

476 4.78 4.80 5.00 5.02 5.04

Observed Wavelength [um]

Figure 3. Results of fitting integrated spectrum of DLA0817g1. The top panel shows a full spectrum (pink line with 1o uncertainty shown as shaded region)
along with the best-fit model (green). Panels a-e are zoomed-in views for each line, showing the individual best-fit Gaussian components (light blue) and the
centroid wavelength of each of the 2-Gaussian fits (red and blue lines above each spectrum). The lower portion of each panel depicts the residual spectra for a
single-Gaussian fit (purple) and out two-Gaussian fit (brown).

Property E(B-V)=0 E(MB-V)=04 Units
log((S2) —0.56 + 0.06 —0.57 £ 0.06 .
log;((S3) -0.44 +0.05 -0.64 +£0.05 -
log((S23) -0.19 £ 0.05 —-0.30 £ 0.05 -
log;0(S32) 0.12+0.05 -0.07 £0.05 -
log;((N2) —-0.47 £ 0.05 —0.47 £0.05 .

log;o(N2S2) 0.09 +0.05 0.10 +0.05 -
log;q (ne[cm™3]) 2.47 £0.43 2.45 +0.40 -
12+log,,(O/H) 8.52 +0.07 8.54 +0.09 -

z 0.68 £0.11 0.70 £ 0.14 [Zo]
SFRus 171 59+5 [Mgyr']
log,o(U) -3.43+0.06 —-3.64 +0.06 -
ajcn)(2) 5.45+0.34 5.38 +0.41 [Mo L3

logio(Mp, (c1r][Mo])  10.25+0.04 10.24 + 0.04 -

Table 3. Derived properties of DLA0817g1, as derived from a spectral fit to the integrated spectrum. For each, we present both the observed value (E(B-V) = 0)
and a value corrected for the estimated dust attenuation (E (B — V) = 0.4), see Section 3.3.2

MNRAS 000, 1-18 (2025)
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Figure 4. Preliminary test to constrain E(B — V) from our observed
[N 11]216548, 6584 and [S 111]219069, 9532 ratios. For each panel, we show
the observed ratio and its 1o uncertainty as a black line and shaded re-
gion, respectively. The dust-reddened intrinsic value of each ratio for a given
E(B - V) is shown as a red dashed line.

appears to argue for E(B — V) < 3. This limit excludes the extreme
case of hot dust-obscured galaxies, which can feature E(B—-V) > 10
(e.g., Assef et al. 2016), but encompasses the range of most JWST-
derived values for z > 4 galaxies (E(B—-V) < 1; e.g., Fujimoto et al.
2025; Jones et al. 2024; Navarro-Carrera et al. 2025; Kiyota et al.
2025).

As an alternative, we collect the fluxes of our detected lines and
the upper limits of our undetected lines’ and use a Bayesian inference
approach (ULTRANEST) to simultaneously constrain 7, and E (B — V)
through comparisons to PYNEB models.

Specifically, we adopt the best-fit n. value from our
[S11]A16716, 6731 ratio (which is not strongly affected by tempera-
ture or dust attenuation), a log-uniform prior of 0.5 < T,/10*K <
2.4, and a uniform prior of 0 < E(B — V) < 5. We use PYNEB to
calculate the expected line ratio Ry given a set of input parameters
X = {ne, Te, E(B — V)}. For each observed line ratio (R; + dR;), the
likelihood is (e.g., Kerrison et al. 2024; Whitler et al. 2025):

_(Rx - Ri)z
26R?

1
Li= exp
V2SR,

For non-detections, we calculate the likelihood given the 30~ upper
limit (< 30R)):

2

3

Ry — 30R;
L; =0.5xerfc

V26R;

The total likelihood for Np detected ratios ([N 11]216548/[N 11]16584,
[S11]A6716/[S 11]A6731, [S 1] 19069/[S 111]19532) and Ny upper lim-
its on ratios (including the detected lines listed in Table 2 and upper
limits on [N 11]A5755, [Sm1]16312, He 116678, He 117065, H119014,
H 119546, and H119229) is then given as:

Np Ny
Liotal = l_[ L 1—[ L_] (@)
i J

Using ULTRANEST With the above priors and likelihood function, we
find best-fit values of T, = (1.2*97) x 10* K and E(B—V) = 0.4*9-
(giving the 16, 50, and 84% percentile locations). When combined
with the posterior distribution shapes (which are peaked in the lowest
explored bin, see Figure C1), this suggests a low dust attenuation and

7 Upper limits on line fluxes are calculated by creating 1000 mock spectra
with the same noise level as the data, adding mock lines (adopting the kine-
matics of the Ha line) with different fluxes, and finding the flux limit where
we recover the line 68% of the time.

GANIFS: JO817 7

Name Ratio
S2 [S1u]A16716,6731/Ha
S3 [S 111]219069, 9532/Ha
S23 ([S1u]A16716, 6731 +[S m1]219069, 9532)/Ha
S32 [S 1111219069, 9532/[S 1] 216716, 6731
N2 [N ]26584/Ha
N2S2 [N 11]26584/[S 11]216716, 6731

Table 4. Definitions of line ratios used in this work (e.g., Sanders et al. 2025).

a cold temperature. Further observations (e.g., HB, O 11413726,3729)
are needed to better constrain these properties. For the rest of this
Section, we present results assuming 7, = 1.2 x 10* K and both the
observed quantities with no dust correction (E(B — V) = 0) and a
dust correction of E(B — V) = 0.4 (see Table 3).

3.3.3 Line ratios and metallicities

Our observed emission lines open a powerful window into the prop-
erties of DLA0O817g1 through the use of line ratio diagnostics. The
gas-phase metallicities are derived by applying the diagnostics of
Sanders et al. (2025) to the line ratios listed in Table 4. Specifically,
we use the chi-squared minimization approach of Curti et al. (2020,
see their equation 1). These results are given in solar units, assuming
a solar metallicity of 12 + log(O/H) = 8.69 (Allende Prieto et al.
2001). We find that ratios with closely spaced lines (e.g., S2, N2) are
not strongly affected by dust attenuation, while > 30 differences are
seen in ratios of distant lines (e.g., S3, S32). Despite this, the best-fit
metallicity (0.7 + 0.2 solar) is similar for both dust correction cases.

3.3.4 Star formation rate

Next, we infer the star formation rate (SFR) using the best-fit dust-
corrected Ha flux. Using pYNEB, we estimate the attenuation-free
ratio of Ha/HpB. Combining this with the calibration of Kennicutt
(1998) yields:

SFRus
(Mo yr~1]

where the factor of Cspr is included to convert from a Salpeter
(1955) IMF to a Chabrier (2003) IMF. Previous works used a range
of Cspr ~ 0.56 — 0.65 (e.g., Panter et al. 2007; Longhetti & Saracco
2009; Dutton et al. 2010; Gonzalez et al. 2010; Béthermin et al. 2012;
Driver et al. 2013; Madau & Dickinson 2014; Caputi et al. 2017;
Figueira et al. 2022; Hsiao et al. 2024b). We briefly note that some
recent investigations of high redshift galaxies (z > 6) with JWST have
instead used conversion factors based on stellar population synthesis
models (Reddy et al. 2018, 2022). These models, which assume a
low metallicity, result in lower factors (e.g., Cspr = 0.27; Saxena
et al. 2023; Curti et al. 2024, Csgr ~ 0.40; Hsiao et al. 2024a). In
this work, we adopt a Chabrier (2003) IMF and Csgr ~ 0.61, as in
another high-redshift JWST work (Hsiao et al. 2024b).

We find SFRy, = 17 + 1 Mg yr~! for the case of no dust cor-
rection, and SFRyq = 59 + 5 Mg yr~! for the case of E(B—-V) =
0.4. The dust-free case is < lo discrepant from the SFRyuy =
16 + 3 Mg yr~! found by Neeleman et al. (2020), while even the
dust-corrected value is smaller than the FIR-based SFRigoum =
118 + 14 My, yr~!. This suggests a considerable fraction of obscured
star formation. While a high SFR|cyj = 420 + 260 M, yr~! value
is reported by Neeleman et al. (2020), the low significance (< 307)
makes it difficult to compare.

47 Csrr FHa Dy \* lergs™'Mg" yr]
[om] Q)

[ergs—tem=2] \ [em 1.26 x 104
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3.3.5 lonisation parameter

We estimate the ionisation parameter U using a relation of Kew-
ley et al. (2019), which is dependent on S32, metallicity, and ISM
pressure (Pism), parametrised as log,q(Pism/kp) (kg is the Boltz-
mann constant). Using our best-fit S32 and metallicity, we find
that the high-pressure (log,,(Pism/kg) = 7) and low pressure
(log,o(Pism/kp) = 5) diagnostics return similar log;,(U) values
(i.e., < 1o discrepant), and adopt the high-pressure case. The S32
values and resulting ionisation parameters (log,,(U) = —3.43 to
—3.64) lie at the weak edge of the distribution of high-redshift values
(e.g., Reddy et al. 2023; Shapley et al. 2025)

3.3.6 WHAN diagram

Due to our spectral setup, we lack the wavelength coverage necessary
to study the placement of DLA0817g1 on several common line ratio
diagnostic diagrams that differentiate between excitation by AGN
and star formation (e.g., BPT Baldwin et al. 1981, VO-87 Veilleux
& Osterbrock 1987, R301 Kewley et al. 2001). However, our high
spectral resolution and strong detections of Ha and [N m]16584 en-
able the use of the equivalent width of He vs. [NII]J/Ha (WHAN;
Cid Fernandes et al. 2010, 2011) diagram.

The WHAN diagram has been applied to other z > 4 galaxies,
including the JWST/NIRSpec IFU observations of GN20 from GA-
NIFS (Ubler et al. 2024). This previous analysis showed that the
majority of the spaxels are classified as strong AGN (or ‘Seyfert-
like’), while some spaxels on the outskirts are instead classified
as likely star-forming. Similarly, D’Eugenio et al. (2025) use this
diagnostic to classify the z = 4.6348 galaxy Ulema as an AGN.

In the top panel of Figure 5, we show the location of each spaxel-
based spectrum in the WHAN diagnostic plot. All of the points for
DLA0817g1 meet the log,(EWhHq [A]) > 0.5 criterion necessary
to rule out classification as a passive or retired galaxy (and could be
higher in the case of significant dust attenuation; see Section 3.3.2),
and nearly all of the spaxels meet the log;,(N2) < —0.4 criterion
for excitation by star formation rather than an AGN (green points).
To investigate the few spaxels that lie in the ‘strong AGN’ regime of
this diagnostic (yellow points), we show the spatial distribution of
spaxel-by-spaxel WHAN classification in the bottom panel of Figure
5. The high-N2 points (shown as black stars) lie in the outskirts of
the galaxy, and are likely affected by a lower-significance [N 11]16584
detection. While this suggests that DLA0817¢g1 is likely excited by
star formation, further observations will enable tests to search for
the presence of an AGN (e.g., the additional diagnostic plots of
Mazzolari et al. 2024, the WHaO diagnostic of Sdnchez et al. 2025)
are required to confirm the presence or absence of an AGN.

4 TILTED RING MODELS
4.1 Overview

Previous studies of the [C11] emission of DLA0O817gl showed ev-
idence for a regular rotating galaxy. Our new JWST/NIRSpec IFU
data allow us to perform a similar analysis of the ionised gas, using
Hea as a kinematic tracer. To do this, we use the tilted ring fitting
code *PBarolo (Di Teodoro & Fraternali 2015) to perform a parallel
analysis of the [Cu] and Ha data cubes. In this way, we can com-
pare the molecular and ionised gas morpho-kinematics in a similar
fashion.

As a tilted ring fitter, PBarolo works by decomposing the mor-
phokinematics of a galaxy into a set of rings with independent prop-
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Figure 5. Results of WHAN diagnostics. The top panel show the distribution
of spaxel values in the log;q (E Wy /AA)-log;o(N2) space, with the demar-
cation lines and classifications of Cid Fernandes et al. (2010) included. The
circles and blue diamond show the values found through a fit to the spaxel-
by-spaxel spectra and the integrated spectrum, respectively. For comparison,
we also show the location of a z = 4.6348 AGN host galaxy studied with
JWST/NIRSpec (red point - Ulema; D’Eugenio et al. 2025). In the bottom
panel, we show the spatial distribution of log;;,(N2) (i.e., the x-axis of the
upper panel), with spaxels that would be classified as ‘strong AGN’ marked
with black stars (and all other coloured spaxels classified as ‘SF’). The PSF
is represented as a red circle to the southeast (north is up and east is to the
left), and we include a physical scale of 2 kpc. Our adopted aperture is shown
as the white ellipse.

erties. This code takes as input the desired ring width, ring height,
and the number of rings desired. The user provides a set of initial
estimates for the morphological (i.e., central position, inclination,
position angle, brightness) and kinematic parameters (i.e., rotational
velocity, velocity dispersion) for each ring. The code then creates
a three-dimensional cube with spatial axes, and populates the cube



with gas particles by sampling from the input parameters from each
ring. This physical model is converted to a observation-like data
cube, with the same geometry as the observed data cube (i.e., right
ascension, declination, and velocity). At this point, the mock data
are convolved with the PSF (or synthesised beam for interferomet-
ric observations) of the observations. The model flux is normalised
by comparison to the observed data cube. This allows the data and
model cubes to be compared on a pixel-by-pixel basis.

4.2 Implementation

Due to its fitting approach, 3PBarolo fits for the geometric and kine-
matic properties of a galaxy simultaneously. Here, we describe the
assumptions that go into our modelling.

First, we assume that the galaxy may be modelled by a thin disk
with a Gaussian vertical mass distribution (scale height 0.01"") with
maximum radius » = 3.5kpc (e.g., Neeleman et al. 2020). The ring
width is calculated by dividing the FWHM of the minor axis of the
PSF (or synthesised beam for ALMA) by 1.5, a conservative middle
ground between the values from high-redshift (> 2; e.g., Shao et al.
2017, Talia et al. 2018; Fan et al. 2019; Jones et al. 2020) and low-
redshift studies (< 1; e.g., Shelest & Lelli 2020; Mancera Pifa et al.
2020; Salak et al. 2020). This results in five 0.10”"-wide rings for the
[C 1] data and four 0.13”"-wide rings for the Ha data.

Because *PBarolo compares the data and model directly, it is vital
to first mask the input data cube, to avoid fitting a model to noise. We
do this by using the 3°Barolo task searcH, which searches each data
cube for emission above some high threshold (which we set to 5x the
RMS noise level of the cube) and creates a mask by expanding these
regions in both the spatial and spectral directions until it encounters
emission lower than a given threshold (which we set to 2x the RMS
noise level). We apply this mask to our data.

Using the channels that were identified as including signal, we
create a moment 0 map (CASA iMmMoMENTS) and fit a 2D Gaussian
to the resulting emission. The best-fit spatial centroid and position
angle are input to *PBarolo as initial estimates. We assume that the
intrinsic galaxy is circular and use the ratio of the best-fit FWHMs
of the semi-major axes (which are PSF-corrected) to estimate the
inclination. The inclination and position angle are allowed to vary
by +20° and +15° from these initial estimates, respectively. More
sophisticated methods of deriving the morphological parameters ex-
ist (e.g.; cANNUBI, Roman-Oliveira et al. 2023), but due to the high
signal to noise of our data, our approach results in precise constraints.

The initial estimate of the systemic redshift is z = 4.2603. We pro-
vide a constant rotational velocity estimate for all rings of 10? kms~!,
and constrain this value to be < 10> kms™!. To estimate the velocity
dispersion, we create a moment 2 map (CASA IMMOMENTS) using
the emission identified through 3PBarolo searcH and measure the
central value. Again, we limit this value to < 10° kms~!. Our model
does not include any radial motion.

We first perform an initial tilted ring model fit by allowing all
parameters for each ring (i.e., rotational velocity, velocity dispersion,
inclination, position angle, systemic velocity) to be free. The resulting
morphological parameters (which will vary from ring to ring) are
then smoothed with a Bezier function, and a second fit is performed
where the morphology of the galaxy is fixed.

Throughout the fitting procedure, we fit both sides of the disk
simultaneously and apply uniform weighting to all azimuthal angles.
The model is normalised on a pixel-by-pixel basis such that the
integrated intensity matches that of the masked cube.
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Property Ha [C]
imorph [0] 46+ 2 46+ 6
iin [°] 51+6 60 +3
PAmorph [0] 87 +2 106 + 10
P Ayiy [°] 113+ 8 109 +9
Viot (Re) [kms™!] 206 + 14 235+ 16
0o(Re) [kms™!] 97+ 12 49 + 11
Viot(Re) /00 (Re)  2.1+0.3  4.8=+1.1
logjo(Mgyn/Mo)  10.9+0.1  10.8+0.1

Table 5. Best-fit morpho-kinematic properties of the Ha and [C 1] emission,
as derived through our *PBarolo fits.

4.3 Results

The results of this second fit are inspected by comparing the data and
model cubes in multiple ways, which we display in Figure 6. First,
we consider the integrated intensity (moment 0; MO0), line-of-sight
velocity (moment 1; M1), and velocity dispersion (moment 2; M2)
maps, which we create using the CASA task IMMOMENTS. Next, we
use the best-fit position angle to define the kinematic major and minor
axes, and extract position-velocity diagrams (PVDs) along both. The
best-fit morphological and kinematic properties are listed in Table 5.

From Figure 6, it is clear that the morphology and kinematics
are similar between the [C11] and Ha data (as already seen in Sec-
tion 3.1), with a strong east-west velocity gradient (M1) and co-
incident peaks of intensity and velocity dispersion (MO and M2,
respectively). The 3PBarolo models fit these data well, with the M1
residuals showing only minor features. One significant difference be-
tween the datasets is the velocity resolution, which can be seen in the
spectrally-resolved major axis PVD of the [C 1] data and the coarser
PVD of the Ha data. While all of the panels in Figure 6 include ob-
servational effects (e.g., synthesised beam or PSF smearing, spectral
and spatial binning), we may also compare the best-fit parameters
directly.

One of the primary ways that we may compare the 3PBarolo fits
is to plot the best-fit curves of rotation velocity, velocity dispersion,
and the ratio of the two. The top left panel of Figure 7 shows a
remarkable agreement between the best-fit rotation curves of the two
datasets, despite the fact that the modelling was done separately (i.e.,
without linked priors). On the other hand, the velocity dispersion
of He is about twice that of [Cu] (central left panel), resulting
in a higher degree of rotational support based on the [Cu] data
(lower left panel). This apparent discrepancy originates from the
different phases probed by the two emission lines: molecular gas for
[Cu] and ionised gas for Ha. Observations and simulations have
demonstrated that while ionised and molecular gas kinematics trace
the same rotation profile, the velocity dispersion of ionised gas is
~ 2 — 3 that of molecular gas (e.g., Fujimoto et al. 2025; Kohandel
et al. 2024; Parlanti et al. 2024; Rizzo et al. 2024; see discussion in
Section 5.1).

From these fits, we find that the best-fit spatial centroids of the
[C1u] and Ha data show no significant offset (18 + 170 mas, where
the uncertainty includes both the reported uncertainty in each fit and
the astrometric uncertainties derived in Appendix A). At face value,
this appears to contradict the ~ 40 spatial offset between the best-fit
centroids from the pysErsic fit of Section 3.1. While the emission is
well approximated by a Sérsic profile, it is clear from Figure 1 and
6 that there are deviations from radial symmetry which complicate
the fit of such a profile. In addition, we perform the pYsERrsic fits on
spatially masked data, resulting in biased uncertainty estimates. Thus,
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Figure 6. Comparison of 3DBarolo fits to the [C 1] (left) and Har (right) data cubes. For each, we present the moment O (first row), moment 1 (second row), and
moment 2 (third row) for the observed data (left column), model (centre column), and the difference between the two (column). The bottom row includes PVDs
extracted from the observed data cube (colours) and model (contours) along the major (lower left) and minor (lower right) axes. The white crosses in the top

row show a scale of 5 kpc x 5Skpc.

while a possible morphological [C11]-Ha offset is visible by eye in
Figure 1 and the pysersic fits report a small offset, our *PBarolo fits
lead us to conclude that the kinematic centres of the [C 1] and Ha
emission are aligned.

As noted in Section 2.2, the [C 11] data for this galaxy have already
been analysed by multiple works. This opens a useful avenue to verify
our approach through comparisons to previous analyses of the same
galaxy that used a variety of dynamical fitting codes, as shown in
the right column of Figure 7. The first (Jones et al. 2017; purple
dotted line) used the rotcur task from the ‘The Groningen Image
Processing SYstem’ package (GIpsy; van der Hulst et al. 1992) to fit
a tilted ring model to the velocity field of the low-resolution [C11]
data (2015.1.01564.S; ~ 0.8” resolution; see Section 2.2). The beam
size was not included in the modelling, resulting in significant beam
smearing, as seen in a steeper profile than later analyses.

On the other hand, Neeleman et al. (2020) and Roman-Oliveira
et al. (2023) used the codes QuseriT and 3PBarolo, respectively.
While both perform a fit to the full data cube (i.e., not only moment
maps) and account for the PSF, *PBarolo uses a model composed
of several rings (see Section 4.1) while QUBEFIT is a parametric
code and fits for the best parameters of a brightness profile (e.g.,
exponential disk) and rotation curve (e.g., linear or arctangent, with
constant velocity dispersion). The different approaches yield similar
rotation curves, but different velocity dispersion profiles. Since we
use 3PBarolo as well, our results are in agreement with those of
Roman-Oliveira et al. (2024).
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5 DISCUSSION
5.1 Rotational support throughout cosmic time

When considering the role of kinematics in galaxy evolution, one
useful observable is the rotational support (quantified by the ratio
of vyot/0y). While it is common to examine the redshift evolution
of this ratio (e.g., Wisnioski et al. 2015; Simons et al. 2016, 2017;
Wisnioski et al. 2019; Gillman et al. 2019; Molina et al. 2019a;
Danhaive et al. 2025; Pascalau et al. 2025), most comparisons either
only consider one phase of the ISM or mix tracers of multiple phases.
But as discussed in Section 1, the different phases of the ISM traced
by various emission lines result in different measurements of this
ratio. Here, we combine the results of our analysis with those from
literature to compare this ratio as derived from tracers of ionised gas
(i.e., Ha, [O11]45007, [O11]88 um) and molecular gas (i.e., CO,
[C)).

5.1.1 Literature analysis

For the ionised gas (left panel of Figure 8), galaxies at z < 4 feature a
wide range of rotational support, including both highly rotation-
dominated with (Viot/0v)ionisea > 10 and dispersion-dominated
sources With (vior/0v)ionised < 1. However, the upper envelope of
these values approximately follows the predicted (vViot/ 07 )ionised €VO-
lution for 9.0 < log,(M./Ms) < 11.0 star-forming galaxies from
Pillepich et al. (2019). A more representative profile is given by
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Figure 7. Comparison of best-fit rotation curves (top panels), velocity dispersion profiles (centre panels), and the ratio of the two (lower panels) for the [C11]
and Hea data studied in this work (left column). In the right column, we compare our [C 11] values for DLA0817g1 to those of previous works that studies the
same galaxy (Jones et al. 2017; Neeleman et al. 2020; Roman-Oliveira et al. 2023). For each panel, we mark the effective radius of the Ha emission (as derived

through a Sérsic fit; Section 3.1) with a dashed vertical line.

the blue curve, which shows the expected (vyot/0y)He evolution of
M, = 10'%3 M, galaxies (Wisnioski et al. 2015), as based on the
Toomre stability criterion (Toomre 1964) and the gas fraction evolu-
tion (Tacconi et al. 2013; Whitaker et al. 2014). Similarly, galaxies
at z > 4 feature a large scatter in rotational support, with the most
rotation-dominated sources comparable to the expected evolution of
Ha-traced kinematics from the serra simulation (Kohandel et al.
2024)3.

For galaxies at z < 5, the molecular gas rotational support follows
the best-fit relation of Rizzo et al. (2024). Higher-redshift sources
are less numerous, but again the most extreme sources lie near the
Kohandel et al. (2024) relation for [C 11].

Our values for DLAO817¢g1 lie near the intersection of models in
each panel, representing that this source exhibits strong rotational
support that is expected from simulations and observations of mul-
tiple ISM phases. Notably, DLA0817gl1 is not the most extreme
z ~ 4 rotator in either phase - exhibiting a lower (viot/0v )ionised
than AGN host galaxies (Parlanti et al. 2024; Ubler et al. 2024) and a
lower (Vrot/ 0y )molecular than dusty SFGs (Roman-Oliveira et al. 2023;
Venkateshwaran et al. 2024; Amvrosiadis et al. 2025). Instead, it is
more similar to a representative rotator, as evidenced by its similarity
to the (Viot/ 0 )ionised Of the sample of Danhaive et al. (2025) and the
(Vrot/Ov)molecular Of the sample of Jones et al. (2021) - both of which
included ‘normal’ (i.e., not starburst, AGN, or quenched) galaxies.

5.1.2 Comment on archival sample

There are several caveats of this presentation of the data that are
required for proper interpretation. First, the archival sample features
large variety in galaxy properties, including stellar mass (e.g., the
sample of Danhaive et al. 2025 spans 8.0 < log,(M./My) < 10.0),
presence of AGN (e.g., Parlanti et al. 2024; Ubler et al. 2024),
origin of data (e.g.; JWST/NIRCam grism, Danhaive et al. 2025;
JWST/NIRSpec MSA, de Graaff et al. 2024; ALMA, Lelli et al.

8 While the (vrot/ 0y) values of Kohandel et al. (2024) feature significant
uncertainties, they are not included here because they are neither reported nor
measurable in their figure.

2021; JWST/NIRSpec IFU, Arribas et al. 2024), and dynamical fit-
ting method (e.g.; pysmaL, Genzel et al. 2017; Ubler et al. 2024;
3DBarolo, Pope et al. 2023; Posses et al. 2023; geko, Danhaive et al.
2025). While a few studies fit the ionised and molecular gas kinemat-
ics in a similar fashion for the same sample (e.g., Parlanti et al. 2023),
different galaxies are presented in the two panels. These differences
allow us to compare a large number of galaxies (e.g., compared to an
analysis only using ALMA [C 11] data and 3®Barolo), but is is crucial
to note that this does not represent a uniform population.

Next, we note that this sample is biased against dispersion-
dominated sources due to the fact that some archival studies only
studied known rotators or only report (vio/0y) for rotators (e.g.,
Jones et al. 2021; Rowland et al. 2024; Ubler et al. 2024; Amvrosiadis
et al. 2025). While a few studies report this ratio for their full sample
(e.g., Turner et al. 2017; Gillman et al. 2019), the values in Fig-
ure 8 represent some of the most rotationally-supported galaxies yet
observed.

While we restrict our analysis to the redshift range that contains
many measurements of molecular gas kinematics (z < 8), we note
that other works have explored the ionised gas kinematics at higher
redshift. These include [O11]A5007 at z = 8.34 (Li et al. 2023),
[O1m1]88 um at z = 9.1 (Tokuoka et al. 2022), C11]A41907, 1910 at
z = 10.6 (Xu et al. 2024), and [O m]88 um at z = 14.18 (Scholtz
et al. 2025b).

5.2 Mass of DLA0817g1
5.2.1 Dynamical mass

Our 3PBarolo analysis allows us to estimate the total dynamical mass
of the system. While some works estimate the dynamical mass of
a rotating disk galaxy using only the observed rotational velocity
(Mayn(r < Re) = Revmt(Re)z/G; e.g., De Breuck et al. 2014; Jones
et al. 2017), this approach is only valid for sources with extremely
high rotational support (i.e., viot/o > 10; Phillips et al. 2025). More
generally, the contribution of support from random motion must be
taken into account - an effect generally labelled as the asymmetric
drift correction. A common approach is to assume that the host
galaxy features an exponential brightness profile (equivalent to a
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Figure 8. Collection of rotational velocity to velocity dispersion ratios, for ionised (left panel) and molecular gas (right panel). In addition to the values of
DLAO0817¢g1 (red points), we include values from literature for ionised gas (Genzel et al. 2017; Turner et al. 2017; Gillman et al. 2019; Girard et al. 2021; Nestor
Shachar et al. 2023; Perna et al. 2023; Arribas et al. 2024; de Graaff et al. 2024; Parlanti et al. 2024; Ubler et al. 2024; Danhaive et al. 2025 Wang et al. 2025) and
molecular gas (Rizzo et al. 2020; Fraternali et al. 2021; Lelli et al. 2021; Rizzo et al. 2021; Jones et al. 2021; Parlanti et al. 2023; Pope et al. 2023; Posses et al.
2023; Rizzo et al. 2023; Roman-Oliveira et al. 2023; Rowland et al. 2024; Venkateshwaran et al. 2024; Amvrosiadis et al. 2025). Some studies present results
from both gas phases (Girard et al. 2021; Parlanti et al. 2023). The black line in the right panel depicts the best-fit (Vrot/ 0y )molecular relation from Rizzo et al.
(2024), with the reported scatter is depicted as a shaded region. The blue curve in the left panel shows the expected (vot/ 07y )i evolution of M, = 10195 My
galaxies (Wisnioski et al. 2015). The observed values are compared to expected ratios from simulations: the orange shaded region in the left panel shows the
Ha ratio from TNGS5O0 for log;o(M./My) =9 — 11 galaxies (Pillepich et al. 2019), while the olive lines at z > 4 in the left and right panels show (vioi/07v)
for log;o(M./M¢g) =9 — 10 galaxies from the SERRA simulations for He and [C 1], respectively (Kohandel et al. 2024).

Sérsic index of ng = 1), resulting in a so-called ‘circular velocity’ of

rot

et al. 2018; Price et al. 2020; Danhaive et al. 2025). This circular
velocity may be used to estimate the total dynamical mass:

Veire = +/VZ, +3.3602 (e.g., Genzel et al. 2017; Forster Schreiber

Reveire (Re)z
G

where the virial coefficient ki is dependent on the geometry of the
galaxy (i.e., ng and intrinsic spheroid axis ratio gg = ¢/a; e.g., Price
et al. 2022).

To apply equation 6 to our data, we use the pysersic fits of the Ha
and [C ] data performed in Section 3.1. The results of Price et al.
(2022) may then be used to calculate ks = 2.1 = 0.3 (assuming a
nearly flat disk of gg = 0.4 +£0.2).

To allow for easier comparison to previous analyses, we approxi-
mate the galaxy as an exponential disk (which is in agreement with
our Sérsic fits), enabling the use of the previously defined circular
velocity. By interpolating the best-fit rotation curves and velocity
dispersion curves (Figure 7), we find a total dynamical mass of
logo(Mayn/Mo) ~ 10.9 for both tracers (Table 5), in agreement
with previous results (e.g., Neeleman et al. 2020)°.

M, dyn = kot (6)

9 We do not discuss the [C 11]-based dynamical mass estimates of Jones et al.
(2017) and Jones et al. (2020) due to a lack of PSF treatment and asymmetric
drift correction, respectively.
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5.2.2 Molecular gas mass

Based on CO(2-1) observations, Neeleman et al. (2020) estimate the
gas mass of DLA0817g1 to be log,o(My,/Mo) = 10.9*)) (assum-
ing r2; = 0.81, aco = 3.0Mg K~ km™! spc’z). However, the nec-
essary factors to convert from Lco(2-1) to My, (i.e., 721, aco) have
been found to vary within galaxies (e.g., Hu et al. 2022; Teng et al.
2022; Anirudh et al. 2025), with aco featuring a strong dependence
on metallicity (e.g., Narayanan et al. 2012; Madden et al. 2020). The
fact that this mass is comparable to the dynamical mass introduces
some doubt as to the applicability of the conversion factors.

While the factor ro; has been observed to feature a significant
variation within a galaxy (e.g., Yajima et al. 2021; Leroy et al. 2022),
the spatially integrated factors usually only vary by a factor of < 2
(e.g., Carilli & Walter 2013; Maeda et al. 2022). Increasing r;; from
0.81 (as assumed by Neeleman et al. 2020) to an extreme value of
unity (appropriate for quasar host galaxies; Carilli & Walter 2013)
results in a < 1o decrease in M, so the assumed r; value is likely
not the source of this high gas mass.

A number of metallicity-dependent formulations of @co have been
measured (e.g., Glover & Mac Low 2011; Schruba et al. 2012; Bolatto
et al. 2013; Genzel et al. 2015; Amorin et al. 2016; Accurso et al.
2017; Tacconi et al. 2018, as collected by Madden et al. 2020), which
yield a large range of aco ~ 3—20Mg K~ km™! spc~2 for Z/Zg ~
0.7. Since a higher aco for a given L, will result in a higher
estimated gas mass, these values would only result in an estimated



gas mass greater than the dynamical mass. On the other hand, the
Narayanan et al. (2012) calibration (which includes a dependence on
the integrated CO luminosity) yields aco ~ 0.5Mg K~ km™! s pc =2
and My, ~ 10'%0 M. So while a high aco may be the culprit behind
the large gas mass estimate, further analysis of this conversion factor
at high redshift is needed.

While [C11] line has historically been used a tracer of SFR (e.g.,
De Looze et al. 2014; Schaerer et al. 2020) and My (e.g., Heintz
et al. 2021), it has seen great recent success as a tracer of My, (e.g.,
Zanella et al. 2018; Dessauges-Zavadsky et al. 2020; Vizgan et al.
2022). To update this estimate of My,, we adopt the metallicity-
dependent L|crj-My, conversion of Vallini et al. (2025). Using
the gas-phase metallicity derived from our data (Table 3) results
in a[ciny = Mgas/Licny = 5.4 Mo /Lo, and logo(Mgas,[c/Mo) =
10.24 + 0.05 (see Table 3; assuming the L|cy; value of Neeleman
et al. 2020). This is ~ 0.6 dex lower than the previously determined
My, ,co and Mgy, leaving space in the mass budget for a stellar
component.

We note that the previous work of Zanella et al. (2018) found a
much higher a[ciij ~ 30 Mo/ Lo, which would result in a ~ 0.8 dex
higher gas mass estimate. However, Rizzo et al. (2021) found that for
a sample of 4 < z < 5 dusty, rotating SFGs (i.e., similar galaxies to
DLAO0817¢g1), a lower conversion factor of a[crrj ~ 5 =20 Mo /Lo
was preferred. Simulations have also found a lower value, in agree-
ment with our estimate (e.g., Gurman et al. 2024; Casavecchia et al.
2025).

5.2.3 Other mass components

With the dynamical and molecular gas masses in hand, we may
explore constraints on other mass components. As explored in Ap-
pendix D, dust likely makes up a small fraction of the mass budget
(log o (Maust/Mo) ~ 8). By subtracting the [C 11]-based molecular
gas mass and dust mass from the dynamical mass, we find a remain-
ing mass of 10!93 A . Here, we explore possible contributions to
this remaining mass from a stellar component or dark matter halo.

From a dynamical analysis, Roman-Oliveira et al. (2024) estimated
a stellar mass for DLA0817¢g1 of log,((M./Mg) = 10.6+0.2, which
is in agreement with our remaining mass. If we combine the FIR-
based SFR (SFRi60um = 118 £ 14 M, yr"; Neeleman et al. 2020)
with our dust corrected Ha-based SFR (SFRy, = 46 + 3Mq yr~!;
Table 3), then this stellar mass would also place DLA0817g1 on
the star forming main sequence (adopting the form of Speagle et al.
2014).

On the other hand, the remaining mass may feature a contribution
from a dark matter halo. We consider a dark matter halo whose mass
density follows an NFW profile (Navarro et al. 1997). The mass
within a given radius takes the form (e.g., de Blok et al. 2008):

r2

T+ /RS2 (r/Rs) @

R
Myrw (< R) = 471'pcrit60‘/0
where pcrir = 3H 2/ 871G is the critical density of the Universe at a
given redshift, Rgs is the characteristic radius of the halo, and ¢, is a
function of the concentration cag9 = Rago/Rs (Ludlow et al. 2013).
Following other works (e.g., Mitsuhashi et al. 2021; Fraternali et al.
2021; Roman-Oliveira et al. 2024; Neeleman et al. 2025), we adopt
c200 = 3.4 (valid for halos of mass ~ 10'0-0-125 po at z ~ 4;
Dutton & Maccio 2014) and Raygp = 100kpc (valid for a halo of
mass ~ 10!2 Mg). This results in an enclosed mass of My (r <
3.5kpc) ~ 10'%7 M. We note that this value is highly dependent on
the assumed scale radius, with Roo9 = 70 kpc yielding an enclosed
mass that is lower by 0.2 dex.
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While a precise estimate of M, will be determined through
HST+JWST/NIRCam spectral energy distribution (SED) fitting in
a future work, we note that the current work supports the existence
of a substantial stellar component, with a possible contribution from
a dark matter halo.

5.3 Nature of DLA0817g1

By combining the results of this work with those of previous analy-
ses, we may consider a more complete picture of DLA0O817gl. The
remarkable agreement of the [C 1] and He morpho-kinematics con-
firms that this is a relaxed rotating disk, with no significant evidence
for ongoing major mergers, outflows, or AGN (from the WHAN di-
agram). It is [C m]-luminous, with a FIR-based SFR that far exceeds
the NUV- or He-based values - suggesting a high fraction of ob-
scured star formation. This is further supported by a preliminary FIR
SED analysis, which shows evidence for a significant dust reservoir.
We also find a relatively high gas-phase metallicity (0.7 + 0.1 solar),
implying a history of chemical enrichment.

It is clear that this source is not undergoing a major starburst
episode, as evidenced by the low ionization parameter and our elec-
tron temperature (although the latter requires additional emission
line detections to be confirmed). Its electron density and degree of
rotational support (as traced by emission lines from the ionised and
molecular ISM) are similar to ‘normal’ (i.e., representative of the
most numerous population of observed sources) galaxies at 7 ~ 4.
Our estimates of the molecular gas mass show that this is not a gas-
dominated source (fgas ~ 1), as previously suggested, but instead
contains a large gas reservoir, with room in the mass budget for a
significant stellar population and a dark matter halo.

From this, we label DLA0817g1 as a ‘smouldering’ disk galaxy
- one that has a history of significant star formation (resulting in
a high metallicity and a dust reservoir that obscures ongoing star
formation), but is not currently highly excited (based on the low U
and T¢). This maturity is noteworthy, as its high redshift means that
it only had < 1.4 Gyr to evolve. Our dynamical analysis implies that
the material in this galaxy has relaxed into a disc, with any signatures
of major disturbances already faded. Further properties (e.g., stellar
mass, star formation history, possible stellar rotation) are deferred to
future analyses

6 CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we present new high spectral resolution (R ~
2700) JWST/NIRSpec IFU observations of the rotating disk galaxy
DLAO0817gl. Combining our data with archival ALMA observa-
tions allows us to explore the multi-phase morphology, kinematics,
and ISM conditions of this z ~ 4 galaxy.

By combining the fluxes of our detected emission lines with the
upper limits of undetected lines and the code pYNEB, we find evidence
for a low electron temperature (7, = (1.24:%';) x 10*K), no strong
evidence for significant dust attenuation (E(B — V) = 0.4’:%2), and
a electron density that is in agreement with the redshift-dependent
correlation of previous works (log;(ne[cm™3]) = 2.5 + 0.4). A
strong-line metallicity calibration yields a high metallicity for this
redshift (0.7 + 0.1 solar), while the S32 ratio is used to predict a
relatively low ionization parameter (log;,(U) ~ —3.5). Despite only
having one observed Balmer transition, we use the WHAN diagnostic
to show that a lack of evidence for the presence of an AGN (but note
that this is not the same as evidence for the lack of an AGN).

MNRAS 000, 1-18 (2025)
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The [Cu] and Ha emission show remarkably similar morpho-
kinematics. Sérsic profile fits to the integrated maps of each result
in best-fit parameters that are in agreements, while both lines show
similar line of sight velocity (moment 1) and velocity dispersion
(moment 2) maps. Through 3PBarolo fits to each data cube, we
demonstrate that while the two tracers exhibit the same rotational
velocity, Ha features a velocity dispersion that is ~ 2x that of [C 11].

We then consider the redshift evolution of rotational support (quan-
tified by vyot/0y) in the ionised and molecular phases of the ISM. In
addition to the results of the *?Barolo fit of DLA0817g1, we compile
a large comparison sample of archival values from observations and
simulations. This shows that not only does the higher (viot/0v)[cm)
agree with previous findings for z ~ 4 galaxies (suggesting that Ho
traces extraplanar gas in addition to the disk), but the observed ratios
for DLA0O817g1 are in agreement with the theoretical and simulated
ratios of disk galaxies - making DLA0817¢g1 a prime laboratory for
studying disks in the early Universe.

We combine our new estimate of the gas-phase metallicity with
metallicity-dependent conversion factors to estimate the molecular
gas mass of DLA0817g1 using the CO(2-1) and [C 11] luminosities.
With these factors, we no longer find the previously reported extreme
My, (which was comparable to the dynamical mass), but instead a
gas mass that is ~ 20% of the dynamical mass. This leaves space in
the mass budget for a sizeable stellar mass (as suggested by previous
mass decomposition analyses) or a dark matter halo.

Finally, we synthesise our findings to explore the nature of
DLAO0817¢gl1, finding that it is a representative galaxy (in terms of
rotational support, electron density, and possibly starburstiness) un-
dergoing ordered rotation (as traced by the molecular and ionised
gas), with signs of past star formation (i.e., high Z, evidence for dust,
low U) and potential for more SF (sizeable molecular gas reservoir).
Future works will explore additional properties (e.g., the stellar mass,
the presence of AGN or a Lya halo).
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tion 7) will be publically available from the MAST archive on 8
December, 2025. The ALMA data studied in this work is available
from the ALMA archive (https://almascience.eso.org/aq/)
under project code 2017.1.01052.
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Figure Al. Astrometric verification of JWST/NIRCam F444W image
(colour) retrieved from MAST archive. The best-fit centroid is shown by
ared circle, while the Gaia DR3 position is shown by a red ‘x’.

APPENDIX A: ASTROMETRIC CORRECTION

Since we wish to compare the resolved morpho-kinematics of Ha
and [Cu] emission, it is necessary to verify the astrometry of
the JWST/NIRSpec IFU data. To do this, we align an archival
JWST/NIRCam image to the Gaia DR3 reference frame (Gaia Col-
laboration et al. 2016, 2021), then align our NIRSpec data to this
frame.

DLAO0817g1 benefits from a wealth of existing archival data from
space-based observatories, including HST WFC3/IR F160W (PID
15410, PI M. Neeleman), JWST/MIRI F770W and NIRCam F150W,
F200W, F277W, F444W (PID 3954, PIF. Lelli), and JWST/NIRSpec
IFU G395M/F290LP (PID 5761, PI M. Neeleman). Detailed SED
fitting of this source will be performed in other works, and we
only use the JWST/NIRCam F444W image to verify the astrome-
try of our NIRSpec IFU data. We download the calibrated (stage
3) JWST/NIRCam F444W image from MAST, as this is the only
archival NIRCam image featuring spectral overlap with our NIR-
Spec data.

To begin, we search the Gaia DR3 catalogue'® for
stars near DLAO817gl. We choose the second closest star
(Gaia DR3 650676554525737216), as the closest (Gaia DR3
650676344069432832) features large proper motion uncertainties.
The position is corrected for proper motion since 2016, resulting in
a shift of 6.2 + 0.1 mas (where the error includes uncertainties in the
proper motion and initial position). The Gaia star is well-detected
in the NIRCam image, so we determine its centroid by fitting a 2D
Gaussian with Lmrrt. The resulting position is offset from the Gaia
position (see Figure A1) by 39.2 + 2.3 mas (where the error is taken
from the uncertainty outputted by LmriT). The NIRCam image is
shifted to the Gaia astrometric frame by adjusting the values in the
image header.

Next, we consider the NIRSpec IFU astrometry. Our R2700 data
cube is convolved with the NIRCam F444W throughput curve (3.9 <

0

10 https://gea.esac.esa.int/archive/
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Figure A2. Application of astrometric correction to NIRSpec IFU data. Each
panel shows the NIRCam F444W data (after alignment to the Gaia reference
frame; red contours) compared to the convolved NIRSpec data (colourmap
and black contours). In the top panel, we show the native NIRSpec data, while
we align the NIRSpec data to the NIRCam data in the lower frame. Contours
are shown at 80%, 90% of the maximum value in each map, and the best-fit
centroid of each map is shown as a coloured cross.

Aobs/pum < 5.1), resulting in a pseudo- photometric map that we may
compare with the NIRCam image. This comparison is not perfect,
however, as the R2700 data feature a spectral gap near the centre of
the F444W filter, resulting in a lower flux. While we will not use
these data for flux calibration verification for this reason, they are
still useful for spatial alignment.

The convolved NIRSpec image is shown in Figure A2 (colourmap
and black contours), compared to the NIRCam data (red contours).
Before spatial alignment, the two maps feature a spatial offset of 95 +
9 mas, which is comparable to the pointing uncertainty of NIRSpec
with no target acquisition (Rigby et al. 2023). We align the NIRSpec
data to the NIRCam reference frame by editing the image header. By
combining all relevant uncertainties (i.e., Gaia star proper motion,
Gaia star position, NIRCam image centroid, and NIRSpec image
centroid) in quadrature, we find a total astrometric uncertainty of
6 mas.
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Figure B1. FWHM of the NIRSpec IFU PSF over the G395H/F270LP wave-
length range, determined from a 2D Gaussian fit to the model PSF of stpsF.

From equation 10.7 of the ALMA technical handbook!!, the posi-
tional uncertainty of ALMA is a function of the resolution and peak
S/N. Using the values of the [C 11] moment O map yields a positional
uncertainty of ~ 14 mas, or ~ 0.3 spaxels in the NIRSpec IFU cube.

APPENDIX B: PSF TREATMENT

While the JWST/NIRSpec IFU allows for high-resolution characteri-
zation of galaxies, it is vital to account for the wavelength-dependent
behaviour of the PSF when comparing emission at different wave-
lengths. As noted by other works (e.g., Jones et al. 2025a), the NIR-
Spec PSF features both a central peak (which may be approximated
by a Gaussian) and extended, low-level wings. In this Appendix, we
use the code stpsF'? to model the PSF of our data.

First, we use sTPSF to create a model data cube of the PSF over the
wavelength range of our data, fit a 2-D Gaussian model to the PSF
at each wavelength, and record the geometric mean of the best fit
FWHM of the major and minor axes (Figure B1). It is clear that the
spatial resolution is degraded at redder wavelengths, with a variation
of ~ 7.5% from the mean (~ 0.2").

To examine this in a different way, the top row of Figure B2
displays the finest PSF (Adgps = 2.87 um, panel a), coarsest PSF
(Aobs = 5.27 um, panel b), and the difference the two (panel c). It
is clear that assuming a constant PSF will result in residuals at all
scales.

In order to ensure a fair comparison across all wavelengths of our
data, we will force a common PSF (PSFs 27,,m) across the data cube.
For each wavelength of the cube, the necessary kernel is derived
using the PHOUTILS task create_matching_kernel (adopting a top hat
window with 8 = 0.315), and we use the astropy task convolve
to perform the convolution. As an example, we show the derived
kernel to transform PSF; g7,,m to PSFs 27,m in panel d. The resulting

I https://almascience.eso.org/documents-and-tools/
cyclel2/alma-technical-handbook
12 https://stpsf.readthedocs.io/en/latest/
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|PSF2.87um — PSFs.27,m|

|IFK % PSF3 87um — PSFs 27um|

|GK * PSF2.87um — PSF5.27,m|

Figure B2. Demonstration of varying PSF size across our data cube, and our
method of forcing a common PSF through custom convolution. The top row
(a-c) shows the finest PSF, coarsest PSF, and the difference between them. The
next two rows show kernels derived to match the two PSFs, using PHOUTILS
create_matching_kernel (‘Full kernel’, or FK; second row) and a Gaussian
approximation of the resulting kernel (‘Gaussian kernel’, or GK; lower row).
For each of these, we show the kernel, (d & g) the result of convolving the
kernel with the finest PSF (e & f), and the residuals (f & 1).

convolved PSF (panel e) is similar to PSFs 27,m, resulting in low
residuals (panel f).

We emphasise that the convolution kernel is non-Gaussian, and
that this method is preferable to a Gaussian convolution. Indeed,
while the core of the convolution kernel is well described by a Gaus-
sian kernel (panel g), if we convolve PSF; g7,m with a Gaussian
kernel, the resulting convolved map lacks the wings of the real PSF
(panel h), resulting in large residuals (panel 7).

APPENDIX C: POSTERIOR DISTRIBUTIONS OF ISM
CONDITIONS

APPENDIX D: FIR SED CONSTRAINTS

DLAO817gl has been observed with ALMA in bands 3 and 4
(2023.1.00976.S; PI J. Prochaska), and in band 7 (2015.1.01564.S,
2017.1.01052.S; PI: M. Neeleman). This allows us to examine the
dust properties of this source through FIR SED modelling. Here, we
perform a preliminary inspection of the available data to gain a rough
estimate of the dust mass in DLA0817g1, and defer a more in-depth
analysis to future works.

First, we download the primary beam-corrected continuum images
for each dataset from the ALMA archive, and measure the flux density
of each in CARTA through 2D Gaussian fits. This results in strong
detections in bands 4 and 7, and non-detections in band 3. Since the
band 3 images feature large synthesized beams (FWHM ~ 2"), we
assume that DLA0817g1 is unresolved and estimate upper limits on
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Figure C1. Posterior distributions and covariance plot for 7. and E(B - V),
as found through the procedure outlined in Section 3.3.

the flux density of 3x the RMS noise level. The resulting SED is
shown in Figure D1.

To analyse this SED, we use a modified blackbody model (see
Jones et al. 2020 for details) with variable dust temperature (Zgyst),
dust emissivity index (Bir), and dust mass (Mgy,s). Due to the low
number of SED points, we do not proceed with a full modelling
analysis at this time. Instead, we fix Tyuse = 40 K (based on the dust
temperature evolution of Jones & Stanway 2023) and Sir = 1.8
(based on the findings of Witstok et al. 2023). Using ULTRANEST
(Buchner 2021), we find that the data are best fit with a dust mass of
log o (Maust/ M) = 7.98 + 0.04 (Figure D1).

While constraints on these properties can be found through a more
detailed analysis (i.e., combination of ALMA data in each band to
produce optimal continuum images, improved flux density measure-
ments, blackbody model fitting), we use our results to demonstrate
that the FIR continuum emission of DLA0O817g1 requires a substan-
tial dust mass, which lies between SFGs (~ 107 Mg;e.g., Sommovigo
et al. 2022) and SMGs (~ 10779 Mg; e.g., Witstok et al. 2023).

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/IATEX file prepared by the author.
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Figure D1. The FIR SED for DLA0817¢gl, including detections in bands 4
and 7 (black points) and non-detections in band 3 (red triangles). The best fit
modified blackbody model (assuming Ty, = 40K, Bir = 1.8) is shown in
black. The frequency range commonly used to measure Lgpr is denoted by
the vertical black dashed lines.
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