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It is known that there is a strong correlation between the stellar mass (M) and star formation
rate (SF'R) in galaxies, called the star formation main sequence. Galaxies located above the star
formation main sequence in the SF R— M, plane are particularly active in star formation, and are
called luminous infrared galaxies (LIRGs) or ultra-luminous infrared galaxies (ULIRGs) based
on their infrared emission. One of the causes of active star formation in U/LIRGs is thought to
be the interaction between galaxies, and many U/LIRGs are known to interact with each other.
Studying the relationship between star formation and the molecular gas that is the material for
stars in these actively star-forming galaxies is important for understanding galaxy formation and
evolution.

To understand the physics behind the active star formation of U/LIRGs, we estimated the
molecular gas masses of 42 local U/LIRGs using '2CO (1-0) line data observed by the Nobeyama
45 m radio telescope. These sources (PARADISES galaxies) were selected from the sample
of the PARADISES project, a near-infrared narrow-band imaging survey of the hydrogen Pa«
(1.875 pm) emission lines of local U/LIRGs. The molecular gas mass was estimated to be
1 — 50 x 10° Mg. The molecular gas masses of PARADISES galaxies and those from two
previous studies were examined in relation to molecular gas fraction, star formation efficiency,
and galaxy properties.

In order to investigate the relationship between interactions and star formation activity in
local U/LIRGs, the objects in our sample were classified into four merger phases based on their
morphology. The molecular gas fraction and specific star formation rate slightly increased during
the merging process, suggesting that galaxy mergers contribute to the increase in the molecular
gas fraction.

Moreover, the effect of the presence of AGN on the U/LIRGs star-forming activity was inves-
tigated based on the diagnosis of AGN using the BPT diagram. In PARADISES galaxies, no
differences in molecular gas fraction and star formation efficiency were found between AGN and
PARADISES galaxies. This result indicates that AGN activity does not reduce the molecular

gas ratio and sSFR during phases of explosive star formation, such as U/LIRGs.



BX
................................................... 3
LI Star TOTMATION AN SOAUEIICH * * * * * " *** s+t oot ossoesooseosconnn 3
o AR N—Z FGRIA] ¢+ e oot v e v ot e vt entctenttitttetneeenn 4
i3 P L AN R 1N C DG T ZTTEGT v v v oo v o s vonsensenseneensnn 4
f.4 EfE U/LIRG DJPRE L G RIGE] « * *** oo oeeesasccssseeean 5
.5 7
6 o D I CNRER » * = » o oo s oo s oo s oo e ooeoesnssnsencsnscsns 7
2 I T 9
b1 S T T T 9
IZ] ] IzéBéIzISE}S ZUD“‘:J—_Z tﬂg ............................ 9
R.1.2 PARADISES-NRO > TN L 73/ g ]« vveeeeeeccceeeeeeenns 9
12
13
14
24
24
11 = THERODRRLL] « v » =« + v oo oo s ooessonoassonneesnnnsss 24
BT COTUIIITONITY ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ * * **cctt sttt eeemonnateeeecennnnaeees 24
B13 A N—9 0 T 7 TR ] te et aatostostossossossossossans 25
B14 e b R I R I I 25
B9 PARADISES GBI D5 T AGGTH ¢ ¢ oo oo oo oo s e ennnnaceeeesennnns 25
B3 Merger PaFEIC X DTGRE TR = v v oo e oo oo oo osenoesnnseennses 28
28
28
30
32
k1 FE A HVEFIC £ B SRR DB « o o o o o oo o s s oo s s onsesannens 392
T FIT AT * * ¢ * ¢ * ® ¢ ¢ ¢ o oo ot oo s ot onsosonsssonsssonsssons 33
K19 CE AL C DR T DA C T T A » o v s v veossoosesonneennns 36
2 AGNEENC & 23565 U/LIRGs OEFEBGEHINDFIH + ¢ v vvmvve e 38
5 SED TEEIE * ¢ **** sttt tmossoonnseannseannsennnsennnss 41
5T PROTOIIOTTY (Alal * * = * * * * ** s e oo oo otoeeseennnnaeeeeseennnns 41
Eo B R I R T T T T P 41







1.1 Star formation main sequence

SR BIERIEENE, B OMERLHECDEFIC X > THEATH 2, ZNFE TORMDEEKIE
ENCRES 20550 6. BIEEERPOREE (M,) £ BIEHER (SFR) ORIIFRWHEHBE2ZH 2 2 &
DBRhoTHD, ZORAMRIE Star formation main sequence (£ERFER) LMEIETN TV S (Elbaz
et all 2007; Noeske of all 2007), X 0 I3EEFHICEIT S SDSS $Rm 0D SFR — M, “FHEH_E T
ZRLTED., FROELRD Elbaz of all WEoTUTD XS ITERS N, EETFHTOER
RERFIBEGFRTH %,

SFRars = 8.7 x [M, /1011277 (1)

W DL QB ZOBBRERIICH > THET 2 EZLNTWVWS, BIRMEKRZ 2 L ERTI»S
HAL. red and dead EFHIN 2 BIEMZI1Z L A EITDIRVIRIIO 7V — F~EATT %, AHETHT
. BEERYLBEHREDITH % specific star formation rate (sSFR = SFR/M.) I& ~ 0.1 (Gyr™1)
TEDHEZFD, M, ~ 10" Mg TR ERINOHBESRI-N TV L2, 2R ETERERE
FISRMIAECANIC e D BERED M, ~ 101" Mg 28X 2 TRIBAEIPETH 2, 0o DA
. KEEEMRRICELT 22 E 2 605,

R DL EIT O WTHET 2 701213, SR D BIEEIEEFNICOWTHFHN D Z L BWRLEHEE
TH %,

SFR (Mg yr™1)

M. (Mp)

B 1: SDSS R (0.015 < z < 0.1) ® SFR — M, “FiH L ToD A, kD EMIIEHEFTHICB T 2 star
formation main sequence relation %% L. BHHMIAMRIE 1o DIXH DX 2R T,



1.2 X&Z—/)\—Z B

SFR — M, “FTHi T main sequence & D L2733 5. FHCEERIEBEI 3 TE R L IRANI R & —
N—=Z MR EIHIN S, KREOKEREZEHBICEAB LTV AX— "= MEFATIX, 2
HEE (XA 1) BREBICFIET b, ZOLOREREEDNSDBENILX R MRS, RE oK
A MEIHRZRIMR (MIR) 22 5532 RE (FIR) TO BB CHBH T 5, ZOXIICAX—N—
A RN ARAMER (IR=8 - 1000 pum) THH 2 W7z, FRUFRDIBER I Lir 3 BIEHGEE O FELE
ELTHWHNTWS, Lig > 10" Lo OIANIEICEEIRAFRER] (Lunminous infrared galaxies :
LIRG) , Lig > 10'? Lo, OFRIMIZE EEEIRIMRERI (ultralunminous infrared galaxies : ULIRG)
EIHER TV S,

1.3 EEZRNEAICOVWTODFH RHE

D BIERIEENCONWTE Z 570123, WG EN 20 FHAOBUPERTH 5, B
HAD—FETH 250 FHAIMEEPOEHETH FIREBE LTHEELTBY., HFFADHCEN
WHET 22T, BBEENS, DFHROERTEKEDFTH2, LHArUKIRTH250FHA
T, KED TR TE—X Y M EEEROEDERIEE RS TERWV, TDRH, RIZENE
WCO DERZBHITZ2 I THFHFRAARZRAMD 2 WS HEPISHNATE D, RIMRFT
X, CO DEERT R ILF —HER J =1 — 0 JER (CO(1-0) HEAR) DB ARY MK BN T
W3,

BERDZDIED Ze N TEDZHTHRADE, £ L THTH AR RBICET 28%F0, RO
HEALCEEREZETH B, FINCBI 20 FHRAOBM» S, 5FH 2R oYM E ¥ D
REFND 2T, FFHRARPRADBIERIEERZDMOMWEICE SHEL TWE 022
ZEeMNTES, COLD GASS H— A (Saintonge et all 2011), B X UH > 7L ALK L 7z xCOLD
GASS #—~ A1 (Saintonge et all 2017) Tld, AFHFEFHITHB T 54 R (HL Hy) IO\ TEEMICHSE
INTW3, Mok xCOLD GASS 4> 7V ®dD SFR — M, FHIZB 2 AMHIARINT WS, &
NRAVFEDP L BERBICHNT 31T H A8 8 My, DEIE fu, = My, /M,, 315 ZEE My, DE|
A fu, = My, /M., depletion time (tgep = Mp,/SFR) 73 SFR — M, FH ETED X5 1Z{LT 2
D% R T, Depletion time [ FEEMINE (SFE = SFR/My,) D THH, BIFHICHHTZ
A ADHIED D D L WIRRIOTRAD R W EARE L 75 &I BB 2 BITED R — A THERF T &
2R R 7 — )L % /R$ (Saintonge and Catinella 2022), fi, & taep 1 sSFRICTHRRFELTED,
main sequence & D I &3 2 BIANI T T4 A DEIE 235 < depletion time 23F W & W 5 {EH[A] A3
RoNd, =7 fu, & M, IZH>TRKELZELTEBD, BEHENRKZWIEEFETH R LRV E
MDD %,

BIERPIEFHTH 505D U/LIRGs 1X, 7T H ADFHE & R VIR OMWEICOWTEHL L
AND Z e N TEBINRTH B, i U/LIRGs IZDOWT DT H AWFZEE, M 72 21 G E)
KEEAEMRF O R Bf# S 2 7-DICHETH %,



log SFR [Mg yr™']

. . .
-2 -1 0 1 . -20 -15 -1.0 -05 . 8 10

lgla.,(H)

, Iog fu_ . iog e
’ 9.10 05 100 105 110 115 ’ 00 95 100 105 110 115 ’ 00 95 100 105 110 115
log M. [Mo] log M. [Mg] log M. [Mg]
2: xCOLD GASS %> 7 ® SFR — M. *FFHTD fu, (), fu, FEAW), taep (5) DZAL (Saintonge
Bfall PI17; Saintonge and Catinelld 2022), /N WEALX CO(1-0) LA HH X o 7zb D, a >
F 713 0.02 < 2 < 0.05 1281} % SDSS @é‘ﬁ‘/7}lx’5_’T?‘o HoOWHR & miEZ 121 main sequence
¥ +0.4dex DIFHOEEKRT,

1.4 Ef%E U/LIRG DOZEE X ERRGES

SR DM BN - 22 - &K%, JEF5 U/LIRGs B 2L WEEEIEHORKO 0o &
25N TW5 (Sanders and Mirabel [996), % LIRGs 1Z. &8 L TOWRWERFID & BRD R
BECH 280 £ T, R COHEBEMIBH SN TV (Haan ef all 2011; Pefric et all 2011), 7774+
MCENKREL 25 e, SFRIEH - HEFEHRBRAOHELEL RoTWVWE IR HNT VD
(Hung et all 2014), ULIRG TU&. # 7 EI2HHEIERERN - SRR TH D (Hung et all 2014), &
EHHEATZBRPETBIHIS NS Z 2%, MAGRTEERIERICL S FHEE LT, B2FKT
ZLHNADEPERZ I, DADBRIEHNEN EBZZ 8D 2008EFEZ6NTWVWS, /—<IL
SRICx, MHEERRFOAPE IR LD D SFR & 07+ H RAEERE WD, BIESRIRIEHEE
ERDOFEEZZITIZ W EBIFEI N TV (Panefall 20IR), 72 U/LIRG TH. &ADE
BThHr I REEOHEMA RSN T WS (K8, Carson ef all 2016), HAEHPEKIZE > T, %
AN A R DRI A 41 (Barnes and Hernquist 1996; Mihos and Hernquist 1995), £ ¥
ARG DIEFEILLCBI DEICE N 2 2 E X 5N T W3, —JF Yamashita et al. 2017 T, THs
U/LIRG OHULEBO 77T A A E R, RO 5B TREDHIFN T —ETH 5 &
WO RERPIBR SN T WS, SRAESEPHEERIC X > T FH AR EEBINENE 5 B2
J 30 RS TR,

F 72, SRIEKRIKERIFIHIL D supermassive black hole (SMBH) ICA4 A ZMA ¥ 2 AJREMDL H 5
ZEeBHISERTWS, HAEEHDS I aL—>arhs, WAPHEERZRTEERL, A& —
N—=ZF 7 2—RZAD, ZLTHRADTRAI & » TIEEIRI (AGN) DSk X4, DA 2
PRERIZEND, LWS T F I ABFREN TS (Hopkins et all PO0R),




log(Lig/Lo) > 12 ]
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11.5 < log(L /L) < 12]
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Local Redshifted 0.5-1.0 1.0-1.5
Redshift Bin
3: Visual classification 12 X % U/LIRG OFREDE|E D531 (Hung et all 200d), FRAFRLEIZ X > TR

5 EIZZ0D 3T eNBY, FRRARBICL> TELSLHBRUDDE VIZFT 6N TWS,
N=—DEDEVWHEROBEHERL TV 5,
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4: 3% U/LIRGs DERERCBT 2017 H ZAEIEGDZEA (Larson et al. 2016), FHIK E DAIX S IRELF
TORFHRENEGDFIEE ZDL 5 —TH %, KO LEICHIKIED A X —1F, BEWREFE (Single
galaxy, minor merger, major merger @ stage 1 2> 5 stage 5) I281) 2 KIKDHITH %,



1.5 AGN FHOXE

AGN feedback 12 & 28RN D FH ARG, BER I TV F U TR A=A LTH 5 A[REMED
B3, AGNIEENC X2 =2 v b super-wind I X > THADTHE L7z D HZADBHDBGHTF 53
2T, BRI MHIENZ e EZLNTWVWS, ZOHE. AGN OIEH & RO )T AR
BADHBEND 2 Z e TP EIN S, KB TIREFED ) —<IUIRF[TH % xCOLD GASS %> 7 v
(Saintonge et all 2017) IZ-DW T, BPT diagram (Baldwin et all T981) ETODFH ALLAREINT
W3, KB &b/ —<LRIcB W TIE, BPT diagram T AGN host & 7758 & 41 % SR DKW
DFH A EFEOEAPR SRS, T4, AGN feedback IZ &k o THOFHAMRMH L TWE =28
12 AGN host SRI TR FHRADEL oTWB, LWHAHEMDH 3, Z DFERIEZ. COLD
GASS # > 7L & Swift/BAT H > 7LD AGN host {3, non-AGN $RiAl & LT sSFR 23K
MDD % 2 WS FER%Z /R U /2 Shimizu et all 2015 ¥ — T2 b DTH 5, U/LIRGs Tk, AGN
BENC X 20 FHANDEEIEIZHS TR,

log(O[11T] /HB)

P R ST R SRR TR R |

-1.0 -0.8 -06 -04 -0.2 00 02 04
log(N[I1]/Ha)

5: BPT diagram LCT® xCOLD GASS ¥ ¥ 7L D431 (Samtonge et all 2017), 77 FH A LD KE X2
Ko THaAFEINTVS, BIE CO1-0) BRLHHINRLr>72d D, HOERI
I & % theoretical relation, fffffi3 Kauffmann ef_all 12 & % empirical relation T®H 5,

1.6 AERXDENKRUIEK

AIFFED HHNZ, 65 LIRG, ULIRG OEFRZEFEDLE, EOL5 L TRI > TWwaHH
ffs b2 THb, FZ. U/LIRGs THFH AL BIEHMBERED LS ITRZ2EES O, £ L
T U/LIRGs @ 2EHTEENC B W TIRIMHEEH & AGN EE# D X 5 8252 T0 5 Dh,
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EWVWIRIWCEH Lz ZD7%®, SFR— M, “F[H T main sequence & D _FDTEZIEA < A8 —
T2 —RY Y T ONWT, B 45 m BIHYLRET 1200 (1-0) MBI Z 170, Zhs0%
FHRAEEZRDT,

AL DRI T D@D TH %, HORICTARETHA LT —RIZOWTHIHAT 5, $a
BICTT = XOMFEB IO ZOMRAEZRT, HBaETEBONLERI S, 0 FH R LKA
MHEEH. AGN GBI 2 OBIRICOWTHRT %o WRICH 5 BT, AHFEDOMNERIKIZOWT
SED fitting 21T » 7zf5 R 2R T,

AL THAT 2FHM N7 X —XE, A-CDM € F L %ERE L. Hy = 70 km/s/Mpc,
Qm =03, Q =07 ZERAL TV, YIHIERERE (IMF) |& Chabried 2003 ZRE L TV,



2 F—4%
21 Y7

2.1.1 PARADISES 7O 7 FHIE

PARADISES (Pa-Alpha Resolved Activity and Dynamics of Infrared Selected Extreme Starbursts)
7uY 7 MIFRFREFE 0.03 — 0.16 DRI IBIRGE Y — X4 TH D, Subaru/IRCS B LK
TAO/SWIMS 12 & %7K Paschen-o BEAR OB 6, & A MFRX N8R O 2 RIEE) % 8
5Z¢%HME LTWS, PARADISES 7uy =7 F@H > FLVRIKIE, SDSS hxur/r—xe
70 A% v F L7 AKARI 90 pm RRT— X5, Ls_1000 pm = 10" —10'? Lg, z = 0.027 — 0.161
TH2HDIEINTZ,

2.1.2 PARADISES-NRO B> FILtEL o> g>

AW TIE, PARADISES 0¥ =27 FOH ¥ FRENICOWT, Tl 45 m B =
(NRO 45m) 12 & - T CO(1-0) BEFRD 7 + v —7 v THHBTON T — 2 EH W5, SFR— M,
SFHEIZBWT M, & sSFRIZHEDWTR I TERS N2 6 DDHEREED, IV KEDS B Z
DB TITE 2D DD, CO(1-0) D 7 + v —7 v TEHIZ1T 5 Kk UL GEEIN Tz, AN
XTIiE. o DRK% PARADISES $R{A] & FE2, PARADISES $RIF[DIRIRIE Lip 71 % X
BIZRL 7,

£1: SFR— M, FH LOEHEBIZBI 5 M. & sSFR D&M

D log(M, (Mg)) log(sSFR (yr—'))
PARADISES-NRO-1  10.0-10.5 > 9.2
PARADISES-NRO-2  10.5-11.0 > -9.2
PARADISES-NRO-3  10.5-11.0 -~ 96— — 9.2
PARADISES-NRO-4 >11.2 ~ 100~ - 9.6
PARADISES-NRO-5 >11.0 - 96— - 92

PARADISES-NRO-6 >11.0 > -9.2
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I PARADISES

Number of sources
o] et rJ (1] =Y Ln on | oo

wos 110 112 114 116 118 120

log(Lir/Lo)
Xl 6: PARADISES $R{A|DIRIMFIEE Lig 7770

AL TH W PARADISES SRIf OV E %2R ISR L1z, FRAEDID X, ROIWCRLKZ6
DOFHEHD ID R HRDHLNTWVS, ERIEDEEHRIZ AKARIIZ K 2 FIRHET — 2058
HENbDTH 2, EERIE SDSS DR7 MPA/JHU catalog T &5|H L7={ETH b, SDSS D
broad-band w,g,r,i,z T —ZAD7 1 v F D HEHINHDTH S, £72. PARADISES ]
D SFR— M, FHTOMEZX QDRI Y FT/RLUK, PARADISES $Ri1X, SFR— M, F
[Hi T main sequence & D LORLAEWHEIFHZ I N—=LTWEHY Y TV TH D Z B0 h 5,

3R 2: PARADISES R oyfHE—&

ID z  logM, (Mg) logSFR (Mg yr=1) 12+ log(O/H)
PARADISES-NRO-h2 0.077 10.55 1.45 8.74
PARADISES-NRO-h3 0.076 10.74 1.42 8.97
PARADISES-NRO-h4 0.079 10.90 1.45 8.73
PARADISES-NRO-h6 0.086 10.14 1.48 8.73
PARADISES-NRO-m4 0.083 10.93 1.47 8.73
PARADISES-NRO-1-01  0.037 10.38 1.50 8.74
PARADISES-NRO-1-02  0.116 10.21 1.54 8.92
PARADISES-NRO-1-03  0.039 10.20 1.11 8.73
PARADISES-NRO-1-03b  0.039 10.20 1.11 8.73
PARADISES-NRO-1-06  0.035 10.02 1.08 8.83
PARADISES-NRO-1-07  0.031 10.03 1.19 9.02
PARADISES-NRO-1-10  0.041 10.05 0.848 9.04

1) https://wwwmpa.mpa-garching.mpg.de/SDSS/DR7/]


https://wwwmpa.mpa-garching.mpg.de/SDSS/DR7/

1D z  logM, (Mg) logSFR (Mg yr~1) 12+ log(O/H)
PARADISES-NRO-2-01  0.153 10.92 1.91 9.10
PARADISES-NRO-2-02  0.138 10.52 1.73 8.74
PARADISES-NRO-2-03  0.102 10.7 1.85 8.74
PARADISES-NRO-2-05  0.141 10.95 1.82 8.73
PARADISES-NRO-2-07  0.115 10.9 1.75 8.73
PARADISES-NRO-2-09  0.128 10.69 1.77 8.98
PARADISES-NRO-2-10 0.12 10.9 1.77 9.04
PARADISES-NRO-3-01  0.045 10.88 1.30 8.73
PARADISES-NRO-3-02  0.116 11.00 1.58 8.73
PARADISES-NRO-3-04  0.047 10.58 1.18 9.12
PARADISES-NRO-3-06  0.034 10.63 1.26 8.74
PARADISES-NRO-3-08 0.1 10.82 1.53 9.02
PARADISES-NRO-3-09  0.103 10.9 1.43 9.06
PARADISES-NRO-4-01  0.117 11.22 1.43 8.71
PARADISES-NRO-4-01b  0.117 11.22 1.43 8.71
PARADISES-NRO-4-03  0.115 11.42 1.67 8.68
PARADISES-NRO-4-04  0.158 11.43 1.80 8.69
PARADISES-NRO-4-05  0.106 11.33 1.62 8.69
PARADISES-NRO-4-08  0.103 11.27 1.59 8.70
PARADISES-NRO-5-01  0.113 11.07 1.59 8.72
PARADISES-NRO-5-02  0.112 11.09 1.72 8.72
PARADISES-NRO-5-03  0.039 11.07 1.48 8.71
PARADISES-NRO-5-05  0.113 11.5 1.94 9.06
PARADISES-NRO-5-06 0.11 11.08 1.76 8.72
PARADISES-NRO-5-07  0.114 11.05 1.67 8.72
PARADISES-NRO-5-08  0.106 11.11 1.61 8.72
PARADISES-NRO-5-09  0.102 11.04 1.77 8.72
PARADISES-NRO-6-01 0.15 11.05 1.96 8.73
PARADISES-NRO-6-02  0.132 11.12 1.96 8.72
PARADISES-NRO-6-03 0.14 11.0 1.86 8.73
PARADISES-NRO-6-05  0.136 11.08 2.14 8.72
PARADISES-NRO-6-10  0.135 11.17 2.10 8.72

11
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@ PARADISES
® PARADISES nondetect
=27 @ Tacconietal 2018
*xCOLD GASS
9 10 11 12
log M «[Mg]

7: SFR— M. 78 v b, BOEWNIY Y ILDENERT, BOERILLHETHTOEERIERIBG
(Elbaz et al. 2007) TH D, lfRIZ 1o DIXHDEERT,

2.1.3 &l

PARADISES $Rif @ CO(1-0) HEFR D 7 + v —7 v 78N, 2018 E 1 AD 5 2 A & 2024 4F
1 A2 5 2 B340 45m 2iEHE (NRO 45m) 12 & » TITbh AL, 51 RAIKD BRI RIT Xl
CO(1-0) fERR D IE T F1Z 115.27 GHz TH b, PARADISES #R 7] o 77 75 (£ #i FH T 1 99.29 -
11224 GHz 12> 7 V3 %, EiEHEDO L — 49 4 XX 110 GHz 1B W T 14.4 arcsec TH D, main
beam efficiency & NRO 7 = 7% 4 F & b, 0.43 TH %, BIPARADISES $R71  YEFE BEEE ¥ NRO
45m 12 X % projeted beam radius DHFIFHZ K BITR L7z, F R RKWINAIED 72D DFHERIKE L
T, IRC+10216 @ B3CO(1-0) 2 Wz Z OFEERKIZ R TOBMIH CHHIx Lz,

2) https://www.nro.nao.ac. jp/~nro4bmrt/html/prop/etff/eff2018.html


https://www.nro.nao.ac.jp/~nro45mrt/html/prop/eff/eff2018.html
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D, [Mpc]
160 240 320 400 4B0 560 640 T20

ir PARADISES

Number of sources

5 10 15 20 25
Projected beam radius [kpc]

X 8: PARADISES $R{f DRt ¥ NRO 45m {2 & % projeted beam radius.

214 BT

xCOLD GASS #>7)L AWFFETIZ. xCOLD GASS ¥ —RA DS NXNTWS, RN
D CO(1-0) MR 7 — & & fFiF L 72.EIxCOLD GASS &, D 532 i D #1259 WT IRAM30m
EFIC X o T CO(1-0) HHROBA 21T o 7o B D IREHHIRIRRI CO =4 D—DTH 3
(Saintonge et all P0L7), H > 7L SDSS A X 7D 55, FRARBEEHEA 0.01 < 2 < 0.05 DH
Mo M, > 10°Mg EWVWIFHTEINZDDOTH S, BEFHFEIE WISE (IR) £ GALEX (UV) D
Y7 —& X bEHEhTW S,

Tacconi et al. 18 > FIL T /=AW TlX, Tacconief all POEREEINTWS, 71H
2EREF—ZSMHLEEH LY > 7 id. GOALS ¥ — A (Armusetall 2009) 12 & 5
2z =0.002 — 0.09 ® U/LIRGs IZ2WT®D IRAM 30 m {2 & % CO(1-0) g7 — %, %L T EGNOG
B+ —~ 4 (Banermeisfer ef all 2013) 1Z & 5 CARMA millimeter array T8I X417z 2 = 0.006 — 0.5
D E2EHERFID CO(1-0) BT — X TH %, 7272 LA Tld PARADISES S8 & [F] Ui 55
TOH > T B R1T 5 72912, Tacconi 18 ¥ FNADH 5, 2 < 0.16 DHPAIZH 2T — X DA
ZHWz, BIEAEROERICIE FIR BE. MIR 8. UV 225 NIR D SED 7 4 v 7 4 ¥ 7BV
5NTNW3B,

3) http://www.star.ucl.ac.uk/xCOLDGASS/data.html
4) https://wuw.iram.fr/-phibss2/Data_Release.html


http://www.star.ucl.ac.uk/xCOLDGASS/data.html
https://www.iram.fr/~phibss2/Data_Release.html
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22 F=RYAOI 3>

F—R YR aF. BALERBERNTCE > TEHMEINTWSY 7 w7 =7 NEWSTAR #
AW Tiiholz, URICFIEEZ RS,

A7 —XZHMATHR L. R=Z2AF7 4 VDB 50o TV D EELREID 2 DERET 2,
HF—RERARY PLTF—RICEHRT 3,

MEZ 4 v T4 YT IR=AFTA V5| EFTEIETARY MLOEZZMIET %,

ZRT FADRICAEA ¥ FIZDOWT 1/rms? THENEIZE S,

50 km !t FBICFHERETET 3 I L TARY VLB RA LY V2T 3,
HENX—X74 V52 2ITWHZZ2HIET 5,

A A o o

MEDOFIEICE D, REQET =200, Blldhi7 v 7 FHRE T, 2Rz, CO(1-0) K
SNSRI 42 RIKTH %, BfF L7z CO(1-0) FEERD AR Z ML A D 5K LIRS,



(b)

Par-h3

(d)

Par-h6

(e) Par-m4

9: PARADISES R/ ® CO Z-X% k)L ¥ PanSTARRS image ({REFIZIE 1.24°).
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10:

(a) Par1-01

(b) Par1-02

(c) Parl-03

(d) Parl-03b

(e) Parl-06

PARADISES $Rif[® CO ZX2Z bl ¥ PanSTARRS image ({REFIZIE 1.24").




11:

(a) Parl-07

(¢) Par2-01

(d) Par2-02

PARADISES $RiMfdD CO 2% h L ¥ PanSTARRS image (fREFIZIE 1.247).

17



(a) Par2-03

(b) Par2-05

(c) Par2-07

(d) Par2-09

(e) Par2-10

12: PARADISES $R{AID CO AR + L2 PanSTARRS image (FlEFIZIE 1.24°).
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13:

(a) Par3-01

(c) Par3-04

(e) Par3-08

PARADISES $RiAIdD CO A% h L ¥ PanSTARRS image (fRFFIZIE 1.247).




14:

(c) Par4-01b

(e) Pard-04

PARADISES R CO ZX2Z bl ¥ PanSTARRS image ({REFI1ZIE 1.24").
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(a) PAR4-05

(b) PAR4-08

(c) PAR5-01

(d) PAR5-02

(e) PAR5-03
15: PARADISES $/A/dD CO 2% + )L ¥ PanSTARRS image (fREFIXIE 1.24°).
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(a) PAR5-05

(b) PAR5-06

(c) PAR5-07

(d) PAR5-08

(e) PAR5-09

X 16: PARADISES $/AdD CO 2% + L ¥ PanSTARRS image (TREFIXIE 1.24°).
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(a) Par6-01

(b) Par6-02

(c) Par6-03

(d) Par6-05

(e) Par6-10

17: PARADISES #R{A/d CO 22 + )L ¥ PanSTARRS image (fREFIXIE 1.24°).

23



24

3 MR- BR

3.1 9FHREEDEH

Blx N7z CO(1-0) BEFRD 7 > 7 FiRE T, 5> 5. Koyama et all 2009 (24 - T CO luminosity %
BHL, CO-Hy Ay N=Yary77 7 2—%2H\VTHTHRER My, HRES 57, LTDZ
DA ETRT o

3.1.1 KKRUGHRDFHIE
BUBHRBHXN7 > 7 FHRE T, OV T, K&ABINIC X 25REMEST 208N H 5, #l

IED 7% DFFEHERIRTH % TRC+10216 D BCO(1-0) MBI 7 — X 2 HWT, Bllllahiz7> 7

FIRE Ty 2 WA 7 > 7 FHIRE T DLt

— TA/
T

f (2)

2RI IEEE UCHH L7z, IRC+10216 D 8B 7 > 7 F R E X NRO 45m I X - T
BHIZNEEZSEICL, Ny 722 FH AOS-H & AOS-W THHlE N7 > F FiRED Y
20.8 K km s~ 2BV 727 > 7 FEE Y UTHEM L EBABRA TR ED 7 v 7 F
. KREINERDOHIE 21T - 7221 E 2 B - 72,

3.1.2 CO luminosity
R & BB EMIE L7 > 7 FiRE Th* £ main beam efficiency (nyp = 0.43) £ D, X
/f yk‘—AﬁFi{ﬂ%Fi TJV[B ai TMB = TA*/UMB tj}_{?@ Eh\ ﬁgﬁﬁbzﬁﬁbfigﬁﬁg ICO bi

T *
Iw:/ﬂwM:/’4MMMM*] (3)
M B

LRIND,

X7 TFRET,) DL —1E, T VAVAv 25RO SN B, 22T AV IZCO AR
FL D full line width TH D, Av =50 km s ' ZE =V F LR ENHRETH b, HE D RRE
Av =50 km s~ 1281} % PARADISES $R{F[D T, 1 0.5 — 3.3 mK TH - 7=,

CO luminosity (L) EATOREDRD SN2,

QumslcoDr? _
Lpo = B [K km s~ pc?] (4)

CZTQuld7 YT F XA Y —LNEKATHD, Dy & luminosity Distance TH B, Qup &

b26 5>
Qup = T 4B (5)

5) https://www.nro.nao.ac.ip/-nrodbmrt/html/obs/standard/std_new_2-1RC_13CU.html


https://www.nro.nao.ac.jp/~nro45mrt/html/obs/standard/std_new_2-IRC_13CO.html
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PHERDOLN, b=1/VIn2~1.2TH3, 0plZX AL > —2DFWHM TH D, @HERFEDO L —
LAY A XMEEN S, AR TIEFIRDO LB D 05 = 14.4 arcsec £ U TEHEL 7=,

313 OAYN=23>YIT7048—

NFHAERIZCO-—Hy AV N=T a7 77X~ (aco = Mpu,/Lpo) THWTRKRD 2 Z & dd
TE %, AMATIIBEEIKFET 2HEZMHEHL 2. SEBEDRVIGE. XA M X 2ERD/ N
{7h CO DY Hy & H BRI NS 72, CO DY A4 XLMRIED 73T 7 A ERITH LT/
& K 72 % (Walfire_ef all 2010; Bolatfo ef all 2013) , 2D/, A NN=Tary 77 7 X—3EER
PENMZEREWMEZ L 2, BRRCKFET 220 3=Yary 777 X—13HkA B TRES N
TV, AW TIE Tacconiet all 20IR & [AHkIC, LLFDOX TR XN 2% Genzel et all 2OI5 D 2 ¥
N=Tary777 ="Ml

aco = 4.36 x \/0.67 X eXp(0.36 X 10—(12+log(O/H)—8.67)) x 10—1.27x(12+1og(O/H)—8.67) (6)

ZZT12+1log(O/H) 3BERTH %, /BRI Genzel et all 2015 121 - - EE R-2EEAGRE
HWTHEE L 7z,

12 +log(O/H) = a — 0.087 x (log M, — b)? (7)
a=8.74 (8)
b=10.4+ 4.46 x log(1 + z) — 1.78 x (log(1 + 2))? (9)

314 HFHREE
DTH AEEZ CO luminosity £ A NN—Ya vy 77 7 X —2HWT, UFRORX»2LKDT=,

MH2 = aCOL/C'O (10)

3.2 PARADISES R D9 FH %54

CO A7 FH 6EH U7z PARADISES R0 @ 7 >~ 7 Fia . CO luminosity 3 & N7 F
HABRERBIWCRT, 7 FHRAEROHPIE, 1.705 x 10° Mg 5 5 52.82 x 10° Mg, TH %,
¥ 7z, PARADISES SR @D SFR — M, FHITD 3 FH AL (fu, = A@JM)Zd®MMWMe
( dep = Mu,/SFR=1/SFE) ®DZ{t %X 18 T/RL 7z, Main sequence 7*5HDF 7+t v MZin

DFH ALY depletion time {FEAEANICZE(L LTE D, PARADISES $R{[lX main sequence J:O)fﬂ
e HEARTE WD F A ALY EUW depletion time ZFf2 Z K 1R & b 53735, PARADISES 3R
MEBEERBERTH 2 EZ 0N TS LIRG 2 6BIINTVWE 2D, T TEINMERT
HY, OMRETELEVSEDTH 2,



% 3: PARADISES S8/ d CO(1-0) BERRENTIC & B F5H —%

BAH D Ta (Kkms™') Leo (108 K km s7! pe?)  log My, (Mg)
2024-01-11  Par-h2  1.283 +0.109 21.58 + 1.84 9.91 +0.037

2024-01-29  Par-h3  4.131 +0.272 56.59 + 3.72 10.33 4 0.029
2024-01-11  Par-h4  2.088 +0.150 36.62 + 2.64 10.15 4 0.031
2024-01-11 Par-h6  3.481 +0.126 71.27 4 2.59 10.44 4 0.016
2024-01-29 Par-m4  4.677 +0.155 75.10 + 2.49 10.46 4+ 0.014
2018-01-29  Parl-01  13.63 +0.490

2018-02-02 Parl-01  8.123 +0.484 4671 = 1.68 10-2440.016
2018-02-07 Parl-02  0.585 +0.143 18.54 4+ 4.53 9.85 +0.106

2018-01-29 Parl-03  9.997 +0.303 37.54+1.14 10.15 4 0.013
2018-02-06 Parl-03b  3.409 + 0.432 13.31 4 1.69 9.70 + 0.055

2018-02-03 Parl-06  1.875+ 0.396 5.39 +1.14 9.32 + 0.092

2018-01-29  Parl-07  10.169 + 0.340

2018-02-02 Parl-07  5.531 4 0.371 26.39 + 1.28 10.01 + 0.021
2018-02-03 Parl-07  14.116 + 0.559

2024-01-29 Parl-10  1.032 + 0.0602 4.409 + 0.257 9.232 +0.025
2018-02-03 Par2-01  2.015+0.174 93.88 + 8.09 10.55 4 0.037
2018-02-04 Par2-02  1.981 +0.167 79.94 + 6.73 10.48 + 0.037
2018-02-02 Par2-03  1.629 +0.182 65.66 + 7.33 10.39 4 0.049
2018-02-04 Par2-05  1.777 +0.178 74.56 + 7.47 10.45 4 0.044
2018-02-07 Par2-07  2.442 +0.230 76.16 + 7.18 10.46 + 0.041
2018-01-31  Par2-09  1.480 + 0.146 46.60 =+ 4.59 10.24 4 0.043
2018-01-31 Par2-10  1.418 +0.103 39.68 + 2.89 10.18 4 0.032
2018-02-02 Par3-01  1.283 +0.242

2018-02-03 Par3-01  4.775 +0.293 1063 % 2.08 9.81+0.004

2018-01-29 Par3-02  0.822 +0.103 24.52 + 3.08 9.97 + 0.055

2018-02-03  Par3-04  2.036 + 0.234 10.37 +1.19 9.59 + 0.050

2018-01-29 Par3-06  7.280 + 0.350 20.93 + 1.01 9.90 + 0.021

2018-02-05 Par3-08  0.984 + 0.061 21.96 + 1.37 9.92 +0.027

2018-02-07 Par3-09  0.807 + 0.151 20.53 + 3.84 9.89 +0.081

2018-02-05 Par4-01  0.531 4 0.084 15.82 4 2.50 9.80 + 0.069

2018-02-07 Pard-01b  0.414 + 0.057 13.33 +1.85 9.73 + 0.060

2018-01-30 Par4-03  1.193 +0.223

2018-01-31  Par4-03  1.575+0.233 1078683 10-23+0.073
2018-02-06 Par4-04  0.906 + 0.077 49.22 +4.19 10.31 4 0.037
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log SFR[Mg/yr]

] 18:

Bl ID Ty (Kkms™') Lo (108 K km s~! pe?) log My, (Mg)
2018-01-30  Par4-05 1.362 £0.172 40.12 £ 5.07 10.22 £ 0.055
2018-02-03  Par4-08 1.433 £0.195 32.40 +4.42 10.12 £ 0.059
2018-02-03 Parb-01  0.441 £ 0.068 12.35£1.90 9.68 = 0.067
2018-01-31  Par5-02 1.351 £ 0.140 33.29+£3.44 10.11 £ 0.045
2018-01-29 Par5-03  8.082+0.230 30.35 + 0.863 10.08 £ 0.012
2018-02-03  Par5-05  2.660 & 0.297 71.40 £ 7.98 10.48 £ 0.049
2018-02-02 Par5-06  1.475+0.185 68.38 £ 8.57 10.43 £ 0.054
2024-01-11  Parb5-07  1.697 £ 0.092 59.21 £3.21 10.36 £ 0.024
2024-02-26  Parb5-08 0.612 £ 0.104 35.02 +£5.94 10.14 £ 0.074
2018-02-04 Par5-09  3.063 £ 0.288 70.95 + 6.66 10.44 £ 0.041
2018-02-04 Par6-01 2.929 £0.181 137.4 £ 8.48 10.72 £ 0.027
2018-02-04 Par6-02  1.767 £ 0.230 65.78 + 8.58 10.41 £ 0.057
2018-01-31 Par6-03  2.041 £0.172 75.63 £ 6.36 10.46 £ 0.037
2018-01-31  Par6-05  2.150 £ 0.093 75.59 + 3.26 10.47 £ 0.019
2018-02-04 Par6-10  2.225+0.214 86.28 + 8.32 10.53 £ 0.042
0.5
@ PARADISES @ PARADISES
& PARADISES_nondetect . * PARADISES_nondetect So .
@ xCOLD GASS m  xCOLD GASS
® Tacconietal 2018 2t ® Tacconietal 2018
0.0
-0.5 2
o =
o 4
o L
-1.0 v
o
=)
-1.5
: —=2.0 .

11

log M+ [Mg]

12

10 11
log M+ [Mg]

12
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SFR— M, FEITD fu, (f£), taep (F) DZEAt, 315 PARADISES Rif[T. /N & WEALIZ PARADISES
D CO(1-0) LM TNk h o 72d D, AN xCOLD GASS ¥ > 7 v, NATED Tacconi
B all P T, BOFEMBEHETEH TOEBKE RV R (Elbaz et all o) TH D, sk
lo DIESHOEEET,

10.0

95

2.0

8.5

8.0

7.5

log tgep [yr]



28

3.3 Merger EZPEIC &L B RESIEE

3.3.1 EE#E

1.2 BTN X5 i1c. BERSTERLT 2 BRO—2XRFFRLOMEEHTH 2 e EZ 6N
TW3, RTREMECEEBRIER T, ¥ 2L — a ¥ e BEloM )T TR & oIl T
ZY sSFROSEBIND L WO RERP—BT 2 Z e PR SN T WS (Patfon et all 2020), Z Z
T PARADISES Rif[i2oW T, BEKDEMEITH 2707 R L RAMHAEFEHOBEZRZHFHNR S 72
. PARADISES $Rr[# EREICEED E IR D & 5 R EHETHHEL /=,

Phase 0 H— %% HiDORiA

Phase 1 2 -DODRFD R Z 2 23RM[[E LIXEER TWVWEB D, tidal feature R TR SR VWD D
Phase 2 #EHDKHRZ, tidal tail 72 EIRAFELHE EFTH 2R FBHZ 2D D

Phase 3 H—Ox 0N Tidai tail R 2 2 R ERHRIZIEZ LT 5 8R0

Z DHEAEIX, phase 0 1FANZ U 7ZER{FI. phase 1 I3HEZERT DRI, phase 2 1ZEZEH DFRIA]. phase 3
WBAERBRIICH 2B TH 2 L WHRBERESLSDDTH S, DFHICBWT, Galaxy Zoo 1 H X
0 2 (Linfoff ef all 2OIT) 127 — R D3B3 RIKICOWTIE, ZOTF—X 0o RHEME LT, 0D
>V T, SDSS 4 X —Y B XU PanSTARRS 4 X =Y 22 L. HETHE 2T R o7, &
IZ phase 1 1ZDWTIX, EIEFOHBEIIBEN TV ABFELPER > TRATVWS D EME->TH
FLTLE S ATREMED &V, 2 D728, NASA/IPAC Extragalactic Database (NED)EH D58 1% #
ZHWT, FRGEE S 1000 kms™t DU, %D Larson et all OI6 IZHE > T projeted separations 23
75 kpe LR TH 2 HEWCEBRICHOE LBARE L TH 2 LW L7z F BB R HBEERDE S
NRWEEIZIE, SDSS ORPER TR Z S L. photo z 3L T — % B & 7= HiPHNIZE R 2 $RFIC
DWTIE, A UHEBPNICETE L TV 5 &Il L 72,

3.3.2 WEROSFEER

PARADISES R % merger DERFERNC AL AR Z U TFORK M IR L7z, RIKDEIRIZ T
PanSTARRS £ X —3T®H %, Merger phase 012 11 K{K, phase 112 10 KK, phase 2 1T 11 KI&,
phase 3 12 10 RIEHTEHE A, PARADISES SR 5 B 4 77D 3 IFMHAEHA L TH D, FEIEE
EHDORIKTH B Z 2257 h 572, Merger phase Z ¥ @ PARADISES SRR D E| &%, D DR}
MO Y ¥ (log (Lir/Le) < 11.5,log (Lir/Le) > 11.5) I TR EDITR L7z, V> TAMESE
BT 5. FRIMPHEEIC X ZEBOEFICOWTHRAITNICERREVWETIRT 2 Z I3 TERW,
FEATHRFE TIIARAMRAEE S 10115 Lo BUETIE phase 2, 3 1IXH 72 2 SRR DO KEDB LN TH - 7=
DX L. PARADISES $R{F[ Tl 101° Ly LU ET®% phase 0, 1 23FEEE R HHTW53, 727501

6) https://ned.ipac.caltech.edu/


https://ned.ipac.caltech.edu/
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phase 3 DE| G XK 13% 205 30% WL TW3, PARADISES $RIA12 8\ T ULIRG & 2 KK
(Par6-05, Par6-10) DA TH D, ZAZ 4 phase 1, 3 XN TV, LIRG IZOWTIFMHAEER
L COWARWERID & SIRDRMEIEICH 2 L BbN 2B E THFEEL TV,

5 U/LIRG (2B 2 RN L TR O EIE O BIRZ METINCHHAN 2 2D 7= ®1cid, S&1E
IRVIRIMFILE ¥ FERET U/LIRG DY ¥ VR R T HEND 5,

Phase 0: Single galaxy Phase 1: Galaxy pairs before the

first collision

Phase 2: Merging galaxies

RALNFIKE
ERESRIRS

--

X 19: PARADISES $Rif DS FEMER, £ T PanSTARRS £ X —3,

1.0
BN Phase 0
0.8+ B Phase 1
Phase 2
E 0.6 B Phase 3 -
S
U
T 0.4 y
L
0.2 ﬁ I -

log (Lir/Le)<11.5 11.5 = log (Lr/Ls)

20: PARADISES #R{f @ merger fraction.
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3.4 AGN diagnosis

PARADISES SR{[I2B W T, AGN OIEEIDN D F AR EEGZ TV 02#iNs 72D, 258
D DJTIET AGN #ZWi %17 - 72, X em Tl BPT diagram | T® PARADISES $BR O 2%, 791
TR K > TEPIT L TR L, ZOEAHDED T — 2%, SDSS DR7 MPA/JHU catalog
ZHWz, 2 ZTIE 9 RIRDY AGN host #R{A. 19 KIRDY composite Rl 13 RIEDI star forming 7
eI TWD, xCOLD GASS 3> 7L Tld AGN host DF 5T H A LEAMEN W\ S E A
MR ZTWDIZxf LT, PARADISES R Tid AGN OB X 270 T4 R LLOMEANT R 2 720
Ze MR 5b,

22 1% Mafeos ef all W2k o TIRE X N7z, Widefield Infrared Survey Explorer (WISE;
oiia) D 3.4 pm (W1), 4.6 pm (W2), 12 um (W3) N> R ZHW/z AGN Z#iTH %,
22T, BoEMTHFNEBADKEKD AGN host SRl & L TGEXNATWS, £/, BPT
diagram T AGN host, composite, star forming ¥ 7 X N8R %= Z L EN0R, & BDOT VRl
T/R L7z, BPT diagram Ti#EIX472 AGN host $R{flZ composite $RiF[X° star forming $RIF[ & LEXT
W1 — W2 color B3RV D DAZ A, WISE color T AGN host TH 3 LBIZNTVWEDIX 3K
KOABTH2, TOZeh o, ZEITo7 28D DFETIE BPT diagram 12 & 2 703 & D W
AGN S TERZEDPTETWVWS 2 E X, IO TIX BPT diagram I & 2 0 HE AT %,

0.5
1.0r

0.0
=
I
—
S
S -0.5 N
Ty T
": =
—_ o
= o
0 1—1.0
o
o

1—1.5

— =2.0

-1.00 -0.75 -0.50 -0.25 0.00 0.25
log ([NII] A6584/Hg)

K 21: BPT diagram |T® PARADISES SR D75, B FAHALLOKREXIC Lo TBBFEINT VDS, &
Hi& PARADISES ${if[ D CO(1-0) BRI Sz o7 d D, BOERX 2 &
% theoretical relation, B##lE Kanffmann ef all 12 X % empirical relation T 5,



31

2.00 Y
@® AGN host

1.75+ A Composite
@ SFG

— 1.507

ag

£ 1.25¢

1(

™~ 1.00p

[w

= 0.75¢
=
= 0.50r

0.25[

0.00 . . . . . :
10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

[w2]-[w3] (mag)
22: WISE color 12 & % AGN selection (Mafeos ef all 2012), 2D FEMRTH T 72BN KK AGN
host 3l & L TREIEN T WS, &> Y ROLVOREMHIL BPT diagram IZ K20 HEZRLTE D, Fhdy
AGN host, #xD=FA Composite, 5§ DPUAD SFG TH %,
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=E =D
4 GHEm

4.1 RAHEEERICK 3 EFRRMEINDRZE

PARADISES R {f] 1T 3 1 4. merger phase 27} - 7z specific star formation rate (sSFR =
SFR/M.), 0 FH AL (fu, = Mpu,/M.), depletion time (tgep, = My, /SFR) DZEALZK 23 IR L
7oo E722K 0134 merger phase I8 % sSFR, fu,, taep PHIRMEZRLTWVWS, M3 IZBWVT,
sSFR, fu, \22WTIX, phase 0 2*5 phase 2 TH LML TV AHADN A SN D, —T7 tgep 13
merger phase ZIH L THE D ZLBRALNR WV, 22056, RAOERIZ X > TEEBUICHIHTE
20FHAHEMST 2 Z & TRBMMITERICR D EEZ D e TE, FAEKIEH 2D RBEI
RTCRBRLBICHELEZ RN TRREI NG, B FHALEMT 27K LT, 06
ECIHRF I ADRAOHFOEBICED b, SIRELDFHRACERLINZ L WVWS ZeEI LN
% (Carson ef all PUTH; Kaneko ef all 2017), F 7= G REM (phase 3) IZT sSFR, fy, DMERFLTW
BRE L LTE. AX ==X b2 AGNIEFNC X 2 T RADHEIEZ BN,

7272, TS DT OV T OME A BEMEIX T2 TlE7 W, Merger phase 1281} % sSFR,
fr, DEIMZOWTHREINCERRZZ/RT 12DI2E, SRIBILNVERETY > VB EHEP T
HBRDBHND,

80 05 10.0
_85 0.0 A . 95
- A
fu [ ] —
2 90 $ .05 ! 4 ¢ E 9.0 °
© ] @ ¢ = ' ‘ oy
& g p
o 95 ‘ : ! - 10 (] A z o &5 1]
S ° ¢ a
[ ] A .
-10.0 -1.5 A 8.0
-10.3 0 1 2 3 20 0 1 2 3 73 0 1 2
Merger phase Merger phase Merger phase

23: PARADISES $R{[I1Z 1} % merger phase I2iR0 o 7% sSFR, fu,, taep DZAl. BVWHA L ZOLZ T —
N—13%% phase TOHFIEL ZD L5 —THh 3,

£ 4: £ merger phase IZBI} 5 sSFR, fiu,, taep DRI

Merger phase log(sSFR (yr~1)) log(fm,) log(taep (yr))

Phase 0 —9.38 £0.075 —0.733 £0.082 8.56 £ 0.0425
Phase 1 —9.14 £ 0.096 —0.670£0.13  8.49 £ 0.056
Phase 2 —-9.10£0.11 —-0.45+0.15 8.53+£0.074

Phase 3 —9.34 £0.089 —0.646 £0.12  8.55 £ 0.078
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4.1.1 HI data

WA EROBETIHFHRADPMER L B FHTARCEBRINS Z 8 TEEERPERILL TV 5
A, ARERETHEF AT RDEIEITHA L TWE WS a[gEEN#E 2 54 b, Mirabel and Sanders
989 < Lisenfeld ef all 2019 TlE, ARDMEIET Hy/H; BRSNS 2 WS Z e AWfFEE
TW 5, Lisenfeld efall 2019 TUX, HAENEH - GRDH 4 VB ESNZWRARTIIMEEEHDOIK
B3R o N WP R L R LT Hy/H B&LE, 7 F AR, b =&V T 2D EEEIHR
(SFE s = SFR/(Mp, + My,)) D < . E HICZ OEANKIEERT & R DR 7 X b &R
FFEEDOR7 THRWE WS FERIREN TV S,

PARADISES $R{F[{Z-DW T merger phase 123 o 72 HI A R EDEWEFAN S 728, The ALFALFA
Extragalactic HI Source Catalogm(ﬁaynes et all 2OIR) & PARADISES R\ A 2 va 7~ v F > 7
%1T o 7zo ALFALFA catalog l%. Arecibo Legacy Fast ALFA (ALFALFA) Survey (Giovanelli ef al’
onns) T X A7z 2 < 0.06 DERFIRA HI 21 cm line KA 31,500 ElIcOWTDHI R0 27 TH 5,

PARADISES $R7 PARADISES Rl @ 5 5. 6 KK 5% ALFALFA catalog & ¥ v F L 7,
ALFALFA Survey D% —A FIHAICH D, 5D 2z < 0.06 D PARADISES $RiF[l3 7 RIKTH 5 /-
72, HIDZBMEENTWRWKRKIZ 1 REOATH o7z, RBIZ~Y v F LAEKREKD ID, merger
phase, Arecibo General Catalog (AGC) @ entry number, HI # REH &%/~ L7,

R 5: PARADISES $8{F] 0 HI #' 2 E &

ID Merger phase AGCID  log(Mpy,)
Par1-01 3 221446  10.34 £0.05
Par1-03 201645 10.14 £0.06

2
Par1-06 1 231578  10.00 £ 0.05
Par1-10 0 261563 10.34 £0.05
Par3-04 1 261393  10.35£0.05
Par5-03 0 210933  10.01 £0.05

xCOLD GASS %> FJL Merger phase ¥ HI ¥ R DBEFRZ LI DZ L DY > TSIV THNRNBE 12D,
xCOLD GASS %> 7L dD 5% SFR— M, “FHi_|-"C PARADISES #{f ¥ [7] U #iFH Iz fiiE 3 2 KIK
(main sequence & D FIZfIE L. M, > 1019 My TH % KIK) 12D\ T ALFALFA catalog & D %
Z2UrIyF T R{Tolk. v F L% 23 RIK (xCG-high ¥ > 7 EFEXR) IZDWT, SDSS
name, merger phase, AGC entry number, HI # AH &% R B 12771 LTz, JTERESDFH X #1172 xCG-high
P TINDAR=JEFR AR LTz ZOR, BESHOREEIFEEBIHEEFAKTH S, £z
PARADISES $8{f] ¥ xCG-high %> 71 ® SFR — M, FHETO HI H ALt frr OZEL% K 25 128
L7z. PARADISES $Rif[D 5 % HI D235 2 D3 SFR AMENKIEAZ W, HI H R HEAE WK
RITEREEM (M, ~ 1010 M) IZZ2WZ 9D 5,

7) https://egg.astro.cornell.edu/alfalfa/data/index.php


https://egg.astro.cornell.edu/alfalfa/data/index.php

% 6: xCG-high %> 70 HI # & &

SDSS name Merger phase AGCID  log(My,)

J014143.184+134032.8 0 729616  9.65 £ 0.07
J124054.96+080323.2 0 226462  9.89 +0.06
J231316.474145415.6 0 330115  9.86 £ 0.05
J075641.84+175928.2 0 170959  10.42 +0.05
J080741.394-255531.0 0 182927  10.22 £ 0.05
J085857.78+285406.0 0 721344 10.13+0.05
J090459.974-282051.8 0 194255  10.08 + 0.06
J091954.54+-325559.8 2 4947  10.16 £ 0.06
J093026.66+274632.0 0 191232 10.31 £ 0.05
J095908.76+4130333.6 1 190317  10.32 + 0.05
J110949.30+124617.3 2 6206  10.58 +0.05
J113116.034-043908.7 0 212260 10.14 £0.05
J122312.264+142320.2 0 220480 10.33 £0.05
J125125.64+035159.5 3 225421  9.99 £0.06
J135156.884-291844.6 0 230764  9.46 + 0.06
J140008.99+040450.8 0 230915  9.69 £ 0.06
J140205.904-260339.1 0 231607 10.10 £0.05
J140312.004+-344104.5 0 241333  9.13+0.08
J141814.914-005328.0 0 9147 10.14 + 0.05
J143518.37+350707.2 0 240495  9.80 £ 0.05
J143525.34+002003.6 0 240492  10.13 £ 0.05
J144434.33+085613.5 0 240645  9.55 +0.07
J150517.88+080912.7 3 253937  9.82+0.06
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]014143.18+134032.8

J12405496+080323.1

Phase 0

- »

J085857.78+285405.9

‘ .

J140205.90+260339.1 J140311.99+344104.5

.

J093026.86+274632.0

’ -

J231316.46+145415.7 J090459.97+282051.8

*]075641.84+175928.2

. -
-

J135156.89+291844.6 J140009.00+040450.8

’ .

J144434.32+085613.8

/

Phase 1

]095908.é2+13033 1:5/

log SFR [Me/yr]

3 -

.
J091954.54+325559.9 J110949.03+124612.7 J125125.64+035159.5 J150517.88+080912.8

24: xCG-high ¥ > 7L OIEEEFEME R

) 0.25
0.00
! —-0.25
o
—-0.50 »
o
0
=0.75
P . ® PARADISES (non observation) -1.00
- ® PARADISES (non detect)
xCOLD GASS
@ paradises_HI_detect 1.25
O xCG-high
" 95 10.0 105 o s 2o 150
log M« [Mg]
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25: SFR— M, FHTOD fy;r OZA{b, ft & DA PARADISES-HI detect ¥ >~ 7L TH b, BHiZ HI
DI D72 H 5 72 PARADISES $Rifl. 'L — O FUISEHI O #iBH AL T b - 72 PARADISES $RiF[ T 3,
fft = DA IR xCG-high ¥ > T T, /NEWIL —DIEAIZZ DD xCOLD GASS > 7L, £
T CO(1-0) EEMBMH I N RKIKTH 3, BOEFILLHEFTH TOEERERYIER (Elbaz_etall
pz) THH . mHE 1o DIESOEERT,
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412 AREBETORFHRABLDFHIE

PARADISES-HI detect ¥ > 7 )L ¥ xCG-high % >~ 712 B 1} % merger phase I - 72 fu,,
fr, DZEALZ K 08, Hy/Hy b, taep(gas) DZEALZ K A IR L 72e & 2T fur = My, /M.,
taep(gas) = (Mu, + My,)/SFRT® %, %7z phase O IZDOWTIEH I ZDL T —%2 X4 YD
S YARNTRUTZ, SEER U7z T7 — X134 phase DY ¥ TAEDIAD 72072 8 merger phase & ¥
DA ZADIEE =S 5 Z EITHE L WA, 074 AL phase 0 22 5 phase 2 12217 TH LIS
AR SN2 212 LT, JRTFH A merger phase Zi@B L TH F D E(LBR S inwz
EMX B D 5570 %, Phase 1 25 phase 3 Tl& Ho/Hr LEDEIMLTW2 Z &2 6, GREET
JRFHADNERL DT HRACERENDS Z T Hy/Hy LEDSHEINT 2 &0 AlREMIEH 205, 2
DWHEREZ R 272D LD ZL DYV TN/ 2BEDNDH S, £z b —XILH ZAD depletion time
¥ merger phase i L TH F D ELAR SNV, BRBRETRFTANERINS Z 8 THT
A AT 256, RIHTALOZE(ERREN BN e b, GREBRETET AT ADIIAD D
5 AJREMEDIRIZ X %, Kewley et all 2000 Cld, TR 7 SR TIXAISLERT & LEAR T8 & AR
M779 v ThHDH, ZNEEBEENMEVETFHADBL»SMAT 572D TH S eI T»

o THOFERIFIZNCFELLENEDTH 2,

S, WAOEKRBEETOIRFAH R, TFHARL BEROBEGRE & DFMICHNS 291213,
EDZLDY YT NEOWTHI T—EBRBETH 5, $. TBRDEOIKC X D RFERI TN
ARX=VZ2HNWEZ T, KDIEMRDEIFIREICKRZ EEZ 5N 5, FEIE merger phase D A
ZERLUTOELID, R7IPANTOW TR & i&Rm o X5, BRI ZERL ToET
52T, HEFMICL 2 BIEBRANOHEN X DFEL CHMETE 200 LKW,

0.5 0.5
o
0.0 R 0.0 | ™
¢ °
P 4 o
-
@ -0.5 E z —-0.5 O
w > é “c_n E
8 8
2 -1.0 ° ‘ = -1.0 =]
= :
-1.5 . -1.5
-2.0 - : - - -2.0 : : : -
0 1 2 3 0 1 2 3
Merger phase Merger phase

X 26: Merger phase {227 fu,, fur PZ b, #AH PARADISES-Hldetect ¥~ 7L, /N WAL Z DAt
PARADISES 8T, Hik X DPUAZ xCG-high > 7L TH 3, HIKEDEXA VYL FDL T —N—
¥ phase 0 TOHHEE ZDLT5—ThH 5,
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K 27: HI B > 72 B1) % merger phase 120 o 72 Ha/HI L, taep(gas) D Z AL, H125 PARADISES-
Hldetect %> 7, F1R & DA D xCG-high %> L TH 3, HIKZDEA YL ZFDL T —N—1F
phase 0 TOHREY ZDLT—Th 5,
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4.2 AGN EZENC & %381E U/LIRGs DEFHEFNDRE

BPT diagram (22O W T8 17z PARADISES SR 351) % sSFR & fu,, sSFR ¥ tgep D
BRI PR ISR L7zs sSFR & fy, IZIE5RWAHBEIDH D, AGN host, composite, SFG T Z DBfR
WHEWIROABRWZ BRI D505 5, te, RIS, AGN OFIC X 2BVIER LMK
WV, ZOfERIE, U/LIRGs D X BEILWEBHKZITS 7 = — X Tid, AGNIEHIC K - THF
HAE sSFRIFMETFLAEVE WS ZEZRLTWS, ZOMEDOFRRE L LTEIT 52 DI,
PARADISES R AGN 1K XN TR D R WI2DIZ T H AD AGN feedback DFEER 21T T
WL, EWVWS e TH B,

%, Hopkins et all 2O0OR I & % 4 A EE 72 major merger Z 4 CHRET 2BH D> F 1V
FTHY, EHOREBETOI I 2L —2a VITXZEFMRERE AGN REOELBRIN
TW3%, PARADISES #RiiZ log SFR (Mg yr~ ') ~ 1 LED BIEMBEREH VY ¥ TN EEA T
%, & - T, PARADISES #R{f[®D merger phase # Z D> F 1 AIZHTEDH % L &R RIHICH 2 5
phase 3 IFHEEME (e) ETZRATWVWEEFEZ S ZEMNTE, AGN IFEIRH T feedback 12X > T
D DOHAPMERIEENDH, HE2VIERPOEBICHL 0w e TPlahd, £/-Kan
(= CRBED sSFR & fr, DREfRDY merger phase Z X IZ3 T TREINT W5, KB 5,
phase 3 121X SFG 2MFIEHE 3. AGN host & composite DATH 5 Z B0 5, ZiUud, &ikiE
BETAGNDPREAKZINZLWVWSI T FIVAEFHELRVERTH 5, 72 LESHOFRIZB VLTI,
2T D AGN host SR merger IZ & o TRAK I NI ABHTH %, LaMarca et all 2024 Tl
z <1 DIMICBT 2HEMEH 2 AGN OBRIZOWTOMED 5. MIAEIRIZEICE R McED
N7z AGN B2 W AGN EBIRL TV 2 WS HRZIREINT WS, SEOY > 7BV TD
merger £ AGN OREREFNZ I, EDZ L D AGN host B3> IABRETH S, £/l2Zh
5 DIRTNTONT, EERFEDED ¥ AT OFER L [AFEIC AGN host SRR W T4 X %
RT DD S 5 72DI2lE. AGN OHEDA TR, AGN ONER Y AGN OIEHIZ X HFEL <
MBREDRD 5,
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28: fug, —sSFR 70w b (), taep — sSFR () 70 v b, & 2 RLVOFEHIE BPT diagram 12 & %57
HEERLTBD., FRIAH ACGN host, FRD =A% Composite, T DPUMAH SFG TH 3,

—> Phase 2 —> Phase 3 q|

(c) Interaction/“Merger” (d) Coalescence/(U)LIRG (e) “Blowout”
. nov;ov;:::: S5 ::;:‘ E::::s interact & : g:l::::; xa(t:s:;:ﬁem relaxation in core ~BH grows rapidy:briefly < dust removed: now a “traditoral” QSO
- SFR stares to Increase B arburst & buried (X-ray) AGN dominacss Ninincsle/fesdbacic - host morphology difficult to observe:
- stellar winds dominate feedback - starburst dominates luminosity/feedback, - remaining dust/gas expelied tidal feauures fade rapid
but, total stellar mass formed Is small - get reddened (but notType Il) QSO: - characteristically blue/young spheroid

- rarely excite QSOs (only special orbits) etk S ot

high Eddington ratios

(b) “Small Group” merger signatures il visible (8) Decay/K+A
Phase1 . : ,_
A 2 = 100k 1 . 3
= 5 1 z
°
2 10 1 4
- halo accretes similar-mass & 1F o - QSO luminosity fades rapidly
companion(s) 7] 1 - tidal features visible only with
- can occur over a wide mass range very deep observations
= Mraio still similar to before: 0.1 3 - remnant reddens rapidly (E+A/K+A)
dynamical friction merges < E . | c -»“ho( halo” from feedback
|
(a) Isolated Disk } 12 (h) “Dead” Elliptical
Phase 0 3
I
g g 1 2
- - =
g 1
8 .
- -1 0 1
- star formation terminated
- halo & disk grow, most stars formed Time (Relative to Merger) [Gyr] - large BH/spheroid - efficient feedback
- secular growth builds bars & pseudobulges < halo grows to “large group” scales:
-“Seyferc” fueling (AGN with Me>-23) ‘mergers become inefficient
- cannot redden to the red sequence - growth by “dry” mergers

X 29: W& B, HADPEER major merger ZIETHET 2|FIO > FV 4, AFBEET
D SFR ¥ AGN HEDOEIREN TV B,
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Phase 0 Phase 1
0 - ™
£ =, ° oy
g- ® * e
= -1} Am - mu
i
™
Phase 2 Phase 3
A
0 m N i A
T A [ ]
o ° " Lo %e
= -1 ‘jl L. B a
A
—95 -9.0 —95 -9.0
log sSFR [/yr] log sSFR [/yr]

X 30: Merger phase Z& D fu, — sSFR 70 v b, %> Y FROLOFEHIX BPT diagram IZ X 2 5HEZRL T
B, A AGN host, HD = Composite, FDIHMAD SFG TH 5,



41

5 SED fitting

R DRARZ PV XL =14 (SED) (38R 2> & DEBE S DR (IREE) & Oy
mcTHh, WEHEKT 2EHE, A XA . AGN RE DRI L YRR EZHE T 2 7201
RAIRTH % PR et all 2018, AIFFETIZ AKARI/FIS 12 X 2@ RARADGED H5EH L7 2
FEREREMHH L TV, ZAUd, BRI TIE AGN IZ & 2D ZEITIE R W 2 W I RIS
O BDTH B (Nefzerefall 2007), AGN AT & 2 ZARNROCEANDF G % & D IEMEICHETE
3 %72, PARADISES $Rif] 42 RIKIZDWT SED fitting %17 - 7z,

SED fitting (21X Code for Investigating Galaxy Emission (CIGALE, Burgarella et all 2005; Noll
ef_all P009; Boquien et al] POTY) O version 2022.1 Z i L 7z, CIGALE & python 2 — FTH D,
SR @ far-ultraviolet (FUV) 22 5BEDARYZ ML ETUALL, EFEE, EHE, XX ML
7 C R A IR OB ZHE T E 5, MERMTEX R NI E Az 301 ¥ — 25 MIR 7»
5 FIR THB X415 £ W9 energy balance principle (239U T, Star formation history (SFH),
stellar population, dust attenuation, AGN 72 ¥ % E&E L CE 7/ SED 2ME SN %5, E7 /L SED
& photometry % 7 4 v 7 4 > 27 &+, Bayesian Z FHH W TR OYHEZHES 5,

5.1 Photometry data

SED fitting IZf#i [ L7z FUV 52 & FIR £ TOHPET — XIZOWTLL IR T, Galaxy Evolution
Explorer (GALEX; Marfin_ef all 2005) @ Far-UV, Near-UV N2 K, SDSS @ ugriz 2N~ K. Two
Micron All-Sky Survey (2MASS; Skrutskie et all 2006) O JHK, 2N K, WISE @ 3.3, 4.6, 12, 22
pm 2N Ko AKARI O 65, 90, 140, 160 pum N> ROHINTF — 2 2 HH L1z, SEDHEF — &
& NED L DHUG LTz 79 v 7 A5 —DBRETERVERICE. 7797 AD50% %277y
JALZ—¥ Lize &7z Phase 2 KBS N BGHRADIRFNIOWT, il 2 DRADHDET — & 73
B TERGEIE. Tho2ELEDET—20ERRL LT T4 v T4 ¥ 7% To 7

52 INTAXA—#H
SED fitting IZBIF 287 X =X EEXRDITR LTz, SFHIZ, LFDOK TR XN S delayed SFH

EFIARMHHEL (Diefrich et all 20IR),

teft/‘r

SFR(t) x =~

(11)

Z 2T 7 (& main stellar population @ e-folding time T# %, Single stellar population (SSP) &7 /L
¢ LT bco3 (F’.rnmm] and Charlof ')ﬂ(’l.'?) E5L2H L. IMF (& Chabried 2003 Z{E L 72, Dust
Z{HF U7z, Dust emission (& Daleet all 2004 12 X % E 7 /L dale2014 2 L 7=, AGN 5L
¥, clumpy two-phase torus model T& % skirtor2016 % ffi fl L 7z (Stalevski ef all PUIY, 2OI6),

skirtor2016 T X A F DKERGDIEEE L clump DR TH D, AGN disk emission D F S5 H:H3



ZRINTWVD (Yang et all 2020),

X D IEHERETAAERD =D,
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WMELENTGRA—ZDI LDV D 2ELX ¥k, 2hi

& 2T 6468000 38 D DETMZDOWT 2 DEtE SN, ‘iz SED €7V e HEE S NV ELR

57z,
& 7: CIGALE IC X % SED fitting T L7285 X —%
Model Parameter Value
sfhdelayed tau_main (10° years) 50, 100, 200, 300, 500, 700, 1000.0, 2000.0, 3000.0, 5000.0
age_main (10° years) 50, 100, 200, 500, 1000, 3000, 5000
tau_burst (10° years) 50
age_burst (10° years) 20
f_burst (10° years) 0.0, 0.01, 0.05, 0.1, 0.15, 0.2, 0.3
bc03 imf 1 (Chabrier)
metallicity 0.02
nebular logU -2.0
f_esc 0.0
f_dust 0.0
lines_width (km s™!) 300.0
dustatt_calzleti E_BVs_young 0.01, 0.05, 0.1, 0.3, 0.5, 0.7, 1, 1.5
E_BVs_old_factor 1.0
uv_bump_wavelength (nm) 217.5
uv_bump_width (nm) 35.0
uv_bump_amplitude 0.0
powerlaw_slope 0.0

filters B B90, V B90, FUV
dale2014 alpha 1.0, 1.5, 2.0, 2.5, 3.0
fracAGN 0.0
skirtor2016 i 30, 70
fracAGN 0, 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5, 0.6, 0.7, 0.8, 0.9, 0.99
EBV 0, 0.03, 0.1, 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 1.0, 1.8, 2, 2.5, 3, 3.5, 4, 4.5, 5
redshifting redshift
53 &R

PARADISES ] 42 KKIZDWT D CIGALE i & % SED E 7L %28k BICR Lz, F7e.
SED fitting X DH#EE XN 7= KIKD SFR ¥ AGN fraction # K BIZ/R L7z, I Z T AGN fraction
E. BRI 5 AGN OFRIMEEEDEIGTH 5,



£ 8: PARADISES $RifJ @ SED fitting & h #E X /-HE—E

1D AGN fraction  log SFRsgp (Mg yr—1)
Par-h2 0.10 &+ 0.02 12.28
Par-h3 0.09 £ 0.03 8.43
Par-h4 0.59 + 0.07 0.94
Par-h6 0.10 + 0.0004 31.83
Par-m4 0.10 4+ 0.02 8.19
Par1-01 0.10 £ 0.002 20.99
Par1-02 0.51 4+ 0.06 34.26
Par1-03 0.10 £ 5 x1077 4.77
Par1-06 0.20 + 0.04 15.78
Par1-07 0.26 + 0.07 17.05
Par1-10 0.084 + 0.4 1.68
Par2-01 0.057 £ 0.05 29.23
Par2-02 0.10 £ 0.002 48.25
Par2-03 0.57 + 0.1 0.31
Par2-05 0.22 £ 0.1 7.19
Par2-07 0.008 £+ 0.03 10.0
Par2-09 5.5 x107° 34.66
Par2-10  0.00077 £+ 0.0009 22.27
Par3-01 0.10 £ 0.006 5.78
Par3-02 0.31 £+ 0.06 28.18
Par3-04 0.046 £+ 0.05 7.0
Par3-06 0.48 + 0.06 3.48
Par3-08 0.097 £+ 0.02 18.17
Par3-09 0.39 + 0.03 0.22
Par4-01b 0.41 + 0.04 13.29
Par4-03 0.21 4+ 0.03 0.83
Par4-04 0.023 £+ 0.09 0.9
Par4-05 0.40 + 0.27 0.39
Par4-08 0.004 £+ 0.04 0.41
Par5-01 0.10 + 0.07 18.93
Parb-02 0.21 + 0.03 10.72
Par5-03 7.28 x10710 11.45
Par5-05 0.16 £ 0.05 34.85
Par5-06 0.50 £+ 0.02 0.55
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ID

AGN fraction

log SFRSED (M@ yrfl)

Par5-07
Par5-09
Par6-01
Par6-02
Par6-03
Par6-05
Par6-10

0.051 £ 0.05
0.10 £ 0.02
0.11 £+ 0.04
0.059 £ 0.05
0.016 £ 0.08
0.19 = 0.05
0.093 £ 0.03

19.94
13.45
33.62
38.50
16.66
46.74
49.88
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SED fitting 12 & D #E 7= & RIKD SFR % F\WT. PARADISES #R{f[icE1) % sSFR ¥ fn,,
$SSFR & tgep DBARZR BN IR L7ze WL DD DKIK, KT AGN host, composite & 77 7z

KIETIE, sSFRIZERIMRADE E &8 U7 fH & LR TRIBIC T2 - TWa Z 2 H39)

DFERIX. AGN host $BA[TL

I %. T

JEHMRADEED & B R 2 EMEIC RS 2 2 e 23T E2WATHE

MERBTE2HDTH %,
0.5
A
0.0r ] [ ]
A
* n
405 1#:'; . !
=t * . o & ¢
(o] [ |
-~ -10; _® 8
i;: Lh
A
—1.5} & AGN host ¢
L Composite
B sFG
_20 T T T
-11 -10 -9

31: fy, —sSFR 78 v b (f), taep —

log sSFR [/yr]

IOg tdep [yr]

11.0 Y
i [ ]
105 a®
4
°
10.0f
9.5} :'
A, .
]
9.0} Byt A 4
.‘ [ |
| ® AGN host ® =
8.5 .
L composite A *
B sFG *
8.0 r , ;
-11 -10 -9

log sSFR [/yr]

sSFR (F) 78 v b, &> YRV BPT diagram 12 & 55
HERLTBD., JRILD AGN host, FxD =2 Composite, HDPUAD SFG TH 5,

X 82 1 BPT diagram, X B3 I WISE color IZ & % AGN ZHiTdh h, &KX SED fitting 12 &

D H#EE X N7= AGN fraction T4
% RAKIE AGN fraction 25 0.2 2 X % D DHZ W,

FTERTW2S, EE50ZMICH

SWT 3. AGN host 27X N
—7%. BPT diagram 128\ T SFG & 77 4H X

NBRIKIZDH AGN fraction BEVWKIEBIFEL TW3B, ZHlE. PARADISES SB[ H W T BPT
diagram TIZIEMEIZ AGN host $R{FA[ %2 B RTETOWRWATREMEZ RIE L TW 5,
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7272, photometry data 23/ D TWRWRIKDI D 5 Z & R RIKZ & D photometry data DN
BERGDT, FEODSED BEAUILFEHMTELDDTH 202D D20ENDH 5, D LT,

LD IEMEICRIPRREHET T 2 TEEE X 2 DHTROMETH 5,

log ([Ol1] A5007/Hg)

~1.00-0.75-0.50-0.25 0.00 0.25
log ([NII] A6584/H )

T
o
~

AGN fraction

o
[N

0.0

32: BPT diagram | T® PARADISES #R{F D73 fi, AGN fraction IZ X » T ENTW S, Bl
PARADISES #Rifl @ CO(1-0) BRI S ko7 d D, BOFERIZ 2k 3

theoretical relation, BRI Kauffmann ef all 12 & % empirical relation TH %,

2.0 Y
O AGN host
A Composite

=
w
T

[wl]-[w2] (mag)
o

o
un

B SFG .

[w2]-[w3] (mag)

o
~

AGN fraction

o
[}

0.0

33: WISE color IZ & %5 AGN selection (Mafeas et all 2I1%), AGN fraction IZ & o TEPIFEINT WV 3,
BOEMRTH N MHIRAN D RIAEAD AGN host R & L THEIETNTWS, % ¥RV DOEEHIZ BPT
diagram 12 & 2778 %Z R L TE D, FRALD AGN host, kD =FAH Composite, HFDPUMH D SFG TH 5,
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6 X&®

ARFFE TR, B4l 45 m BIREREIFIC Kk 23865 U/LIRG 51 RIKD CO(1-0) MEFRBIHI O R %
F o,

Bl X A7z CO luminosity 22 HIRP DO FH RAEEZEH L. 7 F A& LR OFRHEDBFRIC
DWTHATIHEY > I e DB E1T o572, 2 LT, 365 U/LIRG 1B 2HEEH & EREIE
HOMBRZHNZ 2D, TWERICEOSWTAERKBEZ L O ZITo 72 F. AT ORI Z
W7z AGN OZBNcH-S &, AGN OIFED U/LIRG O BEEIEENC S X 2 &R RN,

o CO(1-0) HEFIZBIA X N7z 51 KIAD 5 % 42 RIKATHH X7z, CO luminosity 2> & 70 F 4
2ZBEREPEHTIEDCO-—Hy a2 N—=Yar 777 &%— (aco) IBBRICKFET 2E%E
FH L. &8 &!X mass-metallicity relation 2> 53K D7z, BH I W7 FH A EEDHH L.
1.705 — 52.82 x 10° My, TH %,

ARIFGED Y > FIVKRIKTH % PARADISES #RiF[1X, main sequence b D /7 —< LRI & LLig
LThHFH AL E L. depletion time 235\, Z 4L1Z PARADISES $RiF 23 2 B 315 F 7
U/LIRG TH2ZehbTFHINEZTHD, LITHRLEFELRVWERTH 5,
PARADISES $RW @D 5 B 4 77D 3IIHEAEH L TEH D, FREIEERT O TH 5 Z L 23
WTEe ZLTHTHARLLY sSFRPEGERDOBETOITPIIHEML TWzZ e h b, |/
BRI FHRAEDOHEINCE ST 2 Z & T, BERPIERICKR S &0 AfREEN R S iz,
PARADISES $RiA[ Tld. o FH R BIERFNRIC AGN DFHIZ L2 EWIEIR N o
Too AU —< VR TORERE B2 DTH D, U/LIRG D & 5 IBHNERREITS
72— RZHBHIWPTIE. AGNTEENC K o THFHRILE sSFRPE T LRV & 2R3 hE
RTH 5,



47

R

AWGE R ED 212H72 0. 1HEHETH 2 AFEBERBEIZICIBZ O THEL YIS 2 W2 &
¥ UTzo RSUEDHEED T2 o T AMCHRSUR K BFITHEE L T2 &, MIRDED HRE I I
DVWTRINFIEETHE L Lz, FLMAERICSMT 2B MOMITED ST 4 Likim 3 2%
EoTWiEWwW/ieZ e T, RIZEDZ e TEFE Lz, ZIWHELSEHHAL LT E T,

SWIMS F— 2 O/NUELK, @EERIK, MEE TR, 5 [DHE IR OV THEZ L D
BErnwit &, FREBROYEEIRICBOTHIEFICBMEHCR D L, 2 ZWE#HHBH L LT
EJC S

EVRXA « KT — &1 Z—D/MUFEERIIE, RO FIECHE DD 12DV T
B CHREE W EE Lz, 2R L BT ET,

ERKXENT A BEFTO/MUGHHEBEZICIE, FRICOVWTEZ L OME2 VWL EFE L,
ZIWEHABL RIT %D,

FARFEFEOBREE K. Yun Jeung [X, PP RERIK, MR R, HPEALK, %% OB @
IR RICIEH 2 OWFSATE CREBMEEICR D £ L, DL VEHH VLU ET,

EV KA - Jeiififtit v 2 —oHEATIERICE. Hi2osRIGBEHTAREBHEICRD L
720 D& DEFHI WL T,

BZIC, TRETOMREREZ L X T WeEE Y RACHEL B#WE L 5,



{38 A  Best fitting SED model
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Best model for par-h6
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Best model for parl-03
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Best model for parl-07
(z=0.031, reduced x?=2.7)
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Best model for par2-01
(z=0.153, reduced x?=1.6)
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Best model for par2-03
(z=0.102, reduced x?=1.1e+01)
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Best model for par2-07
(z=0.115, reduced x?=2.7)
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Best model for par3-02
(z=0.116, reduced x?=1.5)
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Best model for par3-09
(z=0.103, reduced x?=3.2)
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Best model for par4-05
(z=0.106, reduced x?=8.0)

104 E " stellar attenuated ]
=== Stellar unattenuated
—— Nebular emission
—— Dust emission
103 E AGN emission
= Model spectrum
® Model fluxes
102 | @ Observed fluxes
=
£
~ 101 L
%]
100 - J
10—1 P 4
o L . -
+ (Obs-Mod)/Obs ‘|~ + +T7
X -
=T g0 -
og O + P
&Y + 0t
-1 . 0 - 1 . 2 cicate
10 10 10 25
Observed A (um) YA
61: Par4-05
Best model for par4-08
(z=0.103, reduced x?=3.4)
Stellar attenulated ' '
104 F—=—- Stellar unattenuated =
—— Nebular emission N
—— Dust emission N i
3L AGN emission ' UM
10 = Model spectrum I |
® Model fluxes
102 D Observed fluxes L/J’”
=
S
= 10't . 3
n et
T g
oL et
10 A,/A.n‘"
10—1 -f!/ X
1071k || 1 ) o |_
+  (Obs-Mod)/Obs _|_ _I:l-
S
o= R S DU S .
&9 -7
-1 1 1 1
10° 10! 10? s
Observed A (um) @;

62: Par4-08



Best model for par5-01
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Best model for par5-02
(z=0.112, reduced x?=3.9)
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Best model for par6-03
(z=0.14, reduced x?>=3.7)
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