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A B ST R A C T

W epresenta quantitativeestim ateoftherelativeAG N/starburstcontentin a sam ple

of59 nearby (z < 0:15)infrared brightULIRG staken from the1 Jy sam ple,based on

infrared L-band (3-4 �m )spectra.By using diagnosticdiagram sand a sim ple decon-

volution m odel,weshow thatatleast60% oflocalULIRG scontain an activenucleus,

buttheAG N contribution to thebolom etriclum inosity isrelevantonly in � 15� 20%

ofthe sources.O verall,ULIRG s appearto be powered by the starburstprocess,re-

sponsible for > 85% ofthe observed infrared lum inosity.The subsam ple ofsources

optically classi�ed as LINERs(31 objects)showsa sim ilarAG N/starburstdistribu-

tion asthe whole sam ple,indicating a com posite nature forthisclassofobjects.W e

also show thata few ULIRG s,optically classi�ed asstarbursts,haveL-band spectral

featuressuggesting the presenceofa buried AG N.

K ey w ords: galaxies:active-galaxies:starburst-infrared:galaxies

1 IN T R O D U C T IO N

Ultralum inousInfrared G alaxies (ULIRG s,LIR � LB O L >

1012L� )havebeen studied atallwavelengths,from radio to

hard X-rays,with theprim ary aim ofestim ating therelative

contribution ofaccretion and starform ation activity to the

bolom etric lum inosity.

Recently,L-band (3-4 �m ) spectroscopy provided new

powerful tools to perform this study.Im anishi & D udley

(2000), Risaliti et al. (2006, hereafter R06), Im anishi et

al. (2006, hearafter I06), Im anishi et al. (2008), Sani et

al.(2008) analyzed nearby bright ULIRG s from the IRAS

Bright G alaxy Sam ple (Sanders et al.2003) and the IRAS

1 Jy sam ple (K im & Sanders1998) and dem onstrated that

the AG N and starburstcom ponentscan be disentangled in

L-band spectra,using severalindicators:

- 3.3 �m em ission feature: this em ission is due to Pol-

icyclic Arom atic Hydrocarbon (PAH) m olecules, and is

prom inentin starburst-dom inated sources(equivalentwidth

EW � 110nm ),whileitisweak orabsentin AG N-dom inated

sources.Thisobservationalresultism otivated by thedi� er-

ent intrinsic em ission ofAG Ns and starbursts:the intense

X-ray radiation oftheform erisbelieved to destroy thePAH

m olecules,which can instead survivein thestarburstradia-

tion � eld.

- 3.4 �m absorption feature: in ULIRG s,the presence of

this feature with an optical depth �3:4 > 0:2 is observa-

tionally associated to heavily obscured AG Ns.This is due

to the centrally concentrated em ission ofAG Ns,which can

be e� ectively covered by large colum nsofdust.Im anishi&

M aloney (2003)dem onstrated thatalarge-scalesource,such

as a starburst,interspersed within the dustresponsible for

absorption,cannot have a 3.4 �m absorption feature with

� > 0:2.

- Continuum slope: ULIRG s containing heavily obscured

AG Ns show a m uch redder L-band continuum than unob-

scured AG Ns and starbursts.This is due to the reddening

e� ectofthecovering dust.Ifthecontinuum ism odeled with

a sim ple powerlaw in the �-f� plane,i.e.f�/ �
�,the typi-

calvaluesforthe slope � are � � -0.5 forunobscured AG Ns

and pure starburst,while � > 1 for heavily obscured AG Ns

(R06).

-Bolom etricratios:theintrinsicratio between the3 �m and

bolom etric lum inosity is � 100 tim es higherin pure AG Ns

than in starbursts(R06).The m easured ratio in ULIRG sis

thereforein itselfan indicatorofthepossiblepresenceofan

AG N com ponent.

ThepowerofL-band spectroscopicanalysislaysin thecapa-

bility ofdetecting heavily obscured AG Ns,which arem issed

at other wavelenghs. The com bination of the properties

listed above im plies that an AG N with an L-band optical

depth A L � 1� 5 (corresponding to A V � 20-100,i.e.com -

pletely absorbed from the UV to the near-IR) can stillbe

detectable in the L-band spectrum ofULIRG s,even when

itscontribution to the bolom etric lum inosity isnegligible.

http://arxiv.org/abs/0908.4544v1
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A quantitativeapplication oftheabovediagnosticshasbeen

proposed by R06,who assum ed thattheL-band spectra can

be reproduced asthe com bination ofa � xed starbursttem -

plate and an AG N tem plate with variable dustabsorption.

As a consequence,the m odelhas two free param eters:the

fraction ofthe AG N contribution to the L-band lum inosity,

�,and the opticaldepth �L ofthedustabsorbing theAG N

com ponent.These two param eters can be estim ated from

the observed continuum slope,� ,and the equivalentwidth

E W 3:3 ofthe 3.3 �m PAH em ission feature.

In thispaperwepresenttheapplication ofthism ethod

to a com plete sam ple of59 ULIRG with available L-band

spectroscopic observations.The sam ple consists of allthe

ULIRG s in the IRAS 1 Jy sam ple with redshift z < 0:15.

The opticalclassi� cation (Veilleux et al.1999) is AG N for

14sources(25% ),starburstfor12sources(22% )and LINER

for 31 sources (56% ).Two sources are not optically classi-

� ed.O ur work is m ostly based on published data,which

already provided an AG N/starburstclassi� cation,based on

the diagnostic features sum m arized above.The signi� cant

im provem entpresented here consistsin m oving from a sim -

ple ULIRG sclassi� cation as starburst or AG N,to a quan-

titative estim ate ofthe contribution ofthe two com ponents

to the bolom etric lum inosity.

A sim ilar approach has also been successfully used by

Nardiniet al.(2008) on Spitzer/IRS 5-8 �m spectra of a

sam ple of localULIRG s largely overlapping with the one

presented here.W e willdiscuss our results in com parison

with those ofNardinietal.2008 in Section 3.

2 D A TA A N A LY SIS

Theobservationsin thenorthern hem ispherehavebeen per-

form ed with theSUBARU (45sources)and IRTF (6sources)

telescopes,and have been presented in I06.In the southern

hem ispheretheobservationswerem adewith theVLT (eight

sources).Fourofthese sourceshave been presented by R06

and Risalitietal.2006B,while the rem aining fourwere ob-

served in early 2006 with ISAAC,with the sam e con� gura-

tion asforthe� rsteightsources,and reduced following the

steps described in R06.W e refer to R06 and I06 for a de-

tailed description ofthedata reduction and a visualanalysis

ofthe spectra.

W eperform ed ahom ogeneousanalysisofallthesources

in our sam ple, � tting each f� spectrum with a standard

�
2
m inim ization using stated observational uncertainties.

The adopted m odelconsistsofa powerlaw continuum ,and

a G aussian em ission feature at rest fram e wavelength of

3.3 �m .For each source,the spectralintervalused for the

� tis� = 3:25� (1+ z)� 4:1 �m ,i.e.the region containing

the 3.3 �m em ission feature and the continuum at longer

wavelengthsup to the end ofthe L-band.W e excluded the

wavelengthsshortward ofthePAH em ission featureto avoid

regions ofbad atm ospheric transm ission,and possible dis-

tortions ofthe continuum slope due to ice absorption fea-

tures(seeR06 and I06 form oredetails).In a few spectra an

hydrocarbon absorption feature at rest fram e wavelength

�rest = 3:4 � 3:5 �m is clearly present.In these cases we

added a G aussian absorption com ponent in our � ts.In all

the other cases we checked that this extra com ponent is

notrequired statistically.In Fig.1 we show a few exam ples

E F

DC

A B

τ=1.7 Γ=1.9

Γ=2.5
EW=87α=0.98

τ=5.4 Γ=0.1
EW=15

τ=0.4
α=0.90

Γ<−1
EW=43

τ=0
α<0.11

Γ=−0.4
EW=3

τ=0.1
α=0.98

α>0.99α>0.99
τ=7.7 Γ=6.2

EW=76 EW<2

Figure 1. Six exam plesofourdata and best�tm odels,including

objectsam ong the highest(B )and lowest(F)S/N .A ,B and C :

sourcesintrinsically dom inated by a heavily obscured AG N .The

starburstcom ponentishoweverstrong in the observed spectra in

A and C .N otethatC isoptically classi�ed asstarburst.D and E :

objects containing a weakely obscured AG N ,which is dom inant

in theL-band,butnotin theBolom etriclum inosity (SeeTable1).

F:Starburst-dom inated object.

of the data and spectral� tting for representative objects

in our sam ple. In Table 1 we list the best � t param eters

� and E W 3:3 for each source.A third im portant param e-

ter which can be directly inferred from the analysis is the

ratio between the lum inosity in the L-band and the bolo-

m etric one,obtained from IRAS 
 uxes.As shown in R06,

these three param eters are enough to provide a classi� ca-

tion ofthesourceswith respecttotheirAG N/starburstcon-

tent.This is illustrated in Fig.2 and 3.In Fig.2 we show

the position ofour sources in the � -E W 3:3 plane.W e also

show the regions occupied by obscured AG N,unobscured

AG N,and starbursts,based on thecalibration donein R06.

Fig.3 showsthe m easured L-band to bolom etric 
 ux ratio,

R L = �f�(3.3�m )/F(8-1000�m )versusE W 3:3.W enotethat
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Source (instrum enta ) � E W � � L � B O L �3:4 C l(L)b C l(Sp)c

IR A S 00188-0856 (S) 6.2� 0.1 76� 13 7.7� 1.4 0.995� 0.003 0.91� 0.06 0.36� 0.06 A G N * A G N

IR A S 02411+ 0353E (V ) -2.4� 2.2 177� 51 0
e

< 0:1
e

< 10
� 3e

0
f

{ SB

IR A S 02411+ 0353W (V ) -2.5� 3.0 183� 80 < 3 < 0:96 < 0:18 0
f

{ SB

IR A S 03250+ 1606 (S) -1.8� 1.1 83� 22 0
d

< 0.52 < 0.01 0
f

A G N * SB

IR A S 04103-2838 (V ) -0.1� 0.2 59� 6 0.7� 0.4 0.63� 0.07 0.02� 0.005 0f { A G N *

IR A S 08572+ 3915 (I) 1.9� 0.1 1� 1 1.7� 0.1 > 0:99 > 0:71 0.88� 0.05 A G N A G N

IR A S 09039+ 0503 (S) 0.3� 0.8 257� 88 0
e

< 0:1
e

< 10
� 3e

0
f

A G N * A G N *

IR A S 09116+ 0334 (S) -1.9� 0.3 77� 18 0
d

0.3� 0:2 0.02
+ 0:015

� 0:015
0
f

A G N * SB

IR A S 09539+ 0857 (S) -0.5� 0.2 101� 21 < 0.2 < 0.09 < 0.01 0
f

SB A G N *

IR A S 10378+ 1108 (S) -2.8� 1.2 43� 24 0
d

0.6� 0:2 0.02
+ 0:02

� 0:01
0
f

SB A G N *

IR A S 10485-1447 (S) 3.4� 0.2 41� 3 3.6� 0.3 0.98� 0.01 0.37� 0.03 0.25� 0.08 A G N * A G N *

IR A S 10494+ 4424 (S) -0.5� 0.2 126� 15 < 0.2 < 0.11 < 0.01 0
f

A G N * SB

IR A S 11095-0238 (S) 1.5� 0.1 127� 26 5.7� 3.9 > 0.95 > 0:20 0
f

SB A G N

IR A S 12112+ 0305N E (V ) 0.1� 1.0 69� 30 < 3 0.63� 0.35 < 0:04 0
f

SB SB

IR A S 12112+ 0305SW (V ) -0.9� 0.7 < 300 { { { 0
f

{ {

IR A S 12359-0725 (S) 2.3� 0.3 83� 17 4.6� 1.8 0.97� 0.02 0.25� 0.15 0
f

A G N * A G N *

IR A S 12127-1412 (S) 2.1� 0.1 21� 6 2.0� 0.1 0.97� 0.01 0.25� 0.06 0
f

A G N A G N

IR A S 13335-2612 (V ) 2.0� 1.5 220� 146 0
e

< 0:1
e

< 10
� 3e

0
f

{ SB

IR A S 14252-1550E (S) 0.1� 1.6 85� 32 { { { 0
f

{ {

IR A S 14252-1550W (S) 0.1� 0.3 91� 20 < 1.8 0.55� 0.30 0.01� 0.008 0f A G N * SB

IR A S 14348-1447 (V ) 0.4� 0.4 110� 30 1.2� 1.1 < 0.72 < 0.03 0
f

A G N * A G N *

A rp 220 (I) 0.4� 0.2 79� 9 1.8� 0.7 0.69� 0.10 0.02� 0.01 0
f

SB A G N *

IR A S 16090-0139 (S) 2.5� 5.8 < 180 { { { 0f A G N * A G N *

IR A S 16468+ 5200 (S) -2.8� 1.6 184� 70 { < 0:54 < 0:01 0
f

SB A G N *

IR A S 16487+ 5447 (S) -2.0� 1.4 126� 37 { { { 0
f

A G N * SB

IR A S 17028+ 5817 (S) -2.1� 0.2 83� 11 0d 0.24� 0.10 0.003� 0.001 0f A G N * SB

IR A S 17044+ 6720 (S) 1.3� 0.1 18� 4 1.4� 0.1 0.95� 0.01 0.17� 0.03 0.14� 0.09 A G N A G N

IR A S 21219-1757 (S) -0.7� 0.1 1� 0.5 0d 0.99� 0.005 0.47� 0.10 0f { {

IR A S 21329-2346 (S) -0.4� 0.7 79� 16 < 1:5 < 0:74 < 0:02 0
f

A G N * A G N *

IR A S 23234+ 0946 (S) 0.6� 0.1 146� 14 0
e

< 0:1
e

< 10
� 3e

0
f

SB SB

IR A S 23327+ 2913 (S) 0.1� 0.8 52� 16 < 2:0 0.70� 0.20 0.023� 0.017 0f SB A G N *

IR A S 10190+ 1322E (S) -0.5� 0.1 82� 3 < 0.2 0.26� 0.06 0.003� 0.001 0
f

SB SB

IR A S 10190+ 1322W (S) -2.2� 0.4 79� 20 0
d

< 0:46 < 0:02 0
f

SB SB

IR A S 11387+ 4116 (S) -1.1� 0.4 106� 31 0
d

< 0.45 < 0.02 0
f

SB SB

IR A S 11506+ 1331 (S) 2.5� 0.2 87� 10 5.4� 1.3 0.98� 0.01 0.35� 0.12 0
f

A G N A G N

IR A S 13509+ 0442 (S) 0.2� 1.3 157� 35 < 3:4 < 0.97 < 0.28 0
f

SB SB

IR A S 13539+ 2920 (S) -0.6� 0.6 94� 20 < 2:8 < 0.73 < 0.03 0
f

SB SB

IR A S 14060+ 2919 (S) -0.2� 0.2 185� 15 0
e

< 0:1
e

< 10
� 3e

0
f

SB SB

IR A S 15206+ 3342 (S) 0.2� 0.2 71� 14 1.1� 0.8 0.64� 0.15 0.02� 0.01 0
f

SB SB

IR A S 15225+ 2350 (S) 1.3� 0.6 28� 13 1.5� 0.8 0.93� 0.04 0.12� 0.07 0
f

A G N * A G N *

IR A S 16474+ 3430 (S) 0.5� 0.4 103� 29 4.8� 13.4 0.90� 0.48 0.08� 0.36 0
f

A G N * SB

IR A S 20414-1651 (S) -1.4� 1.0 77� 18 1.5� 3.4 < 0.66 < 0.02 0
f

SB SB

IR A S 21208-0519 (S) -0.4� 3.1 169� 102 { { { 0
f

SB SB

IR A S 05189-2524 (V ) 0.1� 0.1 7� 1 0.4� 0.1 0.96� 0.01 0.18� 0.01 0
f

A G N A G N

IR A S 08559+ 1053 (S) -0.2� 0.1 13� 4 0.3� 0.1 0.91� 0.03 0.09� 0.03 0
f

A G N {

IR A S 12072-0444 (S) 1.2� 0.2 86� 19 3.5� 1.9 0.90� 0.08 0.08� 0.06 0.57� 0.11 A G N {

M rk 273 (I) 0.1� 0.1 31� 5 0.5� 0.2 0.81� 0.04 0.04� 0.01 0
f

A G N A G N

IR A S 13443+ 0802 (S) -0.6� 1.1 111� 56 < 2:0 < 0:5 < 0:01 0
f

SB {

P K S 1345+ 12 (I) 0.7� 0.1 7� 3 0.9� 0.1 0.97� 0.01 0.25� 0.08 0
f

A G N A G N

IR A S 15130-1958 (S) 0.2� 0.1 8� 1 0.5� 0.1 0.95� 0.01 0.17� 0.05 0
f

A G N {

IR A S 17179+ 5444 (S) 1.3� 0.3 24� 13 1.5� 0.4 0.94� 0.04 0.14� 0.09 1� 0.5 A G N {

M rk 1014 (I) -0.7� 0.1 8� 1 0
d

0.91� 0.01 0.09� 0.01 0
f

A G N {

IR A S 07599+ 6508 (S) -0.3� 0.1 1� 1 0.2� 0.05 > 0:99 > 0:7 0
f

A G N {

IR A S 11598-0112 (S) -0.3� 0.2 5� 3 0.1� 0.1 0.96� 0.03 0.19� 0.10 0
f

A G N {

M rk 231 (I) -0.4� 0.1 3� 0.5 0.1� 0.05 0.98� 0.01 0.28� 0.02 0
f

A G N A G N

IR A S 15462-0450 (S) 0.1� 0.2 15� 5 0.4� 0.2 0.90� 0.04 0.09� 0.03 0
f

A G N {

IR A S 12127-1412 (S) 2.0� 0.1 21� 6 2.0� 0.1 0.97� 0.01 0.25� 0.06 0.25� 0:07 A G N A G N

IR A S 14197+ 0813 (S) -0.6� 0.5 130� 16 < 0.9 < 0.67 < 0.02 0
f

{ {

IR A S 14485-2434 (S) 0.7� 0.1 65� 8 1.7� 0.3 0.80� 0.04 0.04� 0.01 0
f

A G N {

Table 1. R esults from AG N -SB decom position as described in the text.The horizontallinesdivide the sources in groups according to

their opticalclassi�cation:LIN ER s (�rst group),starbursts (second group),AG N (third group) and unclassi�ed (the lasttwo sources).

The error on �B O L does not take into account the uncertainties on the L-band to bolom etric ratios.A m ore realistic estim ate can be

estim ate from the scatterin Fig.5B (see textform oredetails).a:Telescope/instrum entofthe observation:S:Subaru;V :V LT-ISA AC;I:

IRTF.b:Classi�cation from \standard" L-band diagnostics,(from I06),based on the PA H EW and the presence ofabsorption features.

A n asterisk indicatesa weak evidence forthe presence ofthe AG N .c:Classi�cation based on Spitzer-IR S spectroscopy (from Im anishiet

al.2007).d:A bsorption is assum ed to be � = 0,due to the steep continuum (� < � 0:5 at > 90% con�dence level).e:Values and upper

lim its obtained assum ing the source is pure starburst,due to the high equivalent width ofthe 3.3�m feature (EW > 110 nm at > 90%

con�dence level).f:3.4 �m absorption notrequired to adequately �tthe spectrum .
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R L isin principlearatherpowerfulindicator,given thehuge

di� erence between the L-band to bolom etric ratiosforpure

AG Nsand pure starbursts(ofa factor ofabout100,R06).

However it is not capable of giving an absolute estim ate

ofthe relative contributions ofthe AG N/SB com ponents,

because ofthe degeneracy introduced by the extinction of

the AG N com ponent:the sam e ratio can be obtained with

a faint,unobscured AG N m ixed with a powerfulstarburst,

or with a m uch m ore lum inous,even bolom etrically dom i-

nant,but heavily obscured AG N.However,on average we

observe an anticorrelation between thisAG N indicatorand

the 3.3 �m PAH starburstindicator(Fig.3).

The second partofouranalysis consistsofa quantita-

tive estim ate ofthe physically relevant param eters for our

sources,i.e.the absorption ofthe AG N com ponent,�,and

the continuum fraction ofem ission due to the AG N,� (es-

tim ated at3.3 �m ).W eusethesim ple m ethod described in

R06:the totalspectrum is reproduced as a com bination of

an AG N powerlaw com ponent,fA G N = C 1�
�
A G N

,absorbed

by dustfollowing the extinction law � / �
� 1:75

(Cardelliet

al.1989),and a starburstcom ponent,consisting ofa power

law continuum fS B = C 2�
�
S B

and a G aussian em ission line

at� = 3:3�m with a � xed equivalentwidth E WS B with re-

spectto thestarburstcontinuum com ponent.Following the

results obtained for bright ULIRG s in R06,we chose the

values �A G N = � 0:5,�S B = � 0:5,and E W S B = 110 nm

forthe AG N and SB tem plates.

Using this m odel,with sim ple algebra we can obtain

the observed param eters � and E W 3:3 as a function ofthe

extinction � and theAG N fraction � = C1=(C 1 + C 2).� and

� can then beobtained sim ply inverting theseequations,as

shown in R06.The � nalresultis:

�L =
E W S B � � E W 3:3

�(E W S B � E W 3:3)
(1)

� =
E W S B � E W 3:3

(E W S B � E W 3:3)+ E W 3:3 � e� �L

(2)

where � isthe index ofthe extinction powerlaw (�= 1.75).

The errors on � and � can be directly estim ated from the

above equations,asshown in the Appendix ofR06.

In � ve casesthe errorson the observed param etersare

too high to obtain signi� cant estim ates of� and �.Forall

the othersourcesthe resultsare listed in Table 1.

The application of this m odel to the m easured pa-

ram eters listed in Table 1 is not straightforward for all

sources: in several cases the best � t values and the 90%

con� denceintervalsofone orboth ofE W3:3 and � are out-

side the \allowed range" ofourm odel,� < �m in = -0.5 and

E W 3:3 > E W m ax= 110 nm .In these cases our approach is

the following:

� If� < � 0:5 at > 90% statisticalsigni� cance,we assum e

� = 0 and we estim ate the relative AG N fraction using

E W 3:3:� = 1� E W 3:3=(110 nm );

� IfE W3:3 > 110 nm and � is not higher than the pure

starburstvalue�S B = �m in = � 0:5 weassum ethesourceis

predom inantly powered by a pure starburstand we putan

upper lim it of1% to the AG N contribution.W e note that

in no case E W 3:3 > 110 nm and � > � 0:5 at a 90% con� -

dencelevel.Thevaluesof� and � so obtained are shown in

Table 1.

The � nal step in our analysis is the estim ate of the

fraction ofthebolom etric em ission due to theAG N,�B O L .

AGN

SB

LINERs

Figure 2.3-4 �m continuum slope (in a �� f� spectrum ) ver-

sus Equivalent W idth of the 3.3 �m PA H em ission feature for

the sam ple ofz < 0:15 U LIRG s in the 1 Jy sam ple (Veilleux et

al.1999).The dashed linesm ark the starburst,unobscured AG N

and AG N zones according to the results of R isalitiet al.2006.

The sam ple is split into two di�erent panels for clarity,depend-

ing ofthe opticalclassi�cation ofthe objects,m arked asdi�erent

sym bols.

Thisquantity isrelated to theAG N fraction in theL-band,

�,through two new param eters,i.e.the ratio between the

L-band and bolom etric lum inositiesforpureAG N and pure

SB,R A G N and R S B .Sim ple calculationsshow that:�bol =

�=(� + K (1 � �)) where K = R A G N =R S B .Following the

results obtained for bright sources (R06) we use R A G N =

0:2 and R S B = 0:002.The factor K = 100 in the above

equation im ply thatthebolom etriccontribution oftheAG N
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Figure 3. R atio between L-band and bolom etriclum inosity,R L ,

versusequivalent width ofthe 3.3 �m PA H em ission feature.W e

adopt 20% errors on R L ,estim ated from the average IR A S and

L-band absolute calibration uncertainties.The dashed linesm ark

the starburstand AG N zones according to R 06.Sym bolsare the

sam e asin Fig.2.

can besm alleven in thosecaseswheretheAG N com ponent

is dom inant in the L-band.The values of �bol estim ated

using the above equation are listed in Colum n 6 ofTable 1.

The uncertainties related to the factor K (log(K )� 2� 0.5,

R06)are discussed in Section 3.3.

3 D ISC U SSIO N

Theapplication ofourm odelto the59 z < 0:15 ULIRG sin

the1Jy sam pleofVeilleux etal.(1999)provided aquantita-

tiveestim ateoftheAG N/starburstcontribution in ULIRG s,

and in particularin those optically classi� ed asLINERs.

Here we (1) review and discuss our results,(2) com -

pare them with the opticalspectroscopic classi� cation,and

with the other m ulti-wavelength AG N/starburstindicators

sum m arized in the Introduction,and (3)discussthe uncer-

taintiesofourapproach.

3.1 T he A G N content in U LIR G s

The m ostrelevantresultofthe presentwork isa quantita-

tive estim ate ofthe contributionsofthe two energy sources

to thelum inosity ofULIRG s.Theestim ated AG N fractions

in the L-band and in the totalem ission are sum m arized in

the histogram s in Fig.4.The com parison between the two

distributionsshowsthe powerofourdiagnostics:the AG N,

when present,dom inatestheL-band em ission in m ostcases,

even in objectswhere itscontribution to the totallum inos-

ity is negligible. W e note that our estim ates strongly de-

pend on the m odelization ofthe starburst/AG N em ission.

In particular,weassum ea � xed starbursttem plate,with no

free param eter.W e expect this to be a sim pli� cation ofa

m ore com plex spectralbehaviour,in at least two respects:

a)theintrinsicequivalentwidth ofthe3.3 �m em ission fea-

ture (assum ed to be EW 3:3 = 110 nm in ourm odel)shows

a signi� cant spread am ong pure starbursts,and b)the ob-

served starburst em ission could be a� ected by som e red-

dening/absorption,as suggested by the large spread ofthe

ratio between 
 ux ofthe 3.3 �m feature and the bolom et-

ric em ission in pure starbursts (I06).Therefore,we believe

ouranalysisprovidescorrectresultsin a statisticalsensefor

the whole sam ple,butcan be a� ected by larger uncertain-

tiesthan estim ated in Table 1.W e willdiscussthisissue in

m ore detailin Section 3.3.

O verall,ouranalysisshowsthat:

-An AG N is presentin m ost (> 60% ) ULIRG s.This frac-

tion dropsto> 30% forLINERs(however,in severalobjects

with low S/N the upperlim itforthe AG N fraction isquite

high,see Table 1).

- The contribution of AG Ns to the L-band em ission is

> 50% ,while the fraction ofthe bolom etric lum inosity of

ULIRG s due to AG Ns is < 20% .Restricting to LINERs,

the fraction ofAG N contribution is < 30% in the L-band,

and < 15% bolom etrically.

-In a few LINERsthepresenceofan heavily obscured AG N

is bolom etrically signi� cant.O n the other side there is an

indication thatm ostoftheheavily obscured AG N are LIN-

ERs (this is based only on � 5� 8 objects,so it needs to

becon� rm ed with largersam ples).This� ndingcon� rm sthe

heterogeneous nature ofthis class ofobjects,which are on

averagedom inated by starburstem ission,butcan hostpow-

erfulburied AG Ns.

-In ourm odel,Q SO classlum inousburied AG Nsarefound

only in a sm allfraction of ULIRG s classi� ed optically as

LINERsorstarbursts.

3.2 C om parison w ith other A G N indicators

An AG N/SB classi� cation form ostofoursourceshasbeen

presented,based on observationsatotherwavelength,oron

a di� erentanalysisofL-band data.

O ptical:Fig.2 shows the classi� cation ofoursourcesin a

continuum slope-PAH EW plot,foreach opticalclass:AG N,

starburst,and LINER.AG Nsand starburstsareclearly sep-

arated,and arelocated in theregionsfound by R06.Twoex-

ceptionsarefound am ong optically classi� ed starbursts:two

sources,IRAS 20414-1651 and IRAS 11506+ 1331 (PanelC

in Fig.1)show signaturesofthepresenceofabsorbed AG Ns,

which werem issed by studiesatotherwavelengths.LINERs

are spread throughoutthe plot,con� rm ing theircom posite

nature,asquantitatively shown in Table 1 and Fig.4.

L-band absorption features:Aliphatic hydrocarbon ab-

sorption featuresatrest-fram ewavelengths3.4-3.5 �m have

been detected in seven sources (three AG Nsand fourLIN-

ERs).Allthese objects have a clear detection ofan AG N

according to ourm odel.M oreover,they areallassociated to

steep continua,with estim ated continuum extinction � > 1

(see also Saniet al.2008).Therefore,this correlation is a

further independent con� rm ation ofthe validity ofour di-

agnostics.

P revious L-band diagnostics:M ostofthesourcesin our

sam ple were presented and discussed in I06.In this work,

the possible presence ofthe AG N in thiswork isestim ated
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Figure 4. D istribution ofthe relative AG N contribution to the

L-band em ission (upper panel) and to the bolom etric em ission

(lowerpanel)in oursam ple ofU LIRG s.Blue and red (dark)his-

togram s refer to LIN ER s only, while yellow (light) histogram s

referto the whole sam ple.

through the EW of the 3.3 �m PAH and the presence of

absorption features.The � nalclassi� cation isshown in Ta-

ble1,and isin generalagreem entwith ourresults.W estress

again the two m ain im provem entsin the analysispresented

here:a quantitative estim ateoftherelativeAG N/SB contri-

butions,and the inclusion ofthe continuum reddening asa

furtherindicatorofan obscured AG N (e.g.the source C in

Fig.1).

M id-IR diagnostics:Im anishietal.(2007)presented com -

pleteSpitzer-IRS spectroscopy ofm ostofoursources,and an

AG N/SB classi� cation based on severaldiagnostic features

(PAH em ission at6.2,7.7and 11.3 �m ,silicateabsorption at

� 9-10 �m ).Theresultsareshown in thelastcolum n ofTa-

ble1,and again arein good agreem entwith theconclusions

presented here,with the sam e lim itations discussed above

forpreviousL-band diagnostics.

Nardinietal.(2008)perform ed an analysisofthesam e

Spitzer spectra,focusing on the 5-8 �m spectralrange,and

applying an analysissim ilarto the one presented here.The

resultson thesinglesourcesarein excellentagreem entin the

twoworks:thiscan beveri� ed com paring ourestim ateswith

their Table 1.Here we only note thatthe L-band analysis,

besides providing an independentAG N/starburstdeconvo-

lution,hasa higherdiagnosticpower,especially forULIRG s

hostinghighly obscured AG Ns,thankstothehighercontrast

between AG N and starburstsin theL-band than at5-8 �m .

Alternative, powerful m id-IR indicators of the

AG N/starburst contributions in ULIRG s are the sili-

cate absorption features in the 9-10 �m band (Spoon et

al. 2007), and the presence of high-ionization em ission

lines (Farrah et al. 2007). These studies, perform ed on

sam ples with large overlaps with ours, provide results in

good agreem entwith ourclassi� cation.However,asforthe

otherapproachesdescribed in thisSection,no quantitative

estim ateshave been done based on these indicators.

X -rays: A strong X-ray em ission is one of the strongest

AG N indicators. If the obscuration of the AG N is not

too high (colum n densities N H < 10
24 cm � 2),the prim ary

AG N spectrum isdirectly visible atenergiesbelow 10 keV,

providing a good estim ate ofits totallum inosity,through

bolom etric corrections obtained from AG N SED s (e.g.

Risaliti & Elvis 2004). In the obscuration is higher,only

the re
 ection com ponent is visible in the X-rays.In these

cases,the spectralfeatures ofthe re
 ection spectrum can

identify the presence ofthe AG N,howevera good estim ate

of its total lum inosity is not possible, due to the large

uncertainty in the re
 ection e� ciency. Extensive studies

of local ULIRG s (e.g. Franceschini et al. 2003, Ptak et

al. 2003) show that the current X-ray observatories can

provide useful spectra for this diagnostics only for the

10-20 brighest sources,while m ost of the ULIRG s in our

sam plearetoo faintforthiskind ofanalysis.Theagreem ent

between X-ray and L-band diagnosticsforthe few ULIRG s

with high quality X-ray spectra is quite good (Sani et

al.2008,Braito et al.2009).However,this analysis cannot

be extended to m ore sources until m ore sensitive X-ray

observatoriesare available.

3.3 M odeluncertainties

The m odelpresented here isbased on a seriesofstrong as-

sum ptions,which m ay introduce system atic errors,in addi-

tion to the statisticalerrors obtained from the � tting pro-

cedure.Them ain possiblesim pli� cations,already discussed

in R06,aretheassum ption of� xed AG N and starbursttem -

plates,and the absence ofany absorption/reddening in the

starburstcom ponent.O therpossiblerelevante� ectsm ay be

caused by di� erentdustextinction curvesfrom the one as-

sum ed here.

Regarding possibleobscuration ofthestarburstcom po-

nent,we note that,though itcannot be excluded,itis not

strongly required by the data.Physically,this m ay be due

to the origin ofthe starburst em ission:the integrated con-

tribution ofa large num ber(> 10
6
)ofsingle sources.Each

single starcan be heavily absorbed (asobserved,forexam -

ple,in thecentralregionsofourown G alaxy),butthesingle

di� erencesare sm eared outby the large num berofsources,

producingaratherconstantspectralpro� leofthetotalem is-

sion.Regardless ofthe physicalinterpretation,this is also

suggested by theobservations:thehighestquality spectra of

pure starburst are rem arkably sim ilar,both in the L-band

(R06)and in the5-8 �m range (Nardinietal.2008,Brandl

etal.2007).

Regarding the � xed AG N and SB tem plates,thisisan

obvious over-sim pli� cation,as shown by the scatter in the

spectralparam eters(Fig.2,and R06).W e m ay try to esti-

m ate the e� ect ofthis scatter by changing the param eters

ofthepureAG N and pureSB tem plates,and reporting how

this a� ects the estim ate ofthe param eters � and �.Since

this scatter is hard to m easure in a self-consistent way,we

prefer to adopt a di� erent,observation-based approach.In

order to do this,we notice that our m odelcan easily pro-

vide an estim ate ofthe expected bolom etric lum inosity for
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Figure 5. U pperpanel:R atio between intrinsicL-band and bolo-

m etric lum inosity versus the AG N fraction � obtained from our

analysis.The blue continuous line is that expected based on our

m odel. The cross on the top left corner indicates the average

statistical errors on the two plotted quantities. Bottom panel:

Com parison between the estim ated and m easured bolom etric lu-

m inosities.The0.3 dex dispersion around the1:1 relation isa fair

estim ateofthetotaluncertainty in ourprediction oftheAG N and

SB bolom etric contributions.

each source,asa function ofR A G N ,R S B ,them odelparam -

eters � and �,and the observed L-band lum inosity,LO B S

3� 4 .

In particular,

LB O L = [�R A G N + (1� �)R S B ]� L
IN T R

3� 4 (3)

where L
IN T R

3� 4 is the intrinsic L-band lum inosity (i.e.cor-

rected forthe extinction ofthe AG N com ponent)and isre-

lated totheobserved oneby:LIN T R

3� 4 = LO B S

3� 4 =[�+ (1� �)e
� �].

O urestim ate ofLB O L can then be com pared with the ob-

served LB O L ,asm easured by IRAS,by using the standard

calibration ofSanders & M irabel(1996).In Fig.5 we plot

two relations:

- In the upper panel the ratio R C O R R between the

absorption-corrected L-band lum inosity, L
IN T R

3� 4 , and the

m easured bolom etriclum inosity isplotted versustheL-band

AG N fraction,�.The continuousline is the expected rela-

tion based on our m odel,with no free param eters.In par-

ticular,the shape ofthe curve isdeterm ined by the m athe-

m aticalrelations between the m odelparam eters,while the

valuesat�= 0 and �= 1 aretheparam etersR S B and R A G N ,

respectively.O verall,the agreem ent between the expected

curveand thedata isquitegood.Thisisa strong con� rm a-

tion ofthevalidity ofourm ethod:oursim ple,two-param eter

m odelcan successfully predicttheintrinsic L-band to bolo-

m etric ratio.

-In the lower panelwe directly com pare the predicted and

m easured values ofLB O L .This is the m ost direct way to

estim ate the overalluncertaintiesin ouranalysis.These in-

clude both the statisticalerrors from the spectral� ts,and

the system atic errors due to the � xed tem plates.The dis-

persion from the 1:1 relation is lower than 0.3 dex.This is

enough to provide a rough estim ate ofthe AG N contribu-

tion in single sources,and an accurate average estim ate for

the whole sam ple.

4 C O N C LU SIO N S

L-band spectralanalysis ofULIRG s is a powerfulway to

disentangletheAG N and starburstcontribution tothebolo-

m etric em ission. This is prim arily due to the diagnostic

power of (a) the 3.3 �m PAH em ission in starbursts,(b)

thecontinuum slope,indicativeofthereddeningoftheAG N

com ponent,(c)thehigh ratio (about100)between theAG N

and starburstem ission at3 �m ,forthesam ebolom etric lu-

m inosity.

W eapplied asim plem odeltotheavailableL-band spec-

tra of59 ULIRG sfrom the1-Jy sam ple,atredshiftz< 0:15,

in orderto detectand quantitatively estim atetheAG N con-

tribution to the em ission of these sources. W e � nd that

AG Ns are present in 60% of ULIRG s,but in m ost cases

they arenotthem ain energy source.Asaconsequence,their

overallcontribution tothetotalULIRG lum inosity is� 20% .

W e� nd thatthesubsam ple ofobjectsoptically classi� ed as

LINERsisrathercom posite,with sim ilarAG N/SB fractions

asthe whole ULIRG ssam ple.

O uranalysisrevealed severalobjectsoptically classi� ed

asstarburstorLINERs,and/orwith weak orabsentprevi-

ous evidence ofthe presence ofan AG N in the near/m id-

IR,which according to ourm odelhosta powerful,obscured

AG N.W e plan to observe these objectsin the hard X-rays,

in order to obtain an independent,unam biguouscon� rm a-

tion ofthese � ndings.
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