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ABSTRACT

We explore indirect methods to detect Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs) in gas-rich, absorption-selected galaxies at
high redshift. We look at the optical VLT/X-shooter observations of an intervening, extremely strong damped Lyman-a absorber
(or ESDLA, with log (N(H )=>21.7)) towards QSO SDSS J1143+1420 at redshift, zespra = 2.323. Literature studies have
shown that this ESDLA contains signatures of dust and diffuse molecular hydrogen and it was specifically chosen for our study
due to its close spatial proximity (impact parameter, p = 0.6 + 0.3kpc) with its associated galaxy. There is no direct detection
of PAHs emission in the limited observations of infrared(IR)-spectra along this sight-line. Hence, we use CLOUDY numerical
simulation modelling to indirectly probe the presence of PAH in the ESDLA. We note that PAHs need to be included in the
models to reproduce the observed column densities of warm H; and C I. Thus, we infer the presence of PAHs indirectly in our
ESDLA, with an abundance of PAH/H = 10~7-%4¢, We also measure a low 2175 A bump strength (Ebump ~0.03 - 0.19 mag)
relative to star-forming galaxies by modelling extinction of QSO spectra by dust at the absorber rest-frame. This is consistent with
the low PAH abundance obtained indirectly using CLOUDY modelling. Our study highlights the usage of CLOUDY modelling

to indirectly detect PAH in high-redshift gas-rich absorption-selected galaxies.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Extremely strong damped Lyman-« absorbers (ESDLAs) are de-
fined as systems with large neutral hydrogen column density, log
(N(HT1)=21.7) (Noterdaeme et al. 2015). They are observed towards
bright background sources such as quasars (QSO) or y-ray bursts
(GRBs). DLAs (log (N(H1)>20.3)) are assumed to statistically probe
the outskirts (halo or the circumgalactic medium) of their associated
galaxies (see Pontzen et al. 2008; Yajima et al. 2012; Guimardes et al.
2012; Altay et al. 2013; Rahmati & Schaye 2014; Shaw et al. 2016;
Balashev & Noterdaeme 2018; Rawlins et al. 2018). High-redshift
(z >2) intervening' QSO-ESDLAs are metal-rich, show higher dust
content and the presence of diffuse H, more frequently than DLAs
and similar to associated GRB-DLAs (see e.g. Prochaska et al. 2008;
Guimaraes et al. 2012; Bolmer et al. 2019; Ranjan et al. 2020; Shaw
et al. 2020), where the background source (a y-ray burst) and the gas
clouds probed in absorption are from within the associated galaxy.
Additionally, intervening QSO-ESDLAs have also been shown in
the literature to statistically probe gas from within the star-forming
disk of their associated galaxies (Kulkarni et al. 2012; Noterdaeme
et al. 2014; Balashev et al. 2017; Ranjan et al. 2020, 2022). The ES-
DLA incident rate in GRBs is much higher (~66%, see Selsing et al.
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! Intervening absorption systems are defined as the ones not associated
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2019) compared with intervening QSO-ESDLAs (~0.001%, see No-
terdaeme et al. 2014) as quasar sightlines do not necessarily pass
through an intervening galaxy. Yet, in contrast with GRB-ESDLAs,
the associated galaxies of intervening QSO-ESDLAss are not selected
based on their instantaneous star-forming nature. Hence, intervening
QSO-ESDLAs provide a unique opportunity to study the interstellar
medium (ISM) in general, and the associated dust content, Poly-
cyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs), specifically, within gas-rich
galaxies at high-redshift.

Dust grains, PAHs are ubiquitous and have been detected across
the Milky Way (Draine 2003; Cohen et al. 1999) and in various extra-
galactic sources (Calzetti et al. 2000; Khramtsova et al. 2013). Their
contribution is important to the heating budget and the general chem-
istry of the interstellar medium (ISM) (Tielens 2008). Similarly, the
cosmic-ray ionization also plays an important role in the chemistry
of the ISM by controlling the ion-molecular chemistry and providing
a source of heating. The cosmic-ray ionization rate yc g (s 1) varies
across the Milky Way galaxy (O’Donnell & Watson 1974; Indriolo
& McCall 2012; Neufeld & Wolfire 2017) and is anti-correlated with
PAH abundance (Shaw & Ferland 2021). Moreover, Draine et al.
(2007) noticed that the fraction of the dust mass in the form of PAHs
correlates with metallicity. Further, Cortzen et al. (2019) showed that
the luminosity of 6.2um PAH line emission correlates with CO lumi-
nosity for normal star-forming galaxies (SFGs) and starbursts (SBs)
at all redshifts. Hence, it is important to probe PAH abundance in
star-forming luminous galaxies (see e.g. Shivaei et al. 2022) as well
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as absorption selected gas-rich galaxies such as the ones probed by
intervening QSO-ESDLAS2. To this end, we perform a detailed nu-
merical simulation for the high-redshift ESDLA towards QSO SDSS
J1143+1420 at z = 2.323 using the spectral synthesis code-CLOUDY
(Ferland et al. 2017; Shaw et al. 2005) and derive the underlying phys-
ical conditions. The particular ESDLA has been selected due to its
close spatial proximity to its associated galaxy (most probable im-
pact parameter, p = 0.6 + 0.3kpc). The proximity and significant
dust content (relative to other ESDLAs, with Ay ~ 0.23, see Ranjan
et al. (2020)) makes it an ideal target for our intended first study to
probe PAHSs in high-redshift gas-rich galaxies. We note that PAH is
not directly detected in infrared (IR) emission at the rest-frame of
the ESDLA galaxy along the line-of-sight. Although, we also note
that only two WISE bands were used for this conclusion as no other
relevant IR data is available for this ESDLA as of the writing of this
paper.

The details of observations of the ESDLA towards QSO
SDSS J 1143+1420 are presented together with the analysis of ob-
served data in Section 2. The interpretation of the observed results
along with the numerical modelling using CLOUDY is discussed
in Section 3. We further summarize our discussions in Section 4.
Column densities are always stated in log and in the units of [atoms
cm™2]. For interpreting cosmic distances, the standard ACDM flat
cosmology is used in this paper with Hy = 67.8 kms™!Mpc~!,
Qp =0.692 and Qp = 0.308 (Planck Collaboration et al. 2016).

2 OBSERVATIONS AND GAS PROPERTIES
2.1 Optical observations

The ESDLA towards QSO SDSS J114347.21+142021.60 (hereafter,
J 114341420, zgso = 2.583, zgspLa = 2.323) was initially detected
in SDSS DR11 database by Noterdaeme et al. (2014). The QSO was
further observed twice in service mode under good seeing conditions
(typically 0.7-0.8"") between April 2015 and July 2016 as a part of the
ESO program ID 095.A-0224(A) with the multiwavelength medium-
resolution spectrograph X-shooter (Vernet et al. 2011) mounted at the
Cassegrain focus of the Very Large Telescope (VLT-UT?2) at Paranal,
Chile. The observations were performed under good sky conditions
(seeing ~ 0.76, 0.93 and airmass ~ 1.15) for all exposures (exposure
time ~ 25 minute). The full details about the observations and data
reduction are given in Ranjan et al. (2020). In this section, we briefly
report the findings of Ranjan et al. (2020) and Ranjan et al. (2022)
that are relevant for this work.

From observations and further analysis (fitting multiple Fell and
Sill lines), they achieved an average S/N = 51, 34 and 40 kms~! at
the UVB, VIS and NIR arms of X-shooter, respectively. The main
goals of the mentioned ESO program were to obtain the properties
of the gas (such as metallicity, dust and Hy content in absorption)
and possible emission signatures from the associated galaxy.

2.1.1 Observed properties of the ESDLA gas

The ESDLA towards QSO J 1143+1420 presents strong H I absorp-
tion at a redshift, z,,g = 2.323, with a total H I column density,
logN(H I) = 21.64+0.06, classifying it as an ESDLA within 1-0

2 Here and further in this paper, we refer to ‘intervening QSO-ESDLAS’ as
ESDLAS for brevity.
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uncertainty. Inferring from singly ionized species, we obtain the gas-
phase metallicity, [Zn/H] = -0.80+0.06.

The column density estimates and limits (upper in case of non
detection and lower in case the absorption profiles are saturated) of
all species relevant for this work is given in Table 3.

Diffuse H, gas is also detected as Lyman-Werner (LW) band
absorption in association with the neutral gas along the line of sight
with a total Hy column density, logN(H,)=18.3+0.1 obtained using
the first two (J = 0, 1) rotational levels of Hy. In Table 3, along with J
=0, 1 levels, we also show a tentative estimate of the column density
of the J = 2 levels. Due to the medium spectral resolution, low H;
column density, and contamination (both from the Lya forest and
the strong metal lines), it is difficult to robustly estimate the column
density of higher (J>1) rotational levels.

C I and CI I are both good tracers of H, but they are also not
detected in the ESDLA, as is expected for the low N(Hjy). Table. 3
shows the conservative 3-o- upper limit estimate of the column den-
sity of C I, and C1 I derived by fixing the b-value and redshift from
H;, and modelling the noise in the prospective positions of C I and
Cl I transitions.

2.1.2 Dust continuum modelling

Dust at the ESDLA rest-frame can be modelled by applying the
standard extinction laws (e.g. from Fitzpatrick & Massa 2007) taking
extinction curves from Gordon et al. (2003) and applying it to QSO
models (such as Selsing et al. 2016). Ranjan et al. (2020) modelled
the dust extinction for ESDLA towards QSO J1143+1420 using
this method. For their work, they kept a simplistic model where the
dust was only modelled at the absorber rest frame (and not at the
QSO rest-frame) and all the other extinction curves parameters were
fixed as given in the models from Gordon et al. (2003). Ranjan et al.
(2020) modelled the dust content, Ay ~ 0.23 mag with the best fit
on the average Small Magellanic Cloud (SMC) extinction template.
Fitzpatrick & Massa (2007) note that one of the parameters in their
template is directly related to a Lorentzian like bump centered at
2175A. The amplitude of the bump is, Epump=E(B-V)x(c3/y?) with
the total area underneath the bump, Apymp=E(B-V)x((m x ¢3)/ (2
xy)3. The 2175A bump strength is shown to be directly related to
PAH emission in star-forming galaxies (see e.g. Shivaei et al. 2022).
Although, Gordon et al. (2003) show that the fixed SMC template
does not have a significant 2175 A bump. Since we are interested in
studying the PAH content in this ESDLA, we show here the result
of dust modelling using all average extinction laws mentioned in
Gordon et al. (2003) such as average Galactic (MW), average Small
Magellanic Cloud (SMC), the average Large Magellanic Cloud
(LMC), and the average LMC super-shell (LMC2). We followed a
method similar to Ranjan et al. (2020) and in our first iteration (let’s
call it Case-1), we only varied the dust at the absorber rest frame
and the parameter for re-scaling the QSO template to match the
observed QSO spectrum. We show the results of the fit to different
average extinction laws in Table. 1 as Case-1. In Case-1, the 2175 A
bump will always be fixed to the amount of dust modelled and the
extinction law used. Hence, we performed a second, more robust
iteration of fitting with the listed average extinction laws, where we
included the two variables - c3 and y as free parameters for the fit
(at the ESDLA rest-frame) along with the dust at QSO (modelled
with the ‘SMC’ template) and the absorber rest-frame. Since ¢3 and

3 3 and y are parameters related to the 2175 A bump. Please see Fitzpatrick
& Massa (2007) for a detailed explanation.



v are directly related to the 2175 A bump strength, we hope to get a
more robust estimate of the latter using this technique. We show all
the results from our second iteration as Case-2 in Table. 1.

We note that for acceptable fits (as checked by eye and having
reduced y2 <22), the 2175 A bump strength is higher in general
for Case-2 fits. Figure 1 shows one of the Case-2 dust extinction fits
towards the ESDLA using the LMC2 extinction curve and Selsing
et al. (2016) QSO model. We note a slight mismatch in the figure
between the fitted model and the QSO spectra around ~10000A. We
note that this effect is likely due to the change in the intrinsic shape
of the QSO spectrum, A 8 (see Krogager et al. 2016, and references
there-in for more detail). Changes in A 8 are degenerate with dust
measurements. Since the effects of A 8 are not very pronounced for
our case and the model matches the spectrum (within the 3-0 error),
we did not include this parameter as a variable in our fitting.

To conclude, since we cannot distinguish much between acceptable
fits in Case-1 and Case-2, we take a conservative estimate for the
2175 A bump strength from all different listed values. Hence, we
report the Apymp strength in this ESDLA system to be in the range,
Apump ~0.05 - 0.6 mag with the bump amplitude, Epypp ~0.03 -
0.19.

2.1.3 Emission from associated galaxy

[O II1]A5007 emission from the associated galaxy is detected in close
spatial proximity (most probably impact parameter, p = 0.6+0.3 kpc,
between the QSO sight-line and the centroid of emission) with a total
line luminosity of 120(£15)x10% ergs~! (see Ranjan et al. 2020, for
more details). The close spatial proximity and less disruptive rela-
tive velocity (Av ~ 100kms™') between absorption and emission
indicate that the ESDLA cloud most likely lies within its associated
galaxy. Hence, the ESDLA is ideal to perform a first case study on
detecting PAHs in diffuse Hy clouds at high redshift.

2.2 Infrared Observations

We also looked for IR data (from WISE and Spitzer) for this ESDLA.
Given the ESDLA rest-frame, only WISE bands - 3(12um), and
4(22um) with the angular resolution of 6.5 and 12 arcsec is available
for our study. We report the non-detection of weak PAH emission
(rest frame, 3.1 to 3.7 um range and 6.0 to 6.9 um range, see Salama
2008) along the line of sight. Using WISE bands and looking at a
spectra window of ~ 500 kms~! at the ESDLA rest-frame, we report
the upper limit in PAH emission luminosity along the mentioned
bands to be, <0.05 and <1.83 (in units of 10* ergs~!) respectively.

3 CALCULATIONS

All the simulations presented here are performed using the spectral
synthesis code CLOUDY (Ferland et al. 2017). CLOUDY is a widely
used microphysical code to predict and interpret astrophysical spectra
over the entire electromagnetic range using a few input parameters.
Further details about CLOUDY can be found in (Ferland et al. 2013;
Shaw et al. 2005, 2020; Gay et al. 2012).

3.1 Modelling

Our model is a time-independent model. We assume a plane-parallel
gas cloud impinged by radiation from both sides (similar to Ranjan
et al. 2022; Shaw et al. 2020; Rawlins et al. 2018; Shaw et al. 2016).
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Earlier Shaw et al. (2016) have experimented on modelling high-
redshift DLAs by irradiating the cloud from both sides and from just
one side. They have observed very minor differences between N(H I)
and the H; level population predicted by these two cases. They also
observed a small difference of ~0.04 dex in the predicted N(CO) and
C I fine structure population and finally used radiation impinging
from both the sides. For consistency, we choose to use radiation
impinging from both the sides. We irradiate the cloud from one side
and stop our calculation at a depth in the cloud where the total H
I column density equals half of the observed H I column density.
Finally, we multiply our predictions by a factor of 2 to mimic the
situation where the cloud is irradiated from both sides. The impinging
radiation field consists of metagalactic radiation field (Khaire &
Srianand 2019, see), diffuse radiation similar to in situ star formation
and the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) at the appropriate
redshift. Here, the diffuse radiation is denoted by y (in terms of
Habing field). The total hydrogen density, n(H) cm™3, includes all
the forms of hydrogen-bearing species. In our model, n(H), xcr, x¥
are free parameters.

Dust plays an important role in the ISM as it absorbs UV radiation
and heats the gas through photoelectric heating. In a dusty environ-
ment, Hy forms on dust grains and dust provides shielding from UV
as well. We have included both graphite and silicate grains in the
calculations with MRN (Mathis et al. 1977) size distribution over ten
size bins. According to MRN grain size distribution, the grain size
follows a power-law distribution dn/da oc a=3-3
Here ‘a’ is the radius of the grain and ‘a4’ and ‘a;,;;,”° are 0.250 and
0.005 um, respectively. It is assumed that Zn does not get depleted in
interstellar dust grains but Fe does. Hence, the metallicity is generally
defined as, [Zn/H| = log[N(Zn)/N(H)] — log[N(Zn)/N(H)]O,
while depletion is defined as, [Fe/Zn] = log[N(Fe)/N(Zn)] -
log[N(Fe)/N(Zn)]®. Dust to gas ratio depends on metallicity
through the relation, 10[2n/H] (1- IO[Fe/Z"]). We fix the metal-
licity to -0.85, within the observed range of -0.8+0.06. We vary the
dust to gas ratio taking into account the observed value of depletion,
[Fe/Zn] = -0.54+0.03.

Tielens (2008) determined the abundance of C locked up in PAHs
containing 20-100 C atoms as 14 parts per million H atom. As
the amount of PAHs is not exactly determined, we use it as a free
parameter in our model. Here, we use size-resolved PAHs, distributed
in 10 size bins. The size distribution of the PAHs is taken from Abel
et al. (2008) with minimum and maximum radii of 0.00043 pm (30
C atoms) and 0.0011 um (500 C atoms), respectively. For further
details about our treatment of PAHs, see Shaw & Ferland (2021).

We perform a grid of models in the parameter space within an
acceptable range. We then choose the parameter values that predict a
better match to the observed values and finally fine-tune the relevant
input parameters so that the observed data can be optimally modelled
(Shaw & Ferland 2021).

»min £ a < Qmax-

3.2 Results

Table 2 lists the physical parameters of our best model. The metal-
licity and dust to gas ratio are 0.141 times solar and 0.125 times
standard ISM value, respectively. The solar abundances are taken
from (Asplund et al. 2009). We estimate n(H) = 100 cm™3, radiation
field y =20 (in the units of Habing field), cosmic-ray ionization rate
yor =4x10717 7L,

Table 3 compares our predicted column densities with the observed
ones. Our predicted column densities for all neutral gas species match
within the observed range except O 1. The O I column density for
this system was derived by Ranjan et al. (2022) using only the O

MNRAS 000, i—vii (2022)
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Extinction Law Galactic SMCBar  LMC Supershell LMC Average

Case-1

Ay (ESDLA) 0.4 0.24 0.44 0.47
Abump 0.68+0.01 0.05 0.39 0.63+0.01
Ebump 0.47+0.01 0.03 0.26 043

Reduced y? 56.31 227 21.9 40.98
Case-2

Ay (ESDLA) 0.18+0.04  0.21+0.03 0.19+0.07 0.22+0.05

Ay (QSO) 0.15+£0.01  0.03+0.03 0.13+£0.02 0.14+0.01

Apump 0.48+0.10  0.6+0.09 0.54+0.20 0.5+0.11
Epump 0.15+£0.03  0.19+0.03 0.17+0.06 0.16 £0.04

Reduced y?2 18.14 18.56 18.08 18.29

Table 1. Comparison of dust content in QSO rest-frame (Ay (QSO)) and dust content (Ay (ESDLA), 2175 A bump strength (Apymp) and 2175 A bump

amplitude (Epump) at the absorber (ESDLA) rest-frame between difference extinction curve fits to the spectra towards QSO SDSS J1143+1420 performed
using different extinction laws as listed. Case-1 represents a constrained fit with only Ay (ESDLA) and QSO model flux re-scaling as free parameters. Case-2
represents more extended fit including Ay (QSO), ¥ and ¢3 parameters that are responsible for the 2175 A bump (see main text for more details). Last row in

each case shows the best-fit reduced y2. All values (except reduced y2) are in mag.
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Figure 1. Extinction curve fitting on the QSO X-shooter spectra towards SDSS J1143+1420. The model QSO spectra is taken from Selsing et al. (2016). The
extinction at QSO rest-frame is also taking into account during the fit. The dust at ESDLA and QSO rest-frame has been modelled with the ‘LMC2’ and ‘SMC’
extinction types respectively. The extinction law templates were taken from Gordon et al. (2003) and implemented on a dust extinction modelling technique
mentioned in Fitzpatrick & Massa (2007). The impact of 2175A bump strength is shows as transparent red shaded region centered around 2175 A ESDLA
rest-frame shown with a vertical red line.
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Table 2. Input parameters for our best model

Physicalparameters Values
x (GO) 20
Xcr 571 4x 10717
Density n(H) (cm™3) 100
Metals 0.141 solar
micro-turbulence (km s~ 1) 30
Dust to gas ratio 0.125
PAH/H 1077:046
[Fe/H] -1.35
[Mn/H] -1.49
[C/H] -1.38
[Zn/H] -0.71
[Ni/H] -1.32
[Ti/H] -0.85
[Cr/H] -1.2
[Ar/H] -1.74
[Cl/H] -1.49
[Si/H] -0.84
[O/H] -0.85

Table 3. Comparison of predicted column densities (cm™2) in log scale.
Observations taken from Ranjan et al. (2020) and Ranjan et al. (2022)

Chemical species ~ Observed Predicted
HI 21.64+0.06  21.61
Zn 1l 13.47+0.02 13.46
Fe I 1578 £0.02  15.76
CrlI 14.09 +£0.02  14.05
Sill 16.30 +0.03 16.28
Call < 13.19 11.01
Mn II 13.59+0.01 13.55
Ni I 14.53 £0.02  14.51
Till ~ 13.68 13.71
Ol >18 17.45
or <19.16 17.45
Hy 18.30+0.10  18.40
H,(0,0) 17.77 +0.17  17.67
Hy(0,1) 18.21 +£0.07 18.26
H,(0,2) ~17.24 17.25
CI <12.71 12.67
Arl <152 14.27
ClI <12.68 11.95

111302 saturated profile. Inferring from the gas phase metallicity,
the expected log(N (O I) should be ~17.53+0.1. Hence, the modelled
log(N(O I)) = 17.45 is consistent (within 3-0- uncertainty) with the
log(N(O 1) expected from the metallicity measurement. Hence, we
conclude that the deviation from observations is rather a consequence
of the O 111302 profile being possibly contaminated by the Lya
forest. We also reproduce Hy column densities for the J = 0, 1, 2
levels.

Our model further predicts the presence of HeH* with an observ-
able column density, N=10"1 36, Although, the HeH™ lines emissions
are outside the wavelength range of X-shooter and hence, cannot be
directly detected.

Fig.2 shows the variation of molecular fraction fg, across the
ESDLA. Here, fy, is defined as,

2>(H2

L T T T

)

PAHs in high-z galaxies v
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Figure 2. Variation of the molecular fraction across the ESDLA. This rep-
resents one half of the cloud, the other half has a symmetrical profile to
it.

Fig.2 depicts one half of the ESDLA as we stop our calculation at a
depth in the cloud where the total H I column density equals half of
the observed H I column density. The other half of the ESDLA has a
symmetrical profile. It is clear from the plot that the cloud is mostly
atomic as the molecular fraction is low, though it rises rapidly deep
in the cloud.

The J = 0 and 1 levels of Hy are generally thermalised in a col-
lisionally dominated region. The corresponding excitation tempera-
ture, T, can be used to determine the surrounding gas temperature
in such conditions. This excitation temperature, T, is calculated
using the following equation,

-170.5

Ty = WK ()

"N (7=0)

Here N(J = 1) and N(J = 0) are column densities in the J = 1 and
0 levels of Hy, respectively. The temperature, derived using H»(0,0)
and H»(0,1), lies within 98-270 K. We predict the kinetic temperature
averaged over the thickness of the system to be 220 K. Figure 3 shows
the variation of the kinetic temperature across the ESDLA. CLOUDY
determines temperature from heating and cooling consisting of var-
ious physical processes. The kinetic temperature varies from 222 K
at the illuminated face to 188 K at the centre of ESDLA. We find that
the heating is dominated by photoelectric heating and the cooling is
dominated by Ni II and C I recombination cooling. Figure 3 depicts
one half of the ESDLA similar to Figure 3 with the other half of the
ESDLA having a symmetrical profile. We predict the total extension
of this ESDLA to be ~ 13.55 pc assuming a plane-parallel geometry.

As a test, we remove PAHs from our model while keeping all the
other parameters the same. It creates a twofold effect. First, it affects
the H; formation. Hp forms on dust grains as well as on PAHs. Hence,
there is a decrease in total surface area for H, formation. As a result,
H, column density decreases to 1017-2°. Second, we notice that the
absence of PAHs makes the gas cooler due to less photoelectric
heating. The kinetic temperature averaged over the thickness of the
ESDLA comes down to 75.8 K. To increase the temperature we
tried alternatively to increase ycg to produce more heating through
cosmic rays. We need to increase ycpr to 3x 10715 571 to recover the

MNRAS 000, i—vii (2022)
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Figure 3. Variation of the kinetic temperature across the ESDLA towards
QSO SDSS J1143+1420. This represents one half of the cloud, the other half
has a symmetrical profile to it.

temperature. However, the updated model is unable to reproduce the
observed Hy column density, and increases the C I, column density
beyond its observed limit. We also tried to modify n(H), y and ycRr
among other parameters to reproduce the observed column densities
in the absence of PAHs. We note that none of our PAH-absent models
could reproduce all the observed column densities simultaneously.

4 DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

We attempt to indirectly detect the presence of PAH in absorption
selected gas-rich galaxy at high redshift. To this end, we look
for multi-wavelength observations of an extremely strong damped
Lyman-«@ absorber towards QSO SDSS J 1143+1420 at z,,4=2.323
which is at a very close spatial distance (most probable impact
parameter, p = 0.6 = 0.3kpc) relative to its associated galaxy. We
perform a detailed numerical photo-ionization modelling of the
observed gas cloud using the spectral synthesis code, CLOUDY.
This source exhibits strong Lya absorption, strong singly ionized
metal lines and a diffuse Hy absorption signature. We were able
to reproduce all the observed column densities of all the observed
neutral gas species. Although, to reproduce the column density of
diffuse H, and C I (which traces diffuse Hy), we had to include
PAH in our models. Literature studies show that intervening
QSO-ESDLAs likely probe gas from within the star-forming disk
of their associated galaxies. Hence, our work highlights a new
method to indirectly estimate the presence and abundance of PAH
in absorption-selected galaxies.

Our main conclusions from this work are listed below:

e We estimate various underlying physical parameters for the ES-
DLA towards QSO SDSS J 1143+1420 such as total hydrogen den-
sity n(H) = 100 cm3, diffuse radiation field x =20 (in the units of
Habing field), cosmic-ray ionization rate ycg = 4x10717 71,

e We predict the total thickness of this ESDLA to be ~ 13.55 pc
assuming plane-parallel geometry.
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o The gas temperature averaged over the total length of the cloud
is 220 K.

e We report the non-detection of weak PAH emission at ESDLA
rest frame, 3.1 to 3.7 ym range and 6.0 to 6.9 um range along the
line of sight, with PAH emission luminosity along the mentioned
bands to be, <0.05 and <1.83 (in units of 10%0 ergs~!) respectively.
We note that there are no other relevant observations for direct PAH
emission detection along the ESDLA line of sight as of the writing
of this paper.

e We note that our best model requires PAHs with number of PAHs
per hydrogen, PAH/H = 10~7-946_ This provides indirect evidence of
the presence of PAHs along this line of sight.

e Our model predicts HeH* with an observable column density
of 101136 ¢cm=2,

e Literature studies (see e.g. Shivaei et al. 2022) show a corre-
lation between the 2175A bump (Apump) and the PAH emission
for star-forming galaxies. Our study shows low observed Apymp
strength (Apymp ~0.05 - 0.6 mag, Epymp ~0.03 - 0.19 mag) relative
to star-forming galaxies (Epymp ~0.1 - 0.5 mag) which is consis-
tent with our low modelled PAH abundance. However, a follow-up
sample study of PAH in ESDLA galaxies, similar to Shivaei et al.
(2022), would be required in identifying any quantitative relation
between PAH abundance and Apy,p strength in gas-rich ESDLA
environments. Additionally, a similar statistical study of associated
GRB-ESDLAs will be helpful in probing PAH in gas-rich environ-
ments that have higher instantaneous star-formation rate (see e.g.
Lyman et al. 2017) compared with intervening QSO-ESDLAs.

e The higher J— levels of H; are sensitive to yc . However, this
modelling is done with medium-resolution data where the high-J
(J >2) column densities are not reliable. We note that the study
could further be advanced by observing the ESDLA using a high
spectral resolution instrument such as VLT/UVES. We also note that
a direct observation of PAH emission lines can be done in the future
using IR space telescopes such as the James Webb Space Telescope
JWST).
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