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ABSTRACT

We present new Atacama Large Millimeter/submillimeter Array (ALMA) results obtained from spatially re-

solved CO J = 2–1 line (0.′′4 resolution) and 870 µm continuum (0.′′2 resolution) observations of cluster galaxies

in XMMXCS J2215.9-1738 at z = 1.46. Our sample comprises 17 galaxies within ∼ 0.5 Mpc (0.6R200) of

the cluster center, all of which have previously been detected in the CO J = 2–1 line at a lower resolution. The

effective radii of both the CO J = 2–1 line and 870 µm dust continuum emissions are robustly measured for nine

galaxies by modeling the visibilities. We find that the CO J = 2–1 line emission in all of the nine galaxies is

more extended than the dust continuum emission by a factor of 2.8± 1.4. We investigate the spatially resolved

Kennicutt-Schmidt (KS) relation in two regions within the interstellar medium of the galaxies. The relation for

our sample reveals that the central region (0 < r < Re,870µm) of galaxies tends to have a shorter gas depletion

timescale, i.e., a higher star formation efficiency, compared to the extended region (Re,870µm < r < Re,CO).

Overall, our result suggests that star formation activities are concentrated inside the extended gas reservoir, pos-

sibly resulting in the formation of a bulge structure. We find consistency between the ALMA 870 µm radii of

star-forming members and the Hubble Space Telescope/1.6 µm radii of passive members in a mass-size distribu-

tion, which suggests a transition from star-forming to passive members within ∼ 0.5 Gyr. In addition, no clear

differences in the KS relation nor in the sizes are found between galaxies with and without a close companion.

Keywords: Galaxy evolution - High-redshift galaxies - Interstellar medium - Star formation - -Galaxy structure

- High-redshift galaxy clusters

1. INTRODUCTION

In the local universe, galaxies show a variety of mor-

phologies and star formation properties, provoking questions

about their evolution over the past 13.8 Gyr. One of the
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key factors controlling these properties is the environment

in which the galaxies reside. A large fraction of the galax-

ies in nearby clusters are ellipticals (e.g. Dressler 1980), red

(e.g. Bamford et al. 2009), and passive (quiescent) galaxies

(e.g. Kauffmann et al. 2004; Blanton et al. 2005), which is in

stark contrast to low-density (field) environments. Although

such environmental dependencies of galaxies in the local uni-

verse have been known for decades, the whole picture of the
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evolution of massive ellipticals is not yet conclusive. There-

fore, observations of high-redshift clusters, as the progenitors

of nearby clusters, are important objects for further under-

standing how massive galaxies form and evolve down to the

present-day universe.

With the aid of expansive multiwavelength observations

and simulations, we now have a general understanding of

cluster evolution, to some extent. Broadly, the evolution-

ary phase of the star formation activity of galaxy clusters

can be divided into three epochs (Nantais et al. 2016). The

earliest phase corresponds to z & 2. Although the assem-

bly of galaxies has been confirmed as early as z ∼ 6 (e.g.

Toshikawa et al. 2014; Harikane et al. 2019), galaxy over-

densities that are bright in X-ray cannot be seen until z ∼ 2.

This early phase of galaxy clusters is called a “protoclus-

ter” (Overzier 2016 and references therein). The star forma-

tion rate (SFR) density within protoclusters is predicted to

increase monotonically with decreasing redshift, and about

half of the stellar mass in the present clusters has formed by

z ∼ 2 (Chiang et al. 2017). A redshift range of 1.3 . z . 2

is known as a transition epoch, from the star-forming to

the quiescent phase (e.g. Brodwin et al. 2013; Alberts et al.

2014). From z ∼ 1.3, as red-sequence galaxies are al-

ready present at the cluster core by z ∼ 1 (Kodama et al.

2004; Muzzin et al. 2012), cluster galaxies are thought to

evolve passively, via minor mergers, resulting in mass and

size growth (De Lucia & Blaizot 2007).

This study focuses on the second-earliest phase, when a

certain fraction of both actively star-forming galaxies and

quenched galaxies coexist in a single cluster. Through-

out this epoch, with decreasing redshift, both a rapid de-

crease in star formation activity, compared to field environ-

ments (Brodwin et al. 2013; Cooke et al. 2019), and an in-

crease in quenching efficiency (Nantais et al. 2017) are re-

ported. However, the physical processes that are responsi-

ble for the star formation activity and environmental quench-

ing are not well understood. One of the important quanti-

ties relating to star formation is the gas depletion timescale

τ ≡ Mgas/SFR, which requires information about both

the molecular gas content and the star formation activity of

galaxies. This timescale represents the effectiveness of star

formation, where the shorter gas depletion timescale implies

intense activity. Nearby ultraluminous infrared (IR) galax-

ies and distant submillimeter galaxies (SMGs) often have

extremely short gas depletion timescales, and they are fa-

vorably explained by starbursts triggered by major mergers

(Daddi et al. 2010; Engel et al. 2010; Larson et al. 2016).

For cluster galaxies at z & 1.3, submillimeter interfer-

ometers have discovered the ubiquity of a large amount

of cold molecular gas (Mmol gas & 1010M⊙), using mid-

/low-J transition lines of carbon monoxide (CO), the sec-

ond most abundant molecule following molecular hydrogen

(H2), or dust continuum emission for substantial samples

(e.g. Dannerbauer et al. 2017; Lee et al. 2017; Noble et al.

2017; Webb et al. 2017; Rudnick et al. 2017; Coogan et al.

2018; Miller et al. 2018; Oteo et al. 2018; Wang et al. 2018;

Gómez-Guijarro et al. 2019; Tadaki et al. 2019; Zavala et al.

2019; D’Amato et al. 2020; Champagne et al. 2021; Jin et al.

2021; Aoyama et al. 2022; Williams et al. 2022). These stud-

ies have been conducted by observing multiple sources with

just a single telescope pointing, allowing an efficient survey

of CO line emitters in dense cluster environments. This is

in contrast to the observations of field galaxies, where mul-

tiple pointings are required to cover a large area of the sky

and to build a statistically significant sample of galaxies (e.g.

Walter et al. 2016; Decarli et al. 2019).

The gas depletion timescale can be affected by various

physical processes, such as mergers and large-scale gas in-

flow/outflow, as well as the overall environments. Close in-

teractions and mergers of galaxies are often preferentially

found in dense environments, and one will naturally predict

a shorter gas depletion timescale in cluster galaxies. While

several studies report a longer gas depletion timescale for

cluster galaxies at high-redshift compared to field galaxies

(e.g. Noble et al. 2017; Hayashi et al. 2018; Tadaki et al.

2019; Williams et al. 2022), others find it to be consis-

tent (e.g. Gómez-Guijarro et al. 2019; Zavala et al. 2019;

Aoyama et al. 2022) or even shorter (Alberts et al. 2022).

However, these studies are conducted using data with a rela-

tively low angular resolution (& 1′′), and they may just re-

flect the global properties averaged over the entire galaxy

disk. For example, from their high-resolution observation

of a z = 2.2 SMG ALESS67.1 in the field environment,

Chen et al. (2017) find a shorter gas depletion timescale at

the central kiloparsec region than at the outskirts of the

galaxy, presumably driven by a merger of two galaxies and

the central gas inflow. On the other hand, cluster galax-

ies appear to harbor larger gas fractions than field galaxies

(e.g. Noble et al. 2017; Hayashi et al. 2018; Tadaki et al.

2019; Williams et al. 2022), which can result in an appar-

ently longer gas depletion timescale for a fixed SFR. In addi-

tion, the evolutionary stages of galaxies can vary from cluster

to cluster, even if they reside at the same redshift. Therefore,

the true gas depletion timescale will likely vary throughout

the galaxy disk and may also depend on the environment and

evolutionary stage. A systematic high-resolution observation

that probes the internal disk structures of galaxies in a num-

ber of clusters at different redshifts is necessary for a com-

plete and proper understanding of the relationship between

gas and star formation.

Various sources of information that cannot be obtained in

low-resolution observations become available via subarcsec-

resolution observations at submillimeter wavelengths. First,

subarcsec-resolution study probes the morphologies of dust-
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obscured star formation and the interstellar medium (ISM)

of the galaxies, allowing us to characterize whether the dom-

inant structure is smooth or clumpy throughout the galaxy.

Second, the spatial extent, which is a key quantity for eval-

uating the structural evolution, can be measured. The spa-

tial extent is also valuable for deriving the surface densities

of the physical quantities that are conventionally used in the

Kennicutt-Schmidt (KS) relation (Schmidt 1959; Kennicutt

1989). Finally, multiple distinct components that have been

blended in low-resolution images might be resolved. This al-

lows us to study the effect of mergers on star formation and

active galactic nucleus (AGN) activities. Up to the present, a

considerable number of cluster galaxies at z & 1.3 have been

studied in relatively low resolution. The important next step

is to observe them in sufficiently high resolution, allowing

detailed study of the spatial distribution and physical proper-

ties across the galaxy disks.

Over the past decade, the Atacama Large Millime-

ter/submillimeter Array (ALMA) has demonstrated its poten-

tial to observe distant galaxies with its unprecedented sensi-

tivity and resolution (Hodge & da Cunha 2020). In spite of

the accessibility of CO lines in cluster galaxies, only one

high-resolution study of CO lines has been made to date

(Noble et al. 2019). Nevertheless, no high-resolution stud-

ies have been performed that contain information about both

the molecular gas and the star formation properties toward

high-redshift cluster galaxies.

In this paper, we report new observations of the resolved

CO J = 2–1 line (νrest = 230.538 GHz) emission, alongside

the resolved 870 µm continuum emission, from 17 galaxies

in XMMXCS J2215.9-1739 (hereafter, XCS J2215), a well-

studied cluster at z = 1.46. The aim of this paper is to mea-

sure the robust sizes of the CO J = 2–1 line and 870 µm

continuum emissions and to obtain insights into the star for-

mation properties and structural evolution of cluster galaxies.

We first give a description of XCS J2215 and the ALMA ob-

servations in Section 2. Our methods and main results are

given in Section 3. In Section 4, we first investigate the re-

solved KS relation of the cluster galaxies and compare with

the relation of the field galaxies. Then, we discuss the struc-

tural evolution of cluster galaxies on the basis of the spa-

tial extent of the stellar, dust, and molecular gas components.

Furthermore, we discuss the effects of galaxy mergers on the

star formation properties and internal structures of galaxies.

Finally, we summarize our conclusions in Section 5.

Throughout this paper, we assume a flat Λ cold dark matter

cosmology and adopt the cosmological parameters of H0 =

70 km s−1 Mpc−1, ΩM = 0.3, and ΩΛ = 0.7. A redshift of

z = 1.46 corresponds to a cosmic age of 4.30 Gyr and gives a

projected physical scale of 8.451 kpc/′′. We use the Chabrier

initial mass function (Chabrier 2003) for the calculations of

the stellar masses and SFRs.

2. OBSERVATIONS

2.1. XMMXCS J2215.9-1738

The cluster XCS J2215 at z = 1.46 is detected as an

extended X-ray-emitting source with a luminosity LX =

2.9+0.2
−0.4 × 1014 erg s−1 (Hilton et al. 2010) in the XMM

Cluster Survey (Romer et al. 2001). Six cluster galaxies

are initially spectroscopically confirmed in Stanford et al.

(2006). A velocity dispersion obtained from 31 galaxies

within R200 = 0.8 ± 0.1 Mpc 1 is σv = 720 ± 110 km s−1

(Hilton et al. 2010), corresponding to a cluster mass estimate

of Mcl ∼ 3 × 1014M⊙ under the assumption of a virial-

ized halo. This implies that XCS J2215 is a mature cluster

at z ∼ 1.5 and is likely to evolve into a Virgo-like clus-

ter with a few times 1015M⊙ at z = 0 (Chiang et al. 2013;

Shimakawa et al. 2014).

Hayashi et al. (2011) and Hayashi et al. (2014) present the

spatial distribution of 639 [OII] line emitters at z =1.430–

1.485 over a wide area (42.5 × 33.8 Mpc2) around XCS

J2215, obtained with the Suprime-Cam on the Subaru Tele-

scope. An overdensity of [OII] emitters is confirmed within a

central 3 Mpc region, suggesting that the cluster is in the star-

forming phase, unlike similar massive clusters at lower red-

shifts. This is in line with the results from Ma et al. (2015),

who conducted SCUBA-2 850 µm and 450 µm observations

to map the dust-obscured star-forming regions within a 0.8

Mpc region with an integrated SFR of ∼ 1400M⊙yr
−1.

Recent ALMA follow-up studies have revealed that the

galaxies found at the core of the cluster (. 0.6R200)

are not only forming stars at a high rate, but also con-

tain a large amount of cold gas, with an average value of

Mmol gas = (6.2 ± 2.6) × 1010M⊙ for galaxies detected in

the CO J = 2–1 line (Stach et al. 2017; Hayashi et al. 2018).

Hayashi et al. (2017) report 17 of them (IDs: ALMA.01–

ALMA.17) that have counterparts in optical or near-infrared

(NIR) images. Hayashi et al. (2018) subsequently present

the results of ALMA Band 7 observations and report de-

tections of 870 µm continuum emission with a mean flux

〈f870µm〉 = 1.13 ± 0.54 mJy from eight cluster galaxies,

considering a 4.6σ noise threshold. One of them, ALMA.18,

is not observed in the CO J = 2–1 line, as it is located outside

the field of view adopted in Hayashi et al. (2017).

Figure 1 shows the spatial distribution of 53 galaxies

within a clustercentric radius of ∼ 0.5 Mpc. The cluster

galaxy sample consists of [OII] emitters and spectroscopi-

cally confirmed galaxies (Beifiori et al. 2017). About 60% of

the members have optical morphologies that resemble ellipti-

cals or S0s (Hilton et al. 2009). We classify this sample into

three groups: gas-rich members with CO J = 2–1 line detec-

1 R200 is the radius that encloses a density 200 times larger than the critical

density at the same redshift.
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Figure 1. The 2D distribution of 53 cluster galaxies in XCS J2215 on the HST WFC3/F160W-band image (Beifiori et al. 2017). The orange

circles denote nine CO emitters with size measurements in both the CO J = 2–1 line and dust continuum emissions, while the orange squares

denote the eight other emitters (Section 3.2). The numbers attached to these galaxies are the IDs defined in Hayashi et al. (2017). The blue and

pink circles show the star-forming and passive galaxies classified by the UVJ diagram in Hayashi et al. (2018). The purple star shows the cluster

center determined by X-ray detection (Stanford et al. 2006), and two clustercentric radii of 0.25 Mpc and 0.5 Mpc are shown by the dashed

purple circles. The solid and dashed black circles are the primary beams of the first (#2012.1.00623.S) and the second (#2017.1.00471.S) Band

7 observations, respectively.

tions (referred to as “CO emitters” hereafter), star-forming

members, and passive members. In addition to the 17 CO

emitters, 24 and 12 galaxies are classified as star-forming and

passive members, respectively, based on the UVJ diagram

(Hayashi et al. 2018). These 24 star-forming galaxies have

no previous CO line detections and have not been targeted

in ALMA observations. Six of the 12 passive galaxies are

located within a clutercentric radius of 0.25 Mpc (0.3R200),

suggesting that the quenching of the star formation has al-

ready begun at the cluster core. On the other hand, CO

emitters are found at the outskirts of the cluster core, where

passive galaxies dominate (Figure 1). Hayashi et al. (2017)

find that CO emitters are distributed at the edge of the virial-

ized region defined by Jaffé et al. (2015) in the phase-space

diagram. This suggests that CO emitters have entered the

cluster more recently than passive members and are an im-

portant population for understanding the transition from the

star-forming to the passive phase.

Overall, XCS J2215 is an unprecedentedly well-studied,

high-redshift cluster with multiwavelength observations,

which has notable star-forming properties at the cluster

core. In this study, we select 17 cluster galaxies that have

CO J = 2–1 line detections for our sample, adopting the same

IDs as labeled in Hayashi et al. (2017). We do not include

ALMA.18 in our sample, since the main purpose of this study

is to discuss the spatial distribution of both the CO J = 2–1

line and dust continuum emissions near the cluster core.

2.2. Stellar Mass, SFR, and Hubble Space Telescope Size

For 53 cluster galaxies, we derive the stellar mass by us-

ing the FAST code (Kriek et al. 2009) to fit the spectral en-

ergy distribution (SED) generated from optical to mid-NIR

photometry (Hayashi et al. 2018), then estimate the SFR us-

ing the “SFR ladder” (Wuyts et al. 2011). The IR luminosi-

ties are derived by scaling the average SED of the ALESS

SMGs with LIR < 1011.9L⊙ (da Cunha et al. 2015) to the

observed 870 µm flux density, then integrating it from 8 to
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1000 µm. The total IR luminosities are then converted to the

dust-obscured SFRs (SFRIR; Kennicutt 1998a) for galaxies

that are detected in the 870 µm continuum, with an 8σ noise

threshold (Section 3.2). We use Subaru/Suprime-Cam Rc-

band (λobs = 6517 Å) and i′-band (λobs = 7671 Å) data, and

compute the UV luminosities by L2800 = 4πd2Lν2800f2800,

where dL is the luminosity distance and ν2800 is the fre-

quency at 2800 Å. We then use this luminosity to derive the

unobscured SFRs (SFRUV; Wuyts et al. 2011). The derived

total SFRs (= SFRIR +SFRUV) are mostly consistent with

SFRSED (Hayashi et al. 2018) within a 0.7 dex scatter. For

galaxies without an 870 µm detection brighter than the 8σ

noise level, we use the SFRs derived from the SED fitting

(Hayashi et al. 2018). We note that the SFRSED of these

galaxies might be underestimated, since their 5–8σ 870 µm

continuum fluxes are not taken into account for the SED fit-

ting. As we do not include these galaxies in the main analysis

of this paper (Section 3.2), these SFRs do not affect the fol-

lowing discussion and conclusions.

The derived SFRIR and SFRUV are listed in the second

and third columns of Table 2. The dust-obscured star forma-

tion (SFRIR) is dominant for all of the CO emitters that are

detected in the 870 µm continuum, while the unobscured star

formation (SFRUV) accounts for 1.7%–10.9% of the overall

star formation. Boogaard et al. (2019) report a median frac-

tion of unobscured star formation of 8.5% for 16 ASPECS

CO emitters and two additional CO emitters. This implies

that dust-obscured star formation dominates the star forma-

tion in CO emitters with M⋆ & 1010M⊙, regardless of their

environments (see also Dunlop et al. 2017; Whitaker et al.

2017; McKinney et al. 2022).

In Figure 2, we compare the stellar mass and the SFR of

53 cluster galaxies. CO emitters and passive members have

comparable mass, but CO emitters are systematically located

at the massive end of the star-forming main sequence (MS),

at z = 1.46 (Speagle et al. 2014). The segregation between

the CO emitters and the star-forming members in Figure 2 is

likely due to selection bias against the mass of the system.

Two of the 17 CO emitters (ALMA.11 and ALMA.14)

host an AGN. These AGNs are identified based on their

large flux ratio between the [NII] λ6584 line and the Hα

flux, both taken from Very Large Telescope/KMOS spec-

troscopy (Maier et al. 2019). ALMA.14 is also classified as

an AGN by IR colors (Hilton et al. 2010). None of the CO

emitters are associated with an X-ray source brighter than

LX & 0.8 × 1042erg s−1 (Hilton et al. 2010), suggesting

the minimal effect of AGNs on galaxy properties in these

sources.

We also derive the half-light radius Re,1.6µm (hereafter,

1.6 µm size) of the CO emitters from the F160W band

on the Hubble Space Telescope (HST) Wide Field Camera

3 (WFC3), following the same procedure as presented in

109 1010 1011

M⋆ [M⊙]

10−1

100

101

102

SF
R
[M

⊙
yr

−1
]

Speagle+14 (z=1⊙46)
CO emitter  (870µm+UV)
CO emitter  (SED)
Star-forming members (SED)
Passive members (SED)

Figure 2. The relation between stellar mass and SFR of 53 cluster

members in XCS J2215. The symbol colors are the same as in Fig-

ure 1. For comparison, we show the star-forming MS at z = 1.46
with the grey shaded region (with a ±0.2 dex scatter; Speagle et al.

2014).

Chan et al. (2016). We assume a single Sércic profile us-

ing GALFIT (Peng et al. 2010). The results of Re,1.6µm are

listed in the tenth column of Table 1, providing an average

size and standard deviation of 〈Re,1.6µm〉 = 3.07±0.97 kpc.

We find that most of the galaxies have a Sércic index around

unity, indicating that the optical emission can nearly be char-

acterized by an exponential disk profile.

2.3. ALMA Observations

In this subsection, we describe the ALMA observations of

the CO emitters in XCS J2215. We use the Common Astron-

omy Software Application package (CASA), version 5.1.1

(McMullin et al. 2007), for the calibration of the ALMA data

introduced below.

2.3.1. Band 3 Data

The CO J = 2–1 line emission from the core of XCS

J2215 is observed using ALMA Band 3 (Project ID:

2017.1.00471.S). Three mosaic pointings with a primary

beam of FWHM∼ 58′′ cover all 17 CO emitters. The ob-

servations were carried out in 2017 December, with 42–49

antennas, as an ALMA Cycle 5 program. The range of the

baseline length is 15.1–1397.8 m, corresponding to 11.6–

1075.2 kλ in the uv plane. The maximum recoverable scale

(MRS) ranges from 5.′′4 to 6.′′4, which is much larger than

the typical angular size (2′′–3′′) of high-redshift galaxies, en-

suring that all spatial structures are properly observed. The

integration time for each pointing was ∼ 4.3 hr. Of the

four spectral windows (SPWs) with central frequencies of

93, 94.7, 105, and 107 GHz, we used two adjacent SPWs

on the lower sideband for the CO line observations. These

SPWs cover the frequency range 92.06–95.64 GHz, enabling
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us to detect the CO J = 2–1 line emission (νrest = 230.538

GHz) from z =1.41–1.50. This includes all of the possi-

ble redshifts probed by narrowband surveys of [OII] emitters

(Hayashi et al. 2014). We use correlators in Frequency Di-

vision Mode, and each SPW consists of 480 channels over

a bandwidth of 1.875 GHz, resulting in a spectral resolu-

tion of 3.9 MHz. This spectral resolution corresponds to

∆V = (3.9 MHz/94 GHz) × c ≃ 12.4 km s−1 (where c

is the speed of light c ≃ 3 × 105 km s−1) in terms of the

line-of-sight velocity. We average the spectral channels to

50 km s−1 bins and clean the cube down to 1.5σ by using

the CASA/tclean task. In order to obtain high-resolution

maps, we adopt Briggs weighting with a robust parameter of

+0.5, resulting in a synthesized beam size of 0.′′46 × 0.′′32

(3.89× 2.70 kpc), with a position angle (PA) = −79.1◦, and

an rms level of ∼75–80 µJy beam−1 per 50 km s−1.

One of the main goals of this study is to spatially resolve

the CO J = 2–1 line emission from high-redshift cluster

galaxies and measure their effective radii. Nonetheless, pre-

vious ALMA Band 3 observations with the compact array

configuration (Hayashi et al. 2017) are still useful for accu-

rately measuring the total flux in the short uv range. There-

fore, to increase the sensitivity in the shorter uv range, we

combine the new extended array data with the previous com-

pact data where 15.1–639.9 m (=11.6–492.2 kλ) are covered,

using CASA/concat task. With the combined visibility

data, we make low-resolution maps with a robust parameter

of +2.0, resulting in a synthesized beam size of 0.′′64× 0.′′48

(5.41 × 4.06 kpc), with a PA = −75.1◦, and an rms level

of ∼65–68 µJy beam−1 per 50 km s−1. We use the spec-

tra extracted with a 2.′′0 aperture in the low-resolution maps

to define the velocity range of the CO J = 2–1 line emis-

sion (Appendix A). We also evaluate the significance of the

detection in the low-resolution maps. The measured signal-

to-noise ratio (S/R) ranges from 7.1 to 33.5 in the velocity-

integrated CO J = 2–1 maps (Table 1).

2.3.2. Band 7 Data

We combined ALMA Band 7 data obtained from

two separate projects (Project IDs: 2012.1.00623.S and

2017.1.00471.S) to characterize the 870 µm continuum

emission in all 17 CO emitters. The first observation was

conducted in on 2015 July 19, using 39 12 m antennas and

eight pointings. The second observation was conducted on

2018 September 22, using 44 12 m antennas and four point-

ings. Each pointing has a primary beam of FWHM∼ 17′′,

and we show the pointing positions for both observations

in Figure 1. Four SPWs have central frequencies of 336.5,

338.4, 348.5, and 350.5 GHz, with 2 GHz bandwidth. We in-

tegrated all the SPWs for the analyses of the continuum emis-

sion. The ranges of baseline length and the integration times

for each pointing are 15.1–1574.4 m (=17.3–1573.5 kλ) and

7 minutes for the first eight pointings and 15.1–1397.8 m

(=17.3–1601.5 kλ) and 5 minutes for the second four point-

ings.

We use these visibility data for both imaging and visibil-

ity analyses. We create the deconvolved images by adopting

natural weighting, with a robust parameter of +2.0. The syn-

thesized beam sizes are 0.′′18× 0.′′16 (1.52× 1.35 kpc), with

a PA = 45◦ for the first eight pointings and 0.′′24 × 0.′′22

(2.03×1.86 kpc), with a PA = 56◦ for the second four point-

ings, with rms levels of ∼ 64–71 µJy beam−1 and ∼ 48–51

µJy beam−1, respectively. Of the 17 CO emitters, we iden-

tify 15 and 10 detections of the 870 µm continuum emission

at S/N >4.5 and S/N >8 (Table 1).

3. ANALYSIS AND RESULTS

3.1. Identification of Early-stage Mergers

In general, high-density environments at high-redshift con-

tain a larger fraction of galaxy-galaxy mergers than the

field, which can in turn significantly enhance the star forma-

tion activity in the gas-rich member galaxies involved (e.g.

Coogan et al. 2018). We use the ALMA data along with the

cluster member catalog to identify merger candidates among

the 17 CO emitters found in XCS J2215. In Figure 3, we

show the high-resolution contour maps of the CO J = 2–1

line and 870 µm continuum emissions of the 17 CO emit-

ters. While the peak positions of the CO J = 2–1 line emis-

sion are mostly consistent with those of the optical coun-

terparts, some galaxies show a spatial offset of ∼ 0.′′1 be-

tween the 870 µm continuum emission and the images from

the F850LP band on the HST Advanced Camera for Surveys

(ACS; e.g., ALMA.08 and ALMA.11). We find a random

offset of ∆R.A. = ±0.′′05 and ∆decl. = ±0.′′03, by com-

paring the source coordinates between the HST images and

Gaia Early Data Release 3 (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2021),

which can be attributed to the astrometric accuracy of the

HST images. The spatial offset between the continuum and

the HST images (∼ 0.′′1) is larger than this astrometric accu-

racy, suggesting that the offset is real and conceivably caused

by dust extinction (Cochrane et al. 2019).

In this work, we identify an early-stage merger if the CO

emitters have a companion galaxy within a projected sepa-

ration of 15 kpc (∼ 2′′). ALMA.01 and ALMA.03 are as-

sociated with an [OII] emitter at separations of 13 kpc and

9 kpc, respectively. For ALMA.06 and ALMA.09, a close

companion is not included in the cluster member catalog, but

we find a 6.4σ and a 3.7σ CO J = 2–1 line detection with

velocity separations of 1350 km s−1 and 1850 km s−1, re-

spectively (Appendix A). ALMA.15 and ALMA.16 consist

of a close pair of CO emitters with a velocity separation of

only 300 km s−1, suggesting that they are currently inter-

acting with each other. ALMA.02, ALMA.05, ALMA.07,

ALMA.08, and ALMA.14 also have close companions in the
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Figure 3. The spatial distributions of the CO J = 2–1 line (blue contours) and 870 µm continuum emission (orange contours) of 17 CO emitters.

The contours are drawn every 3σ. Each panel shows a region of ∼ 3′′ × 3′′ (25 kpc×25 kpc in physical scale). We show the synthesized

beams of the ALMA CO J = 2–1 line (0.′′46 × 0.′′32) and 870 µm continuum (0.′′18 × 0.′′16 or 0.′′24 × 0.′′22) data in the bottom left. The

background images are the HST WFC3/F160-band (left) and ACS/F850LP-band (right) images. The dashed circles denote [OII] emitters at

z =1.430–1.485. The cyan contours shown in the panels of ALMA.06 and ALMA.09 correspond to the CO J = 2–1 line emission from the

companion.

HST images, but these companions are neither cluster galax-

ies nor detected in the CO lines. Therefore, in summary, we

find six CO emitters from the 17 candidates for early-stage

mergers. Although we cannot rule out the possibility of pro-

jection effects, this indicates a higher merger fraction of 35%

(upper limit), compared to the fraction of coeval field galax-

ies (e.g. 11% at z = 1.62 in Lotz et al. 2013). While the

close proximity of the galaxies suggests gravitational inter-

action, clear tidal tails are undetected in both the HST and

CO J = 2–1 images.

3.2. Size Measurements on Visibility Plane

The high-resolution ALMA observations allow us to spa-

tially resolve the CO J = 2–1 and 870 µm continuum emis-

sions in the cluster galaxies at z = 1.46 and measure ef-

fective radii that enclose a half of the total flux. A visual

inspection suggests that the CO line emission is more ex-

tended than the 870 µm continuum emission in most of the

CO emitters (Figure 3), but this apparent difference could

be attributed to the synthesized beam, with a different res-

olution, and to varying S/Ns. It is, in principle, possible to

obtain an effective radius by deconvolving an image with a

clean beam when a source is detected at a sufficiently high

S/N. However, even with ALMA, the S/Ns in submillime-

ter observations are usually much lower than those in op-

tical and NIR observations, except for certain populations,

such as optical dark galaxies (e.g. Yamaguchi et al. 2019;

Wang et al. 2019; Smail et al. 2021). Moreover, image re-

construction for interferometer images depends on the uv

coverage of the visibilities taken from the observations and

the CLEANing process. These factors occasionally make

image-based analysis severely uncertain and may lead to er-

roneous interpretations. Therefore, we measure the effective

radii of the CO J = 2–1 line and 870 µm continuum emis-

sions directly from the visibility data, instead of using the

CLEANed images (e.g. Simpson et al. 2015; Gullberg et al.

2019; Fujimoto et al. 2020; Tadaki et al. 2020).

With the ALMA Band 3 and Band 7 data, we perform vis-

ibility fittings in the uv plane to obtain the best-fit model

for the 17 CO emitters. The procedure for our visibility

data analysis is as follows. In order to robustly measure

an effective radius, we only use sources with S/N> 8 in

the low-resolution CO J = 2–1 or 870 µm continuum maps

(Gullberg et al. 2019). This selection results in a sample of

15 for the CO J = 2–1 line emission and 10 for the 870 µm

continuum emission. Recent high-resolution ALMA studies

suggest that dusty star-forming galaxies at z ∼1–3 have an

exponential profile, with a Sércic index of n ∼ 1 in dust

continuum emission, signifying the dominance of a disk-like

morphology (Hodge et al. 2016; Fujimoto et al. 2018). Ac-

cordingly, we assume that the galaxies in our sample have

similar structures in both the CO J = 2–1 line and 870 µm
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Figure 4. A demonstration of uv-plane analysis, showing an example from ALMA.01. Left: the observed dirty maps of the CO J = 2–1 line

(top) and 870 µm continuum (bottom) emissions. The synthesized beam is shown in the bottom left. The effective radii of the best-fit model

are shown as the red ellipses, in consideration of the axis ratio and PA. Middle: the dirty maps created from the visibility data, where the best-fit

model of an exponential disk is subtracted. The contours of both the observed and the residual maps are ±2σ,±3σ, and ±4σ. Right: the real

part of the visibility amplitude as a function of uv distance with the best-fit model (dashed line). As a comparison, the normalized profile of the

other emission (solid line) is shown in both panels. The plots for the other galaxies are given in Appendix B.

continuum emissions, and we fit the visibility data with a

2D exponential disk model (n = 1) by using UVMULTIFIT

(Martı́-Vidal et al. 2014). The observed visibility contains

the amplitude and phase information of the other sources

within the primary beam, especially when they are close to

the target. Therefore, to obtain the parameters that are purely

attributable to a single galaxy of interest, we subtract clean

components of the other CO emitters in uv plane. The pri-

mary beam correction is taken into account in the outcomes

of the uv fitting.

We first set all of the parameters that have been incor-

porated in UVMULTIFIT as free parameters: source posi-

tion, total flux, effective radius along the major axis, major-

to-minor axis ratio q, and PA. As the size parameter in

UVMULTIFIT is supplied with the FWHM, we convert it

to an effective radius, as Re = 1.21 × FWHM for an ex-

ponential disk model. For some galaxies with relatively low

S/N, the fittings do not converge correctly or the axis ratio

becomes q = 0 or q = 1. Thus, we refit the data by fixing the

axis ratio to q = 1 to determine the other parameters for these

galaxies. Because the main goal of this analysis is to derive

the spatial extent of the emission, we use the circularized ra-

dius given by Re = Re,elliptical ×
√
q for a fair comparison.

In ALMA.09 only, the effective radius of the 870 µm contin-

uum emission becomes zero within the uncertainty, indicat-

ing that the emission is not spatially resolved with the current

data. We thus exclude this result from the following discus-

sion. Consequently, we successfully measure the effective

radii of the CO J = 2–1 line emission for 15 galaxies and the

870 µm continuum emission for nine galaxies.

In order to demonstrate the reliability of our fittings in the

uv plane, we show the dirty maps, the residual maps, and the

real part of the visibility data as a function of the uv distance

of ALMA.01 in Figure 4. The residual maps are created af-

ter subtracting the best-fit model in the uv plane. In both

emissions, the residual maps do not show any peaks above

the ∼ 3σ level around the position of ALMA.01, which im-

plies that the observed emissions are well characterized by

the best-fit model. The visibility amplitudes along the uv

distance underscore the reliability of the fittings. The de-

scending curves of the visibility amplitude indicate the dif-

ference of the spatial extents in both emissions. The visibility

amplitude holds constant along the uv distance if the source

is unresolved. In contrast, the amplitude drops sharply for

an extended source. In Figure 4, the visibility amplitude of

the CO J = 2–1 line emission drops at shorter uv distances

(< 500kλ), while the visibility amplitude of the 870 µm con-

tinuum emission extends up to ∼ 1000 kλ, indicating that the
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Table 1. Fitting results of the CO emitters

ID S/N870µm f870µm q870µm
a Re,870µm

b S/NCO ICO qCO
a Re,CO

b Re,1.6µm

(mJy) (kpc) (Jy km s−1) (kpc) (kpc)

ALMA.01 19.2 2.31± 0.21 0.52± 0.14 0.99± 0.20 33.0 0.75 ± 0.04 0.75 ± 0.17 2.01 ± 0.40 3.73 ± 0.44

ALMA.02 – – – – 7.1 – – – 3.07 ± 0.09

ALMA.03 16.7 2.52± 0.29 0.78± 0.19 0.84± 0.17 33.5 0.90 ± 0.05 – 1.70 ± 0.20 2.72 ± 0.03

ALMA.04 5.1 – – – 9.0 0.18 ± 0.04 – 2.00 ± 0.88 1.62 ± 0.03

ALMA.05 13.6 0.78± 0.11 – 0.31± 0.14 9.2 0.25 ± 0.05 – 1.77 ± 0.65 3.32 ± 0.21

ALMA.06 12.0 2.40± 0.34 0.42± 0.12 2.00± 0.47 29.1 1.10 ± 0.06 0.84 ± 0.14 2.83 ± 0.41 2.39 ± 0.03

ALMA.07 5.1 – – – 14.8 0.56 ± 0.05 0.79 ± 0.22 3.06 ± 0.67 4.14 ± 0.04

ALMA.08 9.6 0.99± 0.19 – 0.85± 0.26 23.7 0.48 ± 0.05 0.65 ± 0.31 1.60 ± 0.52 2.26 ± 0.02

ALMA.09 9.4 0.59± 0.12 – 0.06± 0.40 8.5 0.12 ± 0.04 – 2.38 ± 1.33 3.14 ± 0.09 c

ALMA.10 8.7 0.94± 0.22 0.72± 0.52 0.49± 0.30 26.4 0.68 ± 0.04 0.76 ± 0.16 2.32 ± 0.42 3.50 ± 0.04

ALMA.11 5.5 – – – 13.2 0.31 ± 0.06 – 1.13 ± 0.50 3.42 ± 0.12

ALMA.12 – – – – 7.3 – – – 4.21 ± 0.06

ALMA.13 10.6 0.83± 0.14 – 0.64± 0.19 18.8 0.45 ± 0.06 – 1.29 ± 0.41 3.62 ± 0.09

ALMA.14 4.5 – – – 10.9 0.20 ± 0.03 – 0.98 ± 0.40 1.20 ± 0.02

ALMA.15 21.1 1.37± 0.13 – 0.47± 0.09 17.9 0.39 ± 0.04 – 1.17 ± 0.28 2.38 ± 0.04

ALMA.16 11.4 0.79± 0.13 – 0.55± 0.18 15.5 0.48 ± 0.05 – 1.73 ± 0.37 2.45 ± 0.04

ALMA.17 4.5 – – – 10.6 0.34 ± 0.05 0.47 ± 0.26 2.10 ± 0.87 5.02 ± 0.18

a The minor-to-major axis ratio. Values are only shown for the CO emitters that are successfully fitted in the uv plane, setting q as a free

parameter.

b The circularized effective radii.

c The 1.6 µm size of the companion galaxy.

CO J = 2–1 line emission is more extended than the 870 µm

continuum emission. The visibility amplitudes for the rest of

the 14 CO emitters are provided in Appendix B.

3.3. Size Comparison

The averages and standard deviations of the effective radii

in each emission are 〈Re,CO〉 = 1.87 ± 0.59 kpc and

〈Re,870µm〉 = 0.79 ± 0.47 kpc. For the nine CO emit-

ters for which both effective radii are available, we obtain

〈Re,CO〉 = 1.82 ± 0.48 kpc. Recent TNG50 simulations

have demonstrated that the effective radii of the dust con-

tinuum emission are consistent with the effective radii of the

dust-obscured star formation, and the radii of the dust contin-

uum emission are similar within the variation of ∼ 0.1 dex

across the far-IR wavelengths (Popping et al. 2022; see also

Cochrane et al. 2019). Therefore, we adopt the 870 µm radii

as quantities that trace the spatial extent of the dust-obscured

star formation, as well as the distribution of the dust heated

by UV radiation from the young stellar population. Figure 5

shows a comparison of the spatial extents of dust-obscured

star formation and cold molecular gas, represented by the

870 µm continuum and CO J = 2–1 line emissions, respec-

tively. We also show a compilation of high-redshift galaxies

from the literature. We only include sources where both sizes

are measured by ALMA observations: three SMGs at z =2–

3 (Chen et al. 2017, Calistro Rivera et al. 2018, Rybak et al.

2019), two massive MS galaxies (Tadaki et al. 2017), and

three UV-extended MS galaxies at z ∼ 2 (Kaasinen et al.

2020). Here, we only refer to the studies that trace cold

molecular gas by a CO line of either J =3–2 or J =2–1.

As seen in Figure 5, all of the nine CO emitters lie above

the line where the two effective radii are the same (the solid

black line). The average ratio with standard deviation is

〈Re,CO/Re,870µm〉 = 2.8 ± 1.4. When the individual mea-

surement errors of the CO and 870 µm sizes are propagated,

the average size ratio is larger than unity at the significance

level of 12.4σ, which corroborates the cold-gas component

being more extended than the dust-obscured star formation.

This also holds true for almost all of the galaxies from the

literature, with one exception of a UV-extended MS galaxy

ALPS.2 at z = 1.55 (Kaasinen et al. 2020). By compar-

ing with the 1.6 µm sizes, we obtain the average ratios with

standard deviation of 〈Re,1.6µm/Re,CO〉 = 1.7 ± 0.6 and

〈Re,1.6µm/Re,870µm〉 = 4.9 ± 2.7. We exclude ALMA.09
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Figure 5. Comparison of the effective radii of the CO J = 2–1 line

and 870 µm continuum emissions. A black solid line corresponds

to the equality of both radii. All of the nine CO emitters (orange)

fall above the line, indicating that the cold gas component is more

extended than the dust component. For comparison, galaxies where

both radii are measured are shown (Tadaki et al. 2017; Chen et al.

2017; Calistro Rivera et al. 2018; Rybak et al. 2019; Kaasinen et al.

2020). For these galaxies, the cold molecular gas is traced by either

the CO J = 3–2 line (open markers) or the CO J = 2–1 line (filled

markers).

from this calculation, since the 1.6 µm size of ALMA.09

traces the companion galaxy instead of the CO emitter (Fig-

ure 3).

Figure 5 indicates that the CO emitters in XCS J2215, ex-

cept for ALMA.06, are smaller in both the CO J = 2–1 line

and 870 µm continuum emissions than other star-forming

galaxies. However, the star-forming properties of the adopted

literature sample may be biased toward starburst outliers, like

SMGs, or the extended outliers with a normal star-forming

regime. Therefore, a control sample that consists of field

galaxies with similar star-forming properties is necessary for

a proper comparison. We note that similar high-resolution

observations targeting z & 1 field galaxies have not been

conducted to date.

A high-resolution observation of the cluster galaxies in

SpARCS J0225 (z = 1.60) is reported by Noble et al. (2019),

measuring deconvolved CO sizes from the ALMA images

for eight CO emitters. They assume a 2D Gaussian pro-

file and obtain the effective radii of Re,CO =2.5–6.4 kpc

for seven galaxies, which are entirely larger than our mea-

surements of Re,CO. In order to fairly compare the effec-

tive radii of the SpARCS J0225 galaxies to our sample, we

conduct size measurements using the ALMA archival data

(Project ID: 2017.1.01228.S) of the SpARCS J0225 obser-

vation. The procedure for the size measurement is the same

as that described in Section 3.2. We obtain the effective ra-

dius of the CO J = 2–1 line emission for six out of the eight

galaxies, where all of them show smaller values by a factor

of 1.7± 0.7 compared to the ones based on the deconvolved

images. However, we find that three galaxies (J0225-281,

J0225-371, and J0225-541) are still larger than 3 kpc (3.09,

4.60, and 5.36 kpc, respectively). More details of the fitting

results for the SpARCS J0225 members can be found in Ap-

pendix C.

The size discrepancy of the CO emitters between XCS

J2215 and SpARCS J0225 can be attributed to cluster-to-

cluster variations, which possibly reflect the evolutionary

stage. Nevertheless, the current data is insufficient to draw

a definitive conclusion, since the information about SpARCS

J0225, such as the cluster mass and the 2D distribution of the

other members, is still limited. In addition, no other cluster

samples at similar redshifts are available for detailed compar-

isons. Future ALMA observations of the resolved CO line,

targeting well-studied clusters at equivalent redshift, are nec-

essary.

3.4. Physical Properties

3.4.1. Molecular Gas Masses

We convert the total flux of the CO J = 2–1 line emission

derived from the uv fittings (Section 3.2) into the molecu-

lar gas mass Mmol gas. In this work, we adopt a luminosity

ratio of L′
CO J=1−0/L

′
CO J=2−1 = 1.2, as a typical value

of normal star forming galaxies (e.g. Leroy et al. 2008), and

a galactic CO-to-H2 conversion factor of αCO = 4.36M⊙

(K km s−1 pc−2)−1 (e.g. Bolatto et al. 2013), which in-

cludes a 36% correction of helium abundance (Dame et al.

2001). The calculated molecular gas masses are listed in the

fourth column of Table 2. We find that the molecular gas

masses derived from the uv fittings are largely consistent with

the ones derived from image-based analysis in Hayashi et al.

(2018), with a scatter of ∼0.1 dex.

3.4.2. Surface Densities of SFR and Mmol gas

For nine CO emitters, we have measured the effective radii

of both the CO J = 2–1 line and 870 µm continuum emis-

sions. This enables us to estimate the surface densities of the

SFR (ΣSFR) and molecular gas mass (Σmol gas) for the area

enclosed by these radii. The derivation of the effective radii

can be difficult using low-resolution data alone, and thus the

optical sizes of the galaxies are often used for deriving the

surface densities of the SFR and molecular gas mass. One

caveat is that the spatial extent could be different between

the stellar component and the dust or cold-gas components,

as demonstrated in Section 3.3. To obtain better constraints
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Table 2. Physical properties of the CO emitters

The Integrated Properties The Central Region The Extended Region

(0 < r < Re,870µm) (Re,870µm < r < Re,CO)

ID SFRIR SFRUV Mmol gas M⋆
a log ΣSFR log Σmol gas log ΣSFR log Σmol gas

(M⊙yr
−1) (M⊙yr−1) (1010M⊙) (1010M⊙) (M⊙yr

−1kpc−2) (M⊙pc
−2) (M⊙yr

−1kpc−2) (M⊙pc
−2)

ALMA.01 102± 9 1.9± 0.1 10.8± 0.6 8.1+0.8
−0.5 1.22 ± 0.18 3.85+0.24

−0.21 0.58+0.28
−0.30 3.53+0.25

−0.25

ALMA.03 111± 13 1.9± 0.1 13.0± 0.8 11.2+0.3
−1.2 1.40 ± 0.19 4.07+0.20

−0.19 0.76+0.21
−0.22 3.70+0.16

−0.16

ALMA.04 – 0.8± 0.1 2.6± 0.6 3.9+1.0
−0.7 – – – –

ALMA.05 35± 5 0.8± 0.1 3.7± 0.7 2.3+0.7
−0.4 1.77 ± 0.41 3.64+0.68

−0.45 0.11+0.38
−0.37 3.25+0.38

−0.36

ALMA.06 106± 15 2.3± 0.1 15.8± 0.9 12.0+2.4
−0.8 0.62 ± 0.21 3.62+0.23

−0.22 0.47+0.37
−0.39 3.32+0.33

−0.33

ALMA.07 – 2.8± 0.1 8.1± 0.7 8.1+0.2
−0.7 – – – –

ALMA.08 44± 8 3.7± 0.1 6.9± 0.7 5.8+0.3
−0.6 0.98 ± 0.27 3.83+0.40

−0.30 0.42+0.45
−0.46 3.51+0.42

−0.42

ALMA.09 26± 5 3.0± 0.1 1.8± 0.6 10.7+0.3
−1.2 – – – –

ALMA.10 42± 10 4.6± 0.1 9.8± 0.6 3.4+0.3
−0.4 1.44 ± 0.53 3.81+0.56

−0.54 −0.05+0.28
−0.28 3.44+0.19

−0.18

ALMA.11 – 4.2± 0.1 4.5± 0.8 1.8+0.6
−0.8 – – – –

ALMA.13 37± 6 1.5± 0.1 6.5± 0.9 6.0+0.4
−2.7 1.15 ± 0.27 4.01+0.40

−0.31 0.51+0.43
−0.46 3.68+0.39

−0.39

ALMA.14 – 4.0± 0.1 2.8± 0.4 9.1+0.0
−1.9 – – – –

ALMA.15 61± 6 0.7± 0.1 5.7± 0.6 3.6+1.7
−0.2 1.64 ± 0.17 4.08+0.28

−0.22 0.77+0.30
−0.32 3.74+0.27

−0.26

ALMA.16 35± 6 1.4± 0.1 6.9± 0.8 3.1+0.3
−0.5 1.26 ± 0.30 3.86+0.36

−0.32 0.16+0.28
−0.30 3.51+0.23

−0.23

ALMA.17 – 2.5± 0.1 4.9± 0.7 2.5+1.8
−0.5 – – – –

a Taken from Hayashi et al. (2018).

on these quantities, we utilize the best-fit model and the ef-

fective radii of nine CO emitters.

We define two regions, with different scales, for each

galaxy: the “central” region, which is defined as the area

enclosed within the effective radius of the 870 µm contin-

uum (0 < r < Re,870µm), and the “extended” region, which

is defined as the area enclosed between the effective radii

of the 870 µm continuum and CO J = 2–1 line emissions

(Re,870µm < r < Re,CO). Assuming a 2D exponential disk

model, we calculate the fraction of the enclosed flux A be-

tween the specific radii (R1 and R2) as

A =

∫ R2

R1

exp[−1.68r/Re]rdr
∫∞

0
exp[−1.68r/Re]rdr

(0 ≤ A ≤ 1) (1)

so that the surface densities of the SFR and molecular gas

mass can be written as

ΣSFR =
A870µm × SFR

π(R2
2 −R2

1)
(2)

Σmol gas =
ACO ×Mmol gas

π(R2
2 −R2

1)
(3)

By definition, the fraction of the 870 µm flux density in the

central region within Re,870µm is A870µm = 0.5. To eval-

uate the values and uncertainties of A870µm of the extended

region and ACO of both the central and extended regions, we

generate 10,000 exponential models, by adding the random

error to the effective radius of the best-fit model. We regard

the 16th–84th percentile range of 10,000 numerical values as

the uncertainties. We then derive the errors on the surface

densities of the SFR and molecular gas mass by the propaga-

tion of the errors.

The calculated surface densities of the SFR and molecular

gas mass for both the central and extended regions are listed

in the sixth to ninth columns of Table 2. We obtain average

SFR surface densities of 〈ΣSFR〉 = 1.28± 0.32, 0.41± 0.27

M⊙yr
−1kpc−2 and average molecular gas mass surface den-

sities of 〈Σmol gas〉 = 3.86± 0.16, 3.52± 0.16M⊙pc
−2 for

the central and the extended region, respectively. The uncer-

tainties correspond to the standard deviations.

4. DISCUSSION

4.1. Spatially Resolved View of Star Formation Regime

One of the practical relations that encapsulates the infor-

mation about the star formation properties is commonly re-

ferred to as the KS relation (Schmidt 1959; Kennicutt 1989).

This empirical relation illustrates the correlation between the

surface densities of the gas mass and SFR, and can be ex-

pressed by the formula ΣSFR ∝ ΣN
mol gas. The slope of

N = 1 in this relation corresponds to a constant star for-



12 IKEDA ET AL.

mation efficiency (SFE ≡ ΣSFR/Σmol gas) or a constant gas

depletion timescale τ ≡ 1/SFE, providing a straightforward

signpost of the remaining time until galaxies exhaust their

molecular gas content.

The KS relations of nearby galaxies have been inves-

tigated on both a global scale (e.g. Kennicutt 1998b;

Saintonge et al. 2017) and a sub-kpc scale (e.g. Bigiel et al.

2008; Onodera et al. 2010; Bigiel et al. 2011). On the other

hand, because it is observationally expensive to address the

distribution of cold molecular gas via CO lines at high-

redshift, and therefore difficult to measure the size of the

molecular gas component, only a handful of z & 1 galax-

ies have been studied in detail in the context of the KS re-

lation. Some studies focus on normal star-forming galaxies

(Daddi et al. 2010; Genzel et al. 2010), and others study ex-

treme sources that are bright and extended, such as SMGs

(e.g. Hodge et al. 2015; Chen et al. 2017). The former stud-

ies claim the “bimodality” of the star formation regime at

high redshift, a normal regime in star-forming disks, and a

starburst regime induced by mergers. The surface densities

derived for the central and extended regions (Section 3.4)

allow us to probe the characteristics of high-redshift cluster

galaxies in terms of the KS relation for the first time.

The resolved KS relation for the nine CO emitters is shown

in Figure 6 (left). The shaded region in beige indicates the

range of global values of gas depletion timescale, which

is derived from the integrated quantities of each galaxy;

τglobal ≡ Mmol gas/SFR = 0.9–2.4 Gyr. The average

and standard deviations are 〈τglobal〉 = 1.49 ± 0.46 Gyr.

Compared to the global values, the extended regions have

a slightly shorter gas depletion timescale of 〈τext〉 = 1.42±
0.73 Gyr on average and the central regions have an even

shorter timescale of 〈τcen〉 = 0.48 ± 0.27 Gyr. The shorter

gas depletion timescale for the central region is consistent

with the compactness of 870 µm continuum emission com-

pared to CO J = 2–1 line emission at 12.4σ significance (Sec-

tion 3.3).

The central region tends to have a larger surface density

than the extended region in both molecular gas mass and

SFR. If the rates of increase are similar in both surface densi-

ties, then the gas depletion timescale should remain constant.

Therefore, the decline of the gas depletion timescale at the

central region can be attributed to higher SFR surface densi-

ties. This finding, along with the evidence of compact dust

emission (Section 3.3), indicates enhanced star formation ac-

tivity in the central parts of the gas-rich cluster galaxies.

In Figure 6 (right), we compile the molecular gas mass

and SFR surface densities of the nearby to high-redshift

galaxies available in the literature, and compare them with

the nine CO emitters in XCS J2215 (Genzel et al. 2010;

de los Reyes & Kennicutt 2019; Kennicutt & de los Reyes

2021). Compared to the local spirals, the CO emitters have

higher surface densities in both SFR and molecular gas mass,

by several orders of magnitude. Overall, the surface den-

sities of the CO emitters are similar to the upper ends of

the local starbursts. In addition, we find that both the cen-

tral and extended regions are consistent with the KS rela-

tion derived from normal star-forming galaxies at z =1–

3 (Genzel et al. 2010). This suggests comparable deple-

tion timescales between cluster and field galaxies, except for

one galaxy, ALMA.05, which has the shortest gas depletion

timescale in the central region of the nine CO emitters. We

conclude that the star-forming properties of most of the clus-

ter galaxies are similar to the ones of coeval field galaxies.

A shorter gas depletion timescale in the central region is

similarly seen in the z = 4.05 SMG GN20 (Hodge et al.

2015) and in the z = 2.12 SMG ALESS67.1 (Chen et al.

2017). While the sample size is still limited, we tenta-

tively suggest a general trend: that high-redshift star-forming

galaxies have a shorter gas depletion timescale in the cen-

tral region. This is not seen in relatively quiescent nearby

galaxies, which follow a single slope in the KS relation

(e.g. Leroy et al. 2013; Ellison et al. 2021). On the con-

trary, Sánchez-Garcı́a et al. (2022) find a shorter gas deple-

tion timescale in the central regions of four (out of 16) nearby

luminous IR galaxies (LIRGs). Our results are consistent

with this, although the data for our cluster galaxies are lim-

ited, both in sample size and angular resolution.

One caveat in this comparison (Figure 6 right) is that

the past studies adopt different regions defined by other

tracers when the CO or 870 µm sizes are not avail-

able. Genzel et al. (2010) use the average effective radii

of multiple indicators, such as the Hα line and opti-

cal/UV stellar light. de los Reyes & Kennicutt (2019) and

Kennicutt & de los Reyes (2021) use the diameter that con-

tains ∼ 95% of the Hα flux. In our case, the SFR surface

densities of the central region would be underestimated sev-

eralfold if we simply adopted the Re,CO without any correc-

tions. Thus, if the spatial extents of the star-forming region

and the molecular gas reservoir are largely different, espe-

cially for the galaxies taken from the literature, the compar-

ison presented in Figure 6 (right) might not be straightfor-

ward. Indeed, we show in Section 3.3 that the effective radii

of both the CO line and 870 µm continuum emissions of the

CO emitters are different from the 1.6 µm radii by factors of

1.7± 0.6 and 4.9± 2.7, respectively.

Another important caveat is the CO-to-H2 conversion fac-

tor αCO, which depends on the physical conditions of the

ISM, especially metallicities. The theoretical models predict

that the conversion factor exhibits an upturn in metal-poor

environments (Z . 0.5Z⊙), where photodissociation plays a

significant role in destructing CO molecules (Bolatto et al.

2013). Maier et al. (2019) use Hα and [NII] λ6584 line

fluxes to measure the metallicity of the massive galaxies
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Figure 6. The resolved KS relation of the nine CO emitters in XCS J2215. Left: a close-up view of the KS relation of the nine CO emitters.

The red and blue plots correspond to the central and extended regions, respectively. The beige shaded region indicates the range of the global

value of the gas depletion timescale among these galaxies. Mergers and nonmergers are discriminated by symbols, with stars indicating

mergers and circles indicating nonmergers. Right: a comparison with the other galaxy populations from the literature, showing the wider

range of surface densities in both axes. The black dots and orange dots are local spirals and local starbursts (de los Reyes & Kennicutt 2019;

Kennicutt & de los Reyes 2021), respectively, and the black dashed line with the shaded region is a slope with ±0.32 dex for normal star-

forming galaxies at z =1–3 (Genzel et al. 2010). The galactic value of αCO is adopted for all of the galaxies shown in this figure. The leftward

arrow indicates the 0.64 dex shift of Σmolgas if αCO = 1.0 is adopted.

in XCS J2215 whose stellar masses are comparable to the

CO emitters. They find evidence of metallicity enhance-

ment of ∼ 0.1 dex compared to coeval star-forming galax-

ies, which corresponds to 12 + log(O/H) = 8.5–8.7. By

adopting 12+ log(O/H) = 8.5 and substituting it into Equa-

tion (6) of Genzel et al. (2015), which incorporates the ef-

fect of the gas-phase metallicity on the conversion factor, i.e.

α(Z) ∝ χ(Z)αMW, we obtain χ(Z) = 1.14. This sug-

gests that the galaxies in XCS J2215 reside in an environment

where the metallicity is moderately enhanced, justifying the

conversion factor used in this study. Incidentally, most high-

redshift star-forming galaxies have a flat metallicity gradi-

ent (e.g. Wuyts et al. 2016; Curti et al. 2020; Simons et al.

2021). Therefore, the conversion factor is likely uniform

across the entire galaxy disk of the CO emitters. For a fair

comparison, we use the surface densities of the molecular

gas mass derived by using the galactic value of αCO for all

of the galaxies shown in Figure 6 (right).

Nevertheless, it is noteworthy to test the effect on the KS

relation, if we adopt a different value for the conversion fac-

tor. Calistro Rivera et al. (2018) present a dynamical con-

straint on the conversion factor for z = 2 − 3 SMGs by

using the CO J = 3–2 line, finding values around αCO =

1.0M⊙ (K km s−1 pc−2)−1, with an upper limit of 1.4M⊙

(K km s−1 pc−2)−1. We show the 0.64 dex shift in the right

panel of Figure 6 with a leftward arrow, if we adopt a value

of αCO = 1.0M⊙ (K km s−1 pc−2)−1 instead of the galac-

tic value. Both the extended and central regions will then be

consistent with local starbursts, and this seems to be plau-

sible given the conditions for starbursts in the high-redshift

SMG population.

4.2. Structure Formation of Cluster Galaxies at z=1.46

We now turn our discussion topic to the structure forma-

tion of star-forming galaxies in high-redshift clusters. First,

we focus on the 1.6 µm sizes of the cluster galaxies in XCS

J2215. The relation between the stellar mass and the 1.6 µm

size for 17 CO emitters and 14 passive members in XCS

J2215 is presented in Figure 7 (left). The 1.6 µm sizes of

these passive members are taken from Chan et al. (2018). We

also show the best-fit mass-size relations of both star-forming

and passive galaxies at z = 1.5, taken from van der Wel et al.

(2014). We derive these relations by taking the mean of the

parameterized fits between z = 1.25 and z = 1.75 presented

in van der Wel et al. (2014). This can be interpreted as the

representative mass-size relation at z = 1.5, since their sam-

ple includes both cluster and field galaxies.

As seen in Figure 7 (left), the 1.6 µm sizes of the pas-

sive members are systematically smaller than the ones of pas-

sive galaxies in field environments. The 1.6 µm sizes of the

majority of CO emitters lie between the correlation of star-

forming and passive galaxies at z = 1.5. Given that 16 of

the 17 CO emitters are classified as star-forming members,

the distribution of the 1.6 µm sizes suggests that the gas-

rich star-forming cluster galaxies in XCS J2215 are more

compact than star-forming field galaxies at z = 1.5 on av-
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Figure 7. Stellar mass-size distribution of the galaxies in XCS J2215. Left: HST/1.6 µm sizes are shown for 17 CO emitters (blue circles) and

14 spectroscopically confirmed passive members (red circles; Chan et al. 2018). The solid lines correspond to the best-fit mass-size relation of

star-forming (blue) and passive (red) galaxies at z = 1.5 (van der Wel et al. 2014). Right: comparison of the sizes of the CO emitters measured

from different tracers. The blue circles, green triangles or stars, and orange diamonds markers indicate the effective radii of the HST/1.6 µm,

CO J = 2–1 line and 870 µm continuum, respectively. Two AGNs (ALMA.11 and ALMA.14) are shown with green stars for the CO size. The

red dashed line is the best-fit mass-size relation of the passive members of XCS J2215 at 1.6 µm, as presented in the left panel.

erage. Nevertheless, care must be taken in drawing a con-

clusion, since the relations from van der Wel et al. (2014) are

derived from galaxies with a certain redshift range. There-

fore, while the optical radii of both star-forming and passive

galaxies may or may not depend on the environments in gen-

eral (Matharu et al. 2019 and references therein), we tenta-

tively suggest that our CO emitters and passive members in

XCS J2215 are more compact than coeval field galaxies.

In Figure 7 (right), we compare the effective radii of the

HST/1.6 µm, CO J = 2–1 line, and 870 µm continuum of the

CO emitters. All three sizes are shown for nine CO emitters,

while the 1.6 µm and CO sizes are shown if they are available

for the rest of eight CO emitters. As expected from the size

ratio presented in Section 3.3, the three radii show different

trends in mass-size distribution. The most extended is the 1.6

µm size, followed by the CO and 870 µm sizes.

The average size ratio with standard deviation between the

1.6 µm and CO sizes of the CO emitters is 1.7±0.6. The ab-

sence of a clear stellar mass dependency indicates that the ra-

tio of the 1.6 µm and CO sizes is roughly constant as a func-

tion of the stellar mass. In general, the 1.6 µm emission from

galaxies traces the stellar distribution. However, because of

the radial color gradients derived from the stellar age, metal-

licity, and dust extinction, the 1.6 µm size is systematically

overestimated against the true size of the stellar component.

Suess et al. (2019) measure the half-light radii at 1.6 µm and

half-mass radii for ∼ 7000 galaxies at 1 ≤ z ≤ 2.5, and

find that both the star-forming and passive galaxies have a

negative color gradient. Also, they argue that the size ratio

of the half-light and half-mass radii evolves with decreasing

redshift. For star-forming galaxies with M⋆ = 1010.5M⊙ at

z = 1.5, they obtain 〈rlight/rmass〉 = 1.3. Therefore, we ex-

pect that the half-mass radius of the stellar component to be

slightly larger than the CO sizes, and it may be characterized

by an exponential disk model (Section 3.2).

In contrast to the mass-size distributions of the 1.6 µm and

CO J = 2–1 lines, we find that the 870 µm sizes of the CO

emitters increase with stellar mass (Figure 7, right). As a

consequence, the segregation between the CO J = 2–1 and

870 µm sizes becomes less pronounced at the massive end.

Cochrane et al. (2019) and Popping et al. (2022) conducted

FIRE-2 and TNG50 simulations, respectively, to quantify the

sizes of the dust in simulated galaxies at different redshifts.

Our results are consistent with both simulations, predicting

that dust continuum emissions tend to be compact relative to

the cold-gas component.

The compact star formation seen in the nine CO emit-

ters suggests a rapid increase in stellar mass at the center

of the extended gas reservoir. Assuming a negligible con-

tribution from radial gas transportation, all nine CO emitters

will rapidly exhaust their gas within a typical timescale of

〈τcen〉 = 0.48±0.27Gyr (Section 4.1), starting from the cen-

tral region. This leads to a suppression of star formation at

the center, which will likely then propagate toward the outer

disks within the gas depletion timescale of the extended re-

gion. Such a process is in qualitative agreement with the so-

called “inside-out quenching” scenario (e.g. Tacchella et al.

2015; Spilker et al. 2019).
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The CO emitters will likely become passive cluster mem-

bers by z = 1.27 (the redshift after ∼ 0.5 Gyr from z =

1.46), after depleting most of the molecular gas in the cen-

tral region. Simultaneously, the 1.6 µm sizes will be re-

duced as a consequence of the central star formation activ-

ity and the formation of a concentrated stellar component.

In turn, the mass-size distribution of the CO emitters will

likely become similar to the passive members (Tadaki et al.

2020). Figure 7 (right) shows that the mass-size distribu-

tions of the 870 µm continuum sizes of the nine CO emit-

ters follow the same trend as the best-fit mass-size relation of

the passive members at 1.6 µm. This may suggest that the

nine CO emitters are experiencing a transition phase, from

star-forming to passive members, which in turn may indi-

cate the formation of a bulge-dominated structure, as seen

in other z ∼ 1 cluster galaxies (e.g. Kodama et al. 2004;

Nantais et al. 2017). Due to the radial color gradient, the

half-mass radii of passive galaxies are expected to be smaller

than the 1.6 µm sizes by a similar factor as the star-forming

galaxies (Suess et al. 2019). Moreover, we find that the dis-

tributions of the 1.6 µm sizes of the CO emitters lie between

the correlation of the star-forming and passive populations

(Figure 7, left). Matharu et al. (2020) find a similar mass-size

distribution for poststarburst galaxies at z ∼ 1 and argue that

the rapid size growth of the passive galaxies can be explained

by a combination of minor mergers and newly quenched star

formation galaxies. Therefore, the observed 1.6 µm sizes of

the CO emitters further support the scenario in which the CO

emitters will rapidly evolve to passive members and populate

the massive end of the stellar mass-size relation of passive

galaxies.

Furthermore, in tandem with the 2D distribution map of

the CO emitters and passive members (Figure 1), this is con-

sistent with the picture that quenching propagates from the

cluster center to the outskirts. Both passive members will

likely evolve into red massive galaxies at z = 0.

Finally, we find that two AGNs, ALMA.11 and ALMA.14,

have the second-smallest (1.13 kpc) and smallest (0.98 kpc)

CO sizes among the 15 CO emitters. Galaxy-galaxy merg-

ers are thought to generate gas inflows, and feed the su-

permassive black holes, and eventually trigger AGNs (e.g.

Di Matteo et al. 2005; Hopkins et al. 2006). Moreover,

Wuyts et al. (2010) point out that mergers can produce com-

pact galaxies with ∼ 1 kpc sizes. The compactness of

ALMA.11 and ALMA.14 may suggest a past episode of a

galaxy merger.

4.3. Effects of Mergers on Star Formation Activity

The enhancement of merger fractions in (proto-)cluster en-

vironments has been suggested in various observational stud-

ies (e.g. Lotz et al. 2013; Hine et al. 2016; Coogan et al.

2018; Watson et al. 2019). On the contrary, Delahaye et al.

(2017) report no merger enhancement at the core of clus-

ters (1.51 < z < 1.74), although their measurement of

the merger fraction in the field region is extraordinarily high

(47%) compared to that of other studies, while the merger

fraction of the cluster environments is comparable to others.

Their high merger fraction in the z ∼ 1.6 field is likely due

to the small sample size of the control sample. Our visual

inspection of early-stage mergers toward the 17 CO emitters

(Section 3.1) reveals an upper limit on the merger fraction of

35% (6/17), which is a factor of 3 higher than the value of

coeval field galaxies (e.g. ∼11% at z = 1.62 in Lotz et al.

2013). Therefore, although the parent sample of this calcu-

lation is biased toward gas-rich systems, it is worth investi-

gating whether these early-stage mergers (with a projected

separation within 15 kpc) play a role in their star formation

properties and structures.

We inspect whether the effective radii (Figure 5) and the

KS relation (Figure 6 left) are different between early-stage

mergers and nonmergers. In both figures, we do not find

any systematic differences between the two populations, im-

plying that early-stage mergers are not an important fac-

tor in determining the spatial extent of the CO J = 2–1

line and 870 µm continuum emissions, nor the star forma-

tion regime. Both the simulation and observation results in

Scudder et al. (2012) present an enhanced SFR by ∼0.21 dex

within a separation of ∼30 kpc during an early-stage major

merger. However, this study uses Sloan Digital Sky Survey

galaxies with z < 0.16 as their sample, thus their results

may not be applicable to high-redshift mergers. It is known

that the gas mass fraction increases as a function of red-

shift (Tacconi et al. 2020), motivating collision simulations

of gas-rich disk galaxies as a proxy of high-redshift mergers

(Perret et al. 2014; Scudder et al. 2015; Fensch et al. 2017).

All these simulations show that high-redshift gas-rich merg-

ers do not trigger SFR enhancement as much as low-redshift

mergers. Observations of early-stage mergers at z > 1 also

agree with the absence of SFR enhancement (Kaviraj et al.

2013; Silva et al. 2018; Cibinel et al. 2019). The surface den-

sities of the molecular gas mass and SFR derived in this study

provide further supporting evidence that there is no SFR en-

hancement at the central region for early-stage mergers when

compared to nonmergers. Therefore, from our results, we

confirm the absence of merger dependency on star formation

properties, even in the resolved view.

The SFR enhancement due to a merger event is expected

to reach a peak at its late stage (e.g. Scudder et al. 2012).

However, it is difficult to identify late-stage mergers even

if the emissions are resolved, because the projection effect

makes it increasingly difficult to disentangle the two galax-

ies involved. In Figure 6, one galaxy, ALMA.05, has an ex-

tremely short gas depletion timescale in the central region

(∼ 70 Myr), while that in the extended region (∼ 1.4 Gyr)
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is comparable to the others. This is due to the compactness

of the 870 µm emission, and suggests that ALMA.05 is host-

ing a starburst in the central region, which is more extreme

than the others. As all of the nine CO emitters lie in the star-

forming MS at z = 1.46 (Figure 2), ALMA.05 is likely to

be a starburst “hidden” in the star-forming MS (Elbaz et al.

2018). Following Puglisi et al. (2021), we therefore suggest

that ALMA.05 is a poststarburst galaxy, presumably driven

by a merger event in the past. To further confirm this sce-

nario, it is necessary to examine the CO excitation by tak-

ing the luminosity ratio of the CO J = 2–1 and mid-/high-

J transition lines, under the assumption that poststarburst

phases that have experienced mergers have higher excitation

(Puglisi et al. 2021).

Recently, the ALMaQUEST survey (Lin et al. 2020) has

revealed that the resolved MS relation in nearby galaxies can

be explained as a consequence of the combination of the re-

solved KS relation and the resolved M⋆-Mmol gas relation

(Lin et al. 2019; Ellison et al. 2021). ALMA.05 provides a

clear example of how the resolved KS relation can be used to

detect such starbursts hidden in the star-forming MS.

5. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied 17 star-forming galaxies associated with

XCS J2215 at z = 1.46 by analysing the 0.′′4 resolution

CO J = 2–1 line emission and the 0.′′2 resolution 870µm con-

tinuum emission. The main goal of this study was to measure

the effective radii by fitting the visibility data, and we have

successfully measured the effective radii of the dust-obscured

star formation for nine galaxies and of the cold molecular gas

for 15 galaxies. Our major findings are summarized below.

1. The compactness of the dust emission. All of the nine

size-measured galaxies show relatively compact dust

emission compared to the CO J = 2–1 line emission by

a factor of 2.8± 1.4 (Figure 5). The average sizes are

Re,CO = 1.82±0.48 kpc and Re,870µm = 0.79±0.47
kpc.

2. Enhanced star formation in the central region. We

demonstrate the resolved KS relation for the nine CO

emitters by dividing each galaxy into two subregions.

We find a trend that the central region has a shorter

gas depletion timescale of 〈τcen〉 = 0.48 ± 0.27 Gyr

compared to the extended region, which is consistent

with the compactness of the dust emission (Figure 6).

This can be attributed to the enhanced star formation

activity in the central ∼ 1 kpc region of the galaxies.

3. Evidence of transition from star-forming to passive

members. We find an agreement between the 870 µm

radii of the CO emitters and the 1.6 µm radii of the

passive members in the stellar mass-size distribution

(Figure 7, right). This suggests that the star-forming

regions in the CO emitters will become concentrated

stellar bulge components, which are expected to be

seen in passive galaxies by z = 1.27 (∼ 0.5 Gyr af-

ter z = 1.46).

4. No effect of early-stage mergers.; From the CLEANed

images of the CO J = 2–1 line emission, we classify 17

CO emitters into early-stage mergers and nonmergers,

with six of them being found to be early-stage mergers.

We do not find a significant difference in the sizes mea-

sured by ALMA and in the spatially resolved star for-

mation properties between these six mergers and other

galaxies. This implies that early-stage mergers do not

play an important role in high-density environments,

as predicted by gas-rich merger simulations.

To examine whether our findings are unique to cluster

galaxies at high redshift, it is necessary to expand simi-

lar high-resolution observations toward coeval field galaxies.

Moreover, it will be possible to expand our analysis toward

(proto-)clusters at higher redshift (z & 2) when ALMA Band

1 (35–50 GHz) and Band 2 (65–90 GHz) become available.

These new receiver bands will enable us to probe in high res-

olution parts of the more distant universe that have never been

reached before.
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APPENDIX

A. THE SPECTRA OF THE CO J = 2–1 LINE

The spectra covering the CO J = 2–1 line in 17 CO emit-

ters and two companion galaxies are shown in Figure A1.

B. VISIBILITY AMPLITUDES

We show the real part of visibility data as a function of uv

distance for 14 CO emitters in Figure B1.

C. COMPARISON OF CO EMITTERS IN DIFFERENT

CLUSTERS

In order to compare with the CO emitters in XCS J2215

fairly, we measure the effective radii of the CO J = 2–1

line emissions of eight SpARCS J0225 galaxies reported in

Noble et al. (2019), in the same manner as described in Sec-

tion 3.2. As a result, we successfully measure six CO sizes.

Figure C1 illustrates the comparison of the 1.6 µm and CO

sizes of the CO emitters in XCS J2215 or SpARCS J0225.

For both galaxy populations, the 1.6 µm sizes tend to be

larger than the CO sizes. This trend is more pronounced in

the uv-based measurements than the image-based measure-

ments for SpARCS J0225, since the CO sizes are system-

atically smaller in the uv-based measurements. Compared

to the nine CO emitters in XCS J2215, three of the six CO

emitters in SpARCS J0225 are spatially larger in both radii.
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Figure A1. The CO J = 2–1 spectra of 17 CO emitters and two companion galaxies (bottom row). The spectra are taken from the clean images

created by concatenated data from Cycle 3 and Cycle 5. The spectral resolution is 50 km s−1. We take a 2.′′0 aperture for the main components

of the CO emitters and a 1.′′0 aperture for the companions. The filled bins in light blue are the frequency ranges that we select for both imaging

and visibility analyses.
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Figure B1. The amplitudes of the visibility data as a function of uv distance. The averaged amplitudes in each bin are shown as filled circles

(blue: CO J = 2–1 line; orange: 870 µm continuum). We take 50 and 100 kλ bins in the CO J = 2–1 line and 870 µm continuum emissions,

respectively. The descending curves along the uv distance signify the best-fit exponential disk model of each emission.
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