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ABSTRACT

Modelling the integrated H1 spectra of galaxies has been a difficult task due to their diverse shapes,
but more dynamical information is waiting to be explored in H1 line profiles. Based on simple as-
sumptions, we construct a physically motivated model for the integrated H1 spectra: Parametrized
Asymmetric Neutral hydrogen Disk Integrated Spectrum Characterization (PANDISC). The model
shows great flexibility in reproducing the diverse H1 profiles. We use Monte-Carlo Markov Chain
(MCMC) for fitting the model to global H1 profiles and produce statistically robust quantitative re-
sults. Comparing with several samples of H1 data available in the literature , we find the model-fitted
width agree with catalogued velocity widths (e.g., W50 ) down to S/N < 6. While dynamical informa-
tion can only be extracted reliably from spectra with S/N > 8. The model is also shown to be useful
for applications like the baryonic Tully-Fisher relation (BTFR) and profile-based sample control. By
comparing the model parameter v, to vgat , we uncover how the H1 width is affected by the structure
of the rotation curve, following a trend consistent with the difference in the BTFR slope. We also
select a sample of spectra with broad wing-like features suggestive of a population of galaxies with
unusual gas dynamics. The PANDISC model bears both promise and limitations for potential use
beyond HT lines. Further application on the whole ALFALFA sample will enable us to perform large

scale ensemble studies of the HT properties and dynamics in nearby galaxies.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Single dish observations of the H1 21 c¢m hyperfine
structure line has enabled the study of many aspects of
galaxies, such as the redshift distribution, neutral gas
mass function (Roberts 1974; Jones et al. 2018), Tully-
Fisher relation (Tully & Fisher 1977) and Baryonic
Tully-Fisher relation (BTFR, McGaugh et al. 2000). Fu-
ture single dish surveys such as the ongoing CRAFTS
extragalactic H1 survey with FAST (Zhang et al. 2021)
promises a wider and more complete picture of the neu-
tral gas in the local Universe. But even for interferomet-
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ric surveys like Apertif (Adams et al. 2022) and WAL-
LABY (Koribalski et al. 2020; Westmeier et al. 2022),
a significant fraction of the expected detections would
be only marginally (less than three beams) resolved or
unresolved. And the unresolved fraction is expected to
be even higher for the future deep H1 surveys like LAD-
UMA (Blyth et al. 2016) and DINGO (Meyer 2009).
Therefore, there is still strong need to develop tech-
niques for analyzing the integrated, spatially unresolved
H1 spectrum to study the distribution and kinematics
of the HT gas.

Most studies of the integrated H1 spectrum only mea-
sure the redshift, flux and width of the line (e.g. Chen-
galur et al. 1993; Springob et al. 2005), but more pieces
of information are encoded in the global HT profile, in-
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cluding the asymmetry (Richter & Sancisi 1994), line
shape, gas dynamics, wing-like component, etc. But be-
cause those features are more difficult to quantify and
measure, their scientific potential remains to be fully
explored. Besides, previous large H1 surveys have typ-
ically relied on human inspection in both source iden-
tification and line width measurements (e.g. Koribalski
et al. 2004; Haynes et al. 2018). Although manual re-
duction performs well in handling the diverse H1 profiles,
such a human-dependent approach lacks consistency and
statistical rigour, and is very difficult to scale up to the
number of sources that will be detected by the next gen-
eration surveys. In contrast, a parametrized model has
the benefits of (1) getting parametrized descriptions of
line profiles which enable comparison and sample con-
trol; (2) extracting more dynamical information from
the integrated spectrum; (3) providing statistically ro-
bust descriptions of the spectral line for ensemble study.

Due to the complexity and diversity of global HI line
profiles, modelling the global H1 spectrum has long
proved to be a difficult task. Even for high S/N spec-
tra, the main challenges are the ability to describe both
the double horn and single peak profiles in the same
framework, as well as the varying degree of asymmetry.
There has been numerous previous attempts to model
the integrated H1 profile. Recent examples include the
use of Hermite functions in Saintonge (2007), using a
segmented function to describe the trough and edge in
Springob et al. (2005); Jones et al. (2018), and the Busy
function introduced by Westmeier et al. (2014) which
connects two damped parabolic functions on each half
of the spectral line to account for varying line shape and
asymmetry, making it the most versatile line model so
far. However, these models are mostly purely mathe-
matical descriptions, making them obscure in physical
meaning. In addition, they are based on rather arbitrary
math forms and only focus on the phenomenological de-
scriptions of line profiles, complicating the interpreta-
tion and applicability.

In this paper we introduce PANDISC (Parametrized
Asymmetric Neutral hydrogen Disk Integrated Spec-
trum Characterization), a physically motivated
parametrized model for global H1 line profiles. The
model is based on simple physical assumptions which
combine an asymmetric co-rotating disk component
with a gaussian component. The model consists of
seven parameters, with five of them controlling the
shape of the profile and the other two setting the line
center and total flux. Note that seven is also the number
of parameters needed for the Busy function (Westmeier
et al. 2014). In Sec. 2, we describe the assumptions and
formulation of the model. Sec. 3.1 describes the data

and galaxy samples used for different tests, followed
by the Monte Carlo Markov Chain (MCMC) fitting
routine in Sec. 3.2 and comments on fitting quality in
Sec. 3.3. In Sec. 4, we demonstrate various applica-
tions of the model, including the ability to parametrize
spectra down to low S/N in Sec. 4.1, application of
the BTFR and profile based sample control in Sec. 4.2,
and the physical meaning of model fitted line width by
comparison with vgat and other definition of line widths
in Sec. 4.3. In Sec. 5, we discuss the caveats of the
model, the broad wing candidates which it identifies,
and the potential application of the model beyond H1
spectra. Sec. 6 summarizes the capabilities, limitations
and prospects of the PANDISC model which should be
recognized in future applications

2. H1 LINE MODEL
2.1. Model assumptions

In this section we step through all the assumptions
of the PANDISC model, and how the parametrized
description is formulated. A graphical explanation is
shown in Fig. 1 as a visual aid.

The most important assumption of this model is that
the Hr disk is rotating at the same velocity at all radii.
This assumption is motivated by the facts that the rota-
tion curve is typically found to be flat beyond stellar disk
scale length while the H1 disk is much more extended
than the stellar disk, so that a significant fraction of the
neutral hydrogen samples the flat part of the rotation
curve (Catinella et al. 2006). This assumption greatly
reduces the complexity associated with the disk mod-
elling for the H1 gas, by ignoring the radial dependence
of the velocity, and removing the need for the density
information since the emission from a co-rotating disk
can be considered in the same way as a rotating ring.
The resulting spectral profile of a disk rotating at v,
and inclination angle 0 is given by

dF d v 1

T & 'dv arccos (w)' = ﬂ (1)
where v, = wv.osinf is the projected rotation veloc-
ity, and v denotes the line velocity along line of sight
(L.o.S.). It is worth noting that the inclination 6 is
degenerate with v,o; throughout the whole model, thus
only the projected velocity v, is used, and 6 cannot be
inferred from the integrated line profile alone.

The second assumption of the model aims to account
for the asymmetry of the H1 profile, which is often as-
sociated with the uneven distribution of the neutral hy-
drogen (Haynes et al. 1998). There are many possible
physical causes of the non-uniform distribution, includ-
ing tails or elongated morphology due to tidal interac-
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Figure 1. Construction of the model. The left panels 1 to 3 show how the disk component is built. Panel 1 plots a co-rotating
disk tilted at an inclination 0, with the projected velocity field shown on the right, and its global profile shown in panel a.
Panel 2 demonstrates an asymmetric disk with a lopsided disk on the left, and the model assumed constant angular density
gradient k on the right as a mathematical approximation of the lopsided disk for our purpose. The global profile of such an
asymmmetric disk is plotted in panel b. Panel 3 shows the model assumed velocity dispersion, which could be either cloud-wise
random motions, or turbulence within gas clouds. The resultant profile convolved with the velocity dispersion v, is plotted in
panel ¢, with the effect of edge squeezing highlighted. Also plotted is the Gaussian peak v, used for the convolution in red. The
upper right panel illustrates the profile and the possible origin of the gaussian component. The lower right panel plots the disk
component (black dotted), the gaussian component (black dash dotted) and the combined model (thick black dashed) over the
ALFALFA spectrum of UGC 9037 (CGCG 046-060; thick red) as an example for its mildly asymmetric and double-horn shape,
showing excellent agreement between the PANDISC model and the observational data.

tion (Toomre & Toomre 1972), uneven surface density
associated with lopsidedness (Baldwin et al. 1980), un-
evenly distributed regions with depleted H1 such as H11
regions in spiral arms, etc. Based on the idea of non-
uniform distribution, we assume a variation of the an-
gular distribution of the neutral gas. For mathematical
simplicity, we assume this variation to be a constant
gradient of the angular density of the H1 gas from one
end of the disk projected on the sky to the other end,
namely

d
k= L2 = Const. (2)
dep
where p, = %% is the normalized angular density at

an angle ¢ on a disk of mass M, with the receding side of
the rotating disk defined as the origin (see Fig. 1 panel
1). k is defined as the constant gradient, varying in
the range —2/m to 2/m. The resulting asymmetric line

profile is

dF 1 Ltk v i
e e ()3 o

Another important parameter in modelling a rotating
disk is the velocity dispersion, which creates the smooth
edge of the H1 line and squeezes the peak width narrower
than the raw profile. For simplicity, we use a single
variable v, to describe the velocity dispersion. The raw
line profile is hence convolved with a Gaussian kernel
characterized by v,

dF
—

dv

(v, cos — v)?
202 de
(4)

Because of the yexp(cos ) term, this expression is not
analytically integrable. It is worth noting that when ap-
plied to the observed spectrum, the fitted v, will also

/Oﬂ[l + k(o —m/2)]exp |—
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include the instrumental smoothing due to limited spec-
tral resolution.

In addition to asymmetry, another major obstacle to
modelling the H1 line profile is the flexibility needed
to account for flat-top and sometimes single-peaked
Gaussian-like shapes. Here we resolve the issue by
simply adding a Gaussian peak in addition to the co-
rotating disk. This “gaussian” component is centered
at the same velocity as the “disk” component, and its
shape is characterized by a single variable vg, which is
the standard deviation (STD) of this Gaussian peak,
controlling the width.

The relative height contrast of the disk to the gaussian
component is set by the variable r, defined as the frac-
tion of the disk component flux in the total integrated
line flux. And the absolute height of the line is set by the
variable F', namely the integrated line flux of the model.
Finally, we add the line center velocity v. to complete
the model, and we can get the generic expression of the
model flux density as a function of velocity F,

F'U =Ly, disk + Fv,gaus
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The line model has in total 7 variables summarized be-
low

e v,.: the projected co-rotating velocity, characteriz-
ing the un-dispersed width of the “disk” compo-
nent;

e k: the gradient of the angular density of the
“disk”, characterizing the asymmetry of the line;

e v,: the velocity dispersion of the “disk”, control-
ling the steepness of the line edge;

e v,: the STD of the “gaussian” component, con-
trolling the width of the Gaussian peak;

e 7: “disk” flux fraction
e F': integrated line flux

e v.: heliocentric velocity of the line center

2.2. Model properties

Because the model line profile has a non-linear depen-
dence on most of the parameters, the effect of change

in parameters is complex and is presented in Fig. 1 and
2. As shown in the figures, the disk part of the model
manifested as the double horn shape is modulated by
v, k and v,. But the width of the double horn is
not only controlled by wv,, it is also affected by v, by
the “edge squeezing” effect, namely that the convolu-
tion shifts more fluxes in inner velocity channels close
to the edges, hence shifting the apparent peaks away
from the edge of the raw profile and narrowing the peak
width (panel 2 in Fig. 1). In the highly asymmetric case,
the width is also affected as the shape transitions from
double horn to single peak.

The purpose of including a gaussian component is to
account for the flat-top and single peak profiles, which
can be well described by mixing a double horn shape
with a Gaussian peak. However, the Gaussian compo-
nent also accounts for other features in the model like
the flatness in the trough and broad wings extending
beyond the line peaks.

Because the past applications of integrated H1 spec-
tra focus on the line width, we also provide here a
method to estimate the commonly used W50 (the width
at 50% of the peak flux) using the model parameters, de-
noted as Wh0model - The formulation and derivation of
W50model are detailed in Appendix A along with other
width estimates.

To demonstrate the power of the model in describing
real H1 spectra, we plot an atlas of spectra from the
ALFALFA survey (Haynes et al. 2018) in Fig. 3 The
spectra are selected based on high S/N (to avoid, for
demonstraction purpose, the impact of noise), shape,
number of peaks (flux density maxima), and level of
asymmetry. They are further divided into sub-groups
by the disk fraction in the model fitting results. The
best fitted models (thick black dashed line) show great
agreement with the observed spectra (red solid line).

Despite the agreement with real data, many sim-
plifications are made in constructing the line model.
The caveats about the model parameters and how they
should be interpreted are discussed in detail in Sec. 5.1.
The model is available online ' as a python package
(Peng 2023) which performs the basic function of evalu-
ating the model as well as computing the derived quan-
tities like W50model -

3. DATA AND METHOD
3.1. Sample and data

I The PANDISC package is available at https://github.com/

bpgdbpqd/pandisc, DOI: 10.5281/zenodo.7739693
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Figure 2. Effect of each variable in the model. In each panel except the lower right one, the model spectra are plotted in thin
red lines with one variable being varied from the smallest value to the largest value in smoothly varying depth of color, and the
models with specified values (as indicated in each pannel) are plotted as black thick lines and in different line styles to aid the
reader. The lower right panel shows models with varying F' in thin red lines and varying v. in thin grey lines. All panels show
the model with a common set of variables v, = 150 km/s, k = 0.2, v, = 15 km/s, vy = 100 km/s, r = 0.8, F' = 1000 mJy km/s

and v. = 0 km/s in thick black solid lines for comparison.

The Arecibo Legacy Fast ALFA Survey (ALFALFA;
Haynes et al. 2018) produced a final catalog (a.100) of
~31,500 extragalactic H1 detections in the local Uni-
verse. The ~4 arcmin Arecibo beam encloses most of the
neutral hydrogen gas in a galaxy except for a few very
nearby galaxies, and the integrated spectra are read-
ily available’. However, the large beam size also raises
the problem of source confusion, which is discussed in
Appendix C.1. The survey also covers a wide range of
galaxy types and masses, from massive H1 disks to dwarf
galaxies. ALFALFA is hence the largest and most com-
prehensive dataset available to study the integrated H1
profiles of galaxies. For the our purposes of demonstra-
tion and application, we selected sub-samples from the
ALFALFA data and literature as described below; a fu-
ture paper (Peng et al. in prep) will address the analysis
of the entire ALFALFA database.

We first demonstrate the applicability of the model
on a sample of high S/N data (high S/N sample). 387
galaxies are selected by the criteria such that the AL-
FALFA reported S/N is greater than 100, and helio-
centric velocity Vj, is not in the range £100 km/s to
avoid confusion with Galactic H1 . Because the data
is highly reliable, we also use this sample to optimize

2 The ALFALFA data archive is available at http://egg.astro.

cornell.edu/alfalfa/data/index.php

the prior probability for the MCMC fitting (for details
check Sec. 3.2 and Appendix B), and to understand the
occasional mismatches of the model and their possible
causes.

To demonstrate the ability of model fitting on low
S/N data, we select an un-biased random sample of
ALFALFA galaxies based on line width and S/N (AL-
FALFA demonstration sample). The selection based
on the line width is to mitigate the effect that the
ALFALFA detections are preferentially narrow profiles.
The selection criteria are as follows: for each bin of
W50in the range [0, 100], [100, 160], and [160, 500]
km/s, and each S/N bin of [0, 6], [6, 8], [8, 10], [10,
15], [15, 1000], 20 galaxies are randomly drawn from the
catalogue, resulting in a sample of 300 galaxies in total.

To demonstrate the application of the line model in
BTFR and sample control, we applied it on the galaxy
sample selected in Papastergis et al. (2016) (hereafter
P16). The authors selected 97 highly inclined, gas rich
galaxies detected by the ALFALFA survey to study the
BTFR. The study also finds a dependence of the BTFR
on the kurtosis of the H1 profiles, which is compared
with our model based sample control. The integrated
spectra of these galaxies are readily available in AL-
FALFA.

To test the physical assumption of the “projected
co-rotating velocity” for v,., we apply the line model
to the galaxies with rotation curves presented in Lelli
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Figure 3. Atlas of the integrated HT line profile. The raw spectra are shown in red, and the best fit model, disk, and gaussian
components are plotted as black dashed, dotted, and dot-dashed lines respectively. The median fit parameters are also printed,
omitting the flux and line centers which do not affect the shape. The spectra are first separated into three columns “double
horn”, “flat top” and “single peak” based on the number and the flatness of the peaks. The spectra are then classified into
symmetric and asymmetric based on the model fit k, each occupying two rows. The spectra are further distinguished by higher
and lower disk fraction based on the model fit r, demonstrating the effect of r on the shape of the spectrum, as well as the
wing-like features in some of the high disk spectra. The spectra are taken from the ALFALFA database, among the samples of

galaxies used in the paper.

et al. (2016), known as the SPARC galaxies.
SPARC sample consists of 175 disk galaxies with bary-
onic masses ranging from 108 through > 101! M. All
the galaxies have had their rotation curves mapped with
interferometric H1 observations®, with the outer flat

The

3 The rotation curve data are acquired at http://astroweb.cwru.

edu/SPARC/

part measured as the rotation velocity va.;. We did
an extensive literature search for integrated, single-dish
H1 observations for the SPARC sample. A total of 158
galaxies with H1 spectra available were cross matched
with sample, including 51 in the ALFALFA catalog, 56
in Springob et al. (2005) (hereafter S05), 11 in Cour-
tois et al. (2009) (hereafter EDD), 10 in Koribalski et al.
(2004) (hereafter HIPASS), 27 in Tifft & Cocke (1988)
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(hereafter T88) and 3 in Rots (1980) (hereafter R80).
The H1 spectra were collected using various instruments
on several telescopes and spectrometers, with differ-
ent channel size, bandwidth and noise characterization.
Therefore we use the auto correlation of the blank (line-
free) channels in the spectra to infer the correlation scale
of each spectrum, which is then used in the likelihood
evaluation in MCMC fitting (see Sec. 3.2).

For galaxies included in S05 and EDD, the spectra
have a variety of velocity resolutions due to the diverse
correlators used. Therefore both the rms and channel
correlations are derived from fitting the blank channels
of each spectrum individually. The HIPASS and R80
spectra do not show correlation across channels, while
the T88 data are well fitted by a correlation of about 7
channels, which is the value used in the inference.

3.2. Model fitting

It is not a trivial task to fit the model to real data,
partly due to the high dimensionality and the non-linear
behavior of the model, and partly because the integra-
tion in the model evaluation doesn’t have an analytical
solution. Monte Carlo Markov chain (MCMC) hence be-
comes the most reasonable method for fitting the model.
Besides its power in fitting a high dimensional and com-
putationally heavy model, MCMC also provides a way
to get statistically robust measurements of parameters.
To increase the sampling efficiency, v, and v, are sam-
pled in logarithmic space.

The data are first processed in preparation for ap-
plying the MCMC analysis. The whole spectrum is
trimmed in spectral dimension to include only the por-
tion containing the line emission and the blank channels
covering twice the line width on each side, in order to
alleviate the computational burden and exclude other
sources at a different redshift but in the same beam.
Then the blank channels not selected in the previous
step are used to estimate the noise rmspank, or auto-
correlation function if there are a sufficient number of
channels.

The likelihood function uses the difference between
the model and the line spectrum to assess the goodness
of the fit. In the case that the correlation of the spectral
channels can not be estimated reliably, the channel-wise
difference is simply compared with the blank channel
rmsplank- In the case that the correlation can be mea-
sured, the likelihood is estimated assuming the chan-
nel data follow a Gaussian process characterized by the
blank channels auto-correlation function. This is a more
statistically sound approach, as most of the instruments
have finite spectral resolution, and it is a common prac-
tice to smooth the spectrum before analysis. Consider-
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ing the correlation between channels also avoids under-
estimating the uncertainty of the fitting result.

In order to obtain statistically robust result on low-
S/N data, we selected and tested the prior function care-
fully. The prior function used for Bayesian inference is
composed of a flat prior for all parameters except for
k and r, and one special term that is used to avoid
ill-shaped model fitting. The formulation and justifi-
cation of the prior function are described in detail in
Appendix B.

In MCMC sampling, we start with three stages of
burn-in, each with 150 iterations and different moving
algorithms to account for multi-modal distribution, fol-
lowed by 2000 iterations of 128 walkers of sampling used
for posterior inference. The last 250 iterations are stored
for searching for the highest posterior likelihood param-
eter set, making figures like Fig. 4, and potential ensem-
ble study. The python package emcee (Foreman-Mackey
et al. 2013) is used for MCMC sampling, and george
(Ambikasaran et al. 2015) is used for the likelihood in-
ference.

By default, the median value and the 16, 84 percentiles
of the posterior distribution are used as the fitted value
and uncertainties, respectively. Other derived values like
W50model are also inferred from the posterior distribu-
tion of the model parameters.

As a by-product of the Bayesian inference, we define
and use another statistical quantity with similar mean-
ing to S/N. The model based Square Root Deviance
(SRD) is based on the likelihood contrast of the orig-
inal spectrum to that of the residual after subtracting
the model, defined as

SRD = , [o1 P(sPec — model) (6)
p(spec)

This value quantifies the statistical significance of the ex-
istence of the spectral line compare with the noise, based
on the knowledge of the noise behavior in the spectrum.
It enables us to derive a more statistically robust “signal-
to-noise ratio” by taking into account the channel-wise
correlation, e.g. in ALFALFA data. This value has a
similar statistical meaning to S/N by denoting the sig-
nificance of the presence of any signal compared to pure
noise, and the formula reduces to y/IIA;/No in the ab-
sence of correlated noise, which is the same as the defi-
nition of S/N.

3.3. Fitting quality and sample control

It is hard to assess the quality of the model fitting due
to the high dimensionality and the occasional existance
of a multi-modal posterior distribution. In this work, we
define a quality factor ¢ to evaluate the model fitting,
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Figure 4. An example of the PANDISC model fitting result. In the upper panel of the upper figure, the spectrum of UGC 9037
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not used for fitting is on the upper right to justify the rmspjank value. A pair of thin cyan lines are shown for +rmspiank with
the actual value indicated. The grey shade is formed by plotting the model curves of 300 recorded MCMC samples. A thin
blue line is plotted against the y-axis on the right to show the weight of the data in each channel. The middle panel shows the
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which relies on the root mean square of the residual
spectrum (hereafter rmsyesidual). There are two major
contributors to rmsesiqual in @ good fitting result: one
is the noise in the observation which should resemble
the rms measured in the line-free blank channels, such
that rmsycsidual,noise < TMShlank; the other is the intrinsic
structures and peculiar motions of neutral gas clouds in
the galaxy in addition to the rotation and velocity dis-
persion assumed in the model. The latter effect can
be hypothesized as originating from a certain fraction
of neutral gas, so that rmsycsidualintrinsic X F, VW
rMSplank - S/N, where F, is the average flux density of
the line and W is the line width. The scaling with
the measured flux density of RMS,¢sidual,intrinsic 1€ans
I'MS;esidual 18 €xpected to be larger in high S/N spectra,
and this is witnessed when fitting the spectra of the high
S/N sample and the SPARC sample.

Empirically, we define the quality factor ¢ as ¢ =
I'MSresidual /TMSblank (1 + 0.003S/N). The empirical value
of 0.003 combines the noise contribution from both ob-
servational and intrinsic structures. We then set the
threshold of ¢ to 1.25, namely any fitting result with
q > 1.25 will be considered as a “low quality fit”. Be-
cause we also introduced SRD as an estimate of S/N,
in practice we use SRD instead of S/N to compute gq.
Some examples of “low quality fit” can be found in Ap-
pendix C.

The selection of samples of H1 spectra often involves
the assessment on the peakiness and symmetry of the
line profiles, and these criteria can be quantified using
the model fitting results. Details of a sample control
using the “disk fit quality”, “asymmetry”, and “W50
discrepancy”, are discussed in Sec. 4.2.

4. RESULTS

4.1. Comparison and distribution of the ALFALFA
demonstration sample

We test the precision of the line width and flux mea-
surements of the PANDISC model on the ALFALFA
demonstration sample and compare them to the corre-
sponding measurements derived by manual inspection.
The comparison of the width is shown in Fig. 5. Both
vy and W50p,0401 are compared in different S/N bins.

W50m0del sShows good agreement with W50 for S/N >
8 profiles. While the scatter increases significantly in
lower S/N bins, both measurements still agree within
the range marked by their error bars. However, there
are two noticeable features in the comparison figure.
The first is a slight overestimation of the width by
W 50model compared to the ALFALFA W50, especially
in the small line width end. The same trend shows up
weakly in the highest S/N bin, and the deviation grows
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towards lower S/N bins. The trend can be attributed to
the attempt by the fitting routine to fit a broad gaussian
component sitting below some of the very narrow disk
profiles. This broad gaussian component could indicate
either a common wing component which becomes more
apparent in narrow single peaked profiles, or the con-
tribution of noise or residual baseline ripple which can
affect H1 spectral data. The common broad wing com-
ponent in narrow profiles is more robustly selected in the
high S/N sample and discussed in Sec. 5.2. The second
noticeable feature in the comparison figure is the pres-
ence of some apparent outliers. These outliers always
have larger error bars than other spectra with similar
S/N, and their W50,04e values are often greater than
W50. They turn out to be unusual profiles that can
be sorted into three general categories: (1) asymmet-
ric profiles for which the ALFALFA measurements only
consider one peak or part of the profile (e.g. UGC 8605,
AGC 123910, AGC 193902); (2) broad and low S/N
profiles with clearly underestimated widths (e.g. AGC
114774); (3) poor fits caused by confusion (shoulder or
wing like features) or low-quality spectra (e.g. UGC
6204, AGC 728887). Some unusual profiles are further
discussed in Appendex C.

The comparison of v, shows much larger scatter and
a different trend. Because v, is different from W50 by a
fraction of the v, as discussed in Sec. 2.2, such an offset
shows up clearly in all S/N bins. But even taking the
offset into consideration, v, still tends to underestimate
the width with significantly larger error bars, which is
more obvious at the narrow width end and in the lower
S/N bins. This behavior arises because the line profile
resembles a single peak as the S/N and width of the pro-
file decrease, making it harder to fit a disk component.
Additionally, when the line profile is well matched by
a gaussian component, r converges to a low value and
v, becomes completely unconstrained. The comparison
shows that in the case of S/N<8, v, is a poor estimator
of W50, and this is inherent to the model assumption
for v,.. It also suggests that the convergence of v, can
be useful in selecting double horn profiles that are dom-
inated by global rotation.

A comparison of the model fit flux and SRD are also
shown in Fig. 6. The fluxes recovered by the model
agree well with the ALFALFA measurements down to
the lowest S/N bin, except for a few obvious outliers
with underestimated ALFALFA fluxes. These outliers
correspond to the same outliers in the W50.,04e1 to
W50 comparison, and arise mostly because the AL-
FALFA measurements ignore wing- or shoulder-like fea-
tures, or miss part of an asymmetric profile. The SRD
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matches tightly with the ALFALFA S/N, reaching the
expectation of a model-based alternative to S/N.

Fig. 7 shows how the spectrum S/N affects the con-
straining power of the model fit. Similar to the previous
discussion, the model fitting becomes less constrained
as S/N gets lower, which is equivalent to saying it is
more difficult to extract information from noisy spectra.
From high to low S/N bins, the asymmetry |k| transi-
tions from a more extended distribution to being con-
centrated around zero, meaning that the model fitting is
less likely to pick out the asymmetry of the low S/N pro-
file. r transitions from a disk-dominated population to
a lower disk fraction, clustering around 0.5, as the pro-
files become more single peaked at low S/N. v, changes
from a broad distribution to peaking around 15 km/s,
the median value of the prior distribution. Addition-

ally, v4 shows a similar but weaker trend than v,. The
comparison of the 84th percentile to 16th percentile of
v, measurement 1g v, g4 /v, 16, displays a transition from
concentrating around zero, meaning a restricted v, pos-
terior distribution, to a distribution beyond the value
0.176, meaning v, g4 is at least 1.5 X v, 16. All these re-
sults show how the model fitting become less constrained
as the S/N decreases. Thus for S/N < 8 spectra, it may
not be realistic to extract any additional information be-
yond the width and flux for individual profiles. At such
low S/N, ensemble studies become necessary.

4.2. Application to the BTFR

To demonstrate the application of the PANDISC
model, we apply the model to the gas-rich P16 sample
and use the results to fit a BTFR as did those authors.

As the first step, we compare the width measurements
in Fig. 8. The comparisons of W50,04e1 and v, with
W50 display similar trends as described in Sec. 4.1, with
a few obvious outliers. The outliers in W50,,04e1 are
mainly due to the asymmetric line shape (e.g. UGC
6747) and probable confusion (e.g. AGC 252877 at the
largest width end). In contrast, the v, comparison out-
liers are mainly due to the unconstrained fit on single
peaked profiles (e.g. AGC 122217).

As a next step, we refine the sample with the
model fitting parameters. We first exclude the pro-
files with low quality fits according to the ¢ factor
defined in Sec. 3.3. We also exclude sources with
W50model to W50 discrepancy greater than 20 (hereafter
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Figure 9. Distribution of the model fitted 1g v, 54 /vr 16 (left)
and |k| (right) of P16 sample as the justification of outlier se-
lection, the dashed lines indicate where 1g v, 84 /vy16 = 1g1.5
and |k| = 0.2, as our adopted cutoff criteria for “uncon-
strained v,” and “asymmetric” selections.

“W50 discrepancy” flag), which are usually spectra with
unusual H1 profiles (see Appendix C).

The BTFR is known to depend on the tracer, galaxy
mass and type, as well as the width and mass measure-
ment methods (Bradford et al. 2016). This is especially

important at the low mass end, as for dwarf galaxies
with still-rising rotation curves, the H1 may not sample
the flat part of the rotation curve(Oh et al. 2015), and,
for the lowest masses, the gas dynamics may become
pressure-supported instead of rotation. In addition, the
narrow H1 line profiles of these low mass galaxies are
more prone to turbulence and tidal interactions. Thus
the BTFR at low masses often displays larger scatter
(Bradford et al. 2016; Brook et al. 2016), and its phys-
ical meaning may also differ from that of higher mass
galaxies (McGaugh et al. 2000).

Motivated by the goal to derive a uniform BTFR for
the rotation-supported systems, we apply two naive re-
strictions: (1) excluding asymmetric profiles, (2) exclud-
ing profiles with unconstrained disk fits. The first cri-
terion stems from the concern that asymmetric profiles
are likely the result of tidal interaction or source con-
fusion (Haynes et al. 1998; Espada et al. 2011). The
asymmetry restriction is performed by applying an em-
pirical cut on |k| at the value 0.2 (hereafter “asym-
metry” flag). This value is justified by the fact that
in Fig. 9, the |k| distribution shows an excess beyond
0.2, consistent with Fig. 7. The second criterion lim-
its the sample to the double-horn profiles showing a
clear signature of rotation; it also excludes galaxies that
are face-on (which is not a concern for the P16 sam-
ple), or those HI profiles that are dominated by ei-
ther the rising part of the rotation curve or those that
are pressure-dominated. This cut is achieved by se-
lecting the spectra with well constrained v,., such that
vwsa/vwie <= 1.5 (hereafter “low disk fit quality”
flag). This choice is based on the 84th to 16th per-
centile contrast of v, in Fig. 9, which shows a tight con-
centration below 1g vy g4 /vw 16 = 1g 1.5, and a long tail
beyond that value.
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Table 1.

Width slope a  intercept 8 scatter o
Full P16 sample
W50  4.09792%  1.70103]
Wh50model  3.927023  1.9470-49
v, 3.8410:28 2307042
Model selected subsample
W50 4.47t3;3§ 0.9279 %5
W50moder  4.2470:25  1.2870-%8
v, 4.0915:27 1791046
Low-kurtosis subsample
W50  4.8370%0  0.1910:88

0.05870 508
0.0477350¢
0.05479 60

0.051t8:83§
0.04015:008
0.047790:60¢

0.04275 665

In the mass-width diagram in Fig. 10, the data points
are labelled if they are flagged by any of the criteria
mentioned above. It can be noticed that most of the
obvious outliers in the BTFR are either picked by our
selection criteria, or are compensated by a large error in
the width measurement (e.g. the one at the upper right
corner of the figure which is a confused source F568-V01,
shown as an example in Appendix C.1). It is also worth
noting that many of the spectra flagged by the model
fitting have high kurtosis values in P16, especially those
selected by asymmetry or v, fitting constraint. This is
because the kurtosis cut, disk fit quality and asymme-
try cut all prefer spectra with clear double-horn shapes,
though the kurtosis cut puts a stronger bias in select-
ing wider profiles than the model-based criteria. Even
if the asymmetry cut also flags several low kurtosis pro-
files that don’t appear as outliers in the BTFR, we still
exclude these profiles for consistency and physical ro-
bustness of the sample.

We carry out the BTFR fit using the same formulation
described in Appendix B of P16 with intrinsic scatter,
except that the intercept is defined at log;yvret = 0
to get a sample-independent BTFR fit. We also use
the W50, baryonic mass and the kurtosis cut in the
P16 paper for the purpose of comparison. The fitted
BTFRs are detailed in Table. 4.2 and Fig. 10, along
with the posterior distribution of the slope, intercept
and intrinsic scatter. Fig. 10 also compares the fitted
BTFRs using different width measurements and sample
selections.

We note that, for the same sample, different width
measurements result in slightly different BTFRs, and
the slope decreases from 4.1 for W50 to 3.8 for v, for the
full sample, though their posterior distributions largely
overlap. The fits also produce different intrinsic scat-
ters, and the“intrinsic scatter” can also be interpreted
as the excess of uncertainty that is not accounted for
the error bar for either the mass or width measurements.
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Thus a decreasing intrinsic scatter for different fits could
mean either a tighter relation or a decreasing amount
of unaccounted uncertainty in the mass or width mea-
surements. We therefore caution against comparing the
intrinsic scatter across different width measurements as
the errors carry different systematics, and thus the in-
trinsic scatters have different statistical meanings. How-
ever, comparison of BTFR fits using the same measure-
ment sets but different samples is valid since it is not
affected by the missing uncertainty problem. Compar-
ing the BTFR fit of the full sample (plus signs in the
lower panels of Fig. 10) to the model-selected sample
BTFR (cross signs in the figure) of the same width mea-
surement, the intrinsic scatter also shrinks, suggesting a
more constrained BTFR fit.

Another point worth noting is that a lower scatter is
always correlated with a higher slope as a result of se-
lection effect. This is because, at the lower mass end,
narrow profiles are preferentially flagged, and the oppo-
site selection also holds weakly at the high mass end.
At the low mass end, our selection criteria tend to flag
the single-peaked profiles which are often narrow, com-
parable to 2~3 times v, ; while at the high mass end, the
asymmetric or confused profiles are preferentially wider,
and the spectra often have higher S/N so that they can
be identified in the model fit (as discussed in Sec. 4.1).
For comparison, we plot the BTFR fit of the low kur-
tosis sample in Fig. 10; it manifests an even stronger
selection effect on the line width by excluding almost all
profiles with W50/2 < 50 km/s. The selection effect is
weaker and more physically uniform for the model se-
lection method that essentially limits the sample to the
strongly double-peaked spectra, which is more biased
towards higher S/N profiles instead of the larger width
ones by the kurtosis cut.

4.3. Comparison with the flat rotational velocity

Because the galaxies in the SPARC sample already
have the flat rotational velocity vg.; measured, and the
majority have global HI spectra available, it forms a
good sample to test the physical meaning of v,.. The
model fitting is applied to the whole sample of 158 galax-
ies with integrated H1 observations available in the lit-
erature. For the vg,t - v, comparison, we further restrict
the sample in several ways. First, only the galaxies with
Vfias (VAag > 0 in SPARC Table 1) measurements and
significant inclination angles (i > 30°) are used. We
also drop five galaxies in the matched sample with ab-
solute heliocentric velocity less than 100 km/s, due to
confusion with galactic H1 . This leaves 111 galaxies
in the sample analyzed here. We then flag three low
quality vgat measurements, corresponding to @ > 2 in
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Figure 11. Comparison of the inclination-corrected v, (left) and W50modqer (right) with the flat rotation velocity vgas in SPARC.
In the upper panels, the data flagged based on va,t quality, model fit quality, asymmetry and disk fit quality are shown in cyan,
yellow, red and blue colors without markers, while reliable fit results are displayed in black with marker shapes indicating their
data sources: a.100 (Haynes et al. 2018), S05 (Springob et al. 2005), EDD (Courtois et al. 2009), HIPASS (Koribalski et al.
2004), T88 (Tifft & Cocke 1988), R80 (Rots 1980). In the lower panels, the relative width measurements differences normalized
by vaat are plotted to show the trend and offset. In all panels, the one-to-one relation is plotted as the black dotted line, and
a relation corresponding to the median MCMC fit is shown as the red dash line, embedded in random drawn MCMC samples
as the faint gray lines. The fitted scaling relation is printed in red in the upper panel. In the lower left panel, four galaxies
showing large deviations from the one-to-one relation are labelled, as examples for detailed study in Sec. 4.3 and Fig. 12.

SPARC. As in the previous section, we flag the spectra
with low quality fits, asymmetric profiles and disk fit
quality. This process leaves 84 galaxies for our analysis.

Both v, and W50,04e1 measured by PANDISC are
corrected for the inclination and then compared with
Vflat , shown in Fig. 11. We also perform a MCMC fit
for the scaling relation to aid a quantitative compari-
son. The fitting result can be found in Fig. 11. v, shows
better agreement with vg,s , while W50,,04e1 values show
a distribution systematically larger than vg,t partly due
to the widening effect of the velocity dispersion. How-
ever, when comparing the relative difference plotted in
the lower panels in Fig. 11, v,- shows a trend such that it
underestimates vg,¢ at the low end, and overestimates at
the high end. A similar trend shows up for W50,,04e1 but
to a smaller degree. The fit of this trend gives a slope of

1.117 dex for v,-, and a slope of 1.067 for W50,0de1 - The
different trends agree with the different BTFR slopes,
with the v, BTFR slope being ~0.1 smaller than that
of W50m0de1in Sec. 4.2.

To better understand the cause of this trend, four
galaxies showing large discrepancies in Fig. 11 are se-
lected for further inspection, namely NGC 3741, DDO
161, NGC 4100 and NGC 2683. Their rotation curves
are plotted in Fig. 12, along with the labels of charac-
teristic sizes including 2.2 x disc scale length R; and
2 x effective radius R, taken from SPARC, as well as
plots of their global H1 profiles used for model fitting.
The rotation curve data were measured by Gentile et al.
(2007) for NGC 3741, Coté et al. (2000) for DDO 161,
Sanders (1996) for NGC 2683, and Verheijen & Sancisi
(2001) for NGC 4100.
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Figure 12. Rotation curves and global profiles of the galaxies labelled as outlier examples in Fig. 11. The rotation curves are
plotted as black dots on the main axes, with vgas and inclination corrected v, shown as grey and blue dotted horizontal lines
with the shaded portion indicating the uncertainty. 2.2 x disc scale length and 2 x effective radius are labelled on the x-axis
as Ro.2 (gray) and 2R. (black), marking the characteristic sizes of the luminosity distribution, and where V2.2 and Vg, are
measured. The integrated H1 spectra are shown in the insets on the lower right in each panel, with the profile shown as the red
solid line and the median fit as the black dashed line. vaa¢ is also plotted as the blue dotted vertical lines to aid the comparison.

At the low vgae end, NGC 3741 and DDO 161 both
have slowly rising rotation curves, while at the high
vaat end, NGC 4100 and NGC 2683 have rotation curves
that rise to a higher value before flattening at the outer-
most radii. In all cases, the rotation curves only flat-
ten at the very edge of the detected region, beyond
4x R.. However, the model-fitted v, yields a value more
consistent with the rotation velocity at smaller radius,
typically at 2R.. These galaxies demonstrate circum-
stances where the co-rotation assumption of the model
can break down. In practice, any line width measured
on the integrated H1 spectral profile, either v,. or W50,
are weighted averages of the maximal velocity of the H1
gas rings, with the weighting factors differ by the bias
of the measuring method. v, is intensity-weighted, thus
if structure exists in the rotation curve, what v, mea-
sures is the rotation velocity of the ring in which most
of the H1 gas resides. In addition to being weighted
by intensity, W50is also velocity-weighted, hence it is

more susceptible to the gas moving at the highest L.o.S.
velocity.

The trend seen in the comparison figure also suggests
the dependence of the rotation curve shape on the rota-
tional velocity, or equivalently, the mass. At the lower
vt and hence lower mass end, galaxies tend to show
slowly rising rotation curves, most likely due to the fact
that the H1 disks do not extend far enough out to sam-
ple vgat . At the high mass end, some galaxies exhibit
rotation curves that peak at relatively small radii, sug-
gesting the dynamical mass is more concentrated in the
inner galaxy. The trend at the high mass end also con-
firms the vy,ax-t0-vgat offset found in Ponomareva et al.
(2017); Lelli et al. (2019). We argue that this trend
of varying rotation curve shape is the primary cause of
the differences between global profile line width mea-
surements and consequently, varying slopes and intrinsic
scatter in BTFR fits.

For the completeness, we also compare the model
fitted widths to several other width measurements in
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Figure 13. Comparison of the model fitted width in y-axis (upper to lower: W50m0de1 and v,-) with other width measurements
in x-axis. All the width values have been corrected for inclination, and filtered by the same sample control criteria as those used
in the vaa, comparison. The format of each panel is the same as that of Fig. 11.

Fig. 13. The widths compared here are (1) corrected
50% mean flux width Wysoe; (2) width at 20% peak
flux Wp0; (3) maximal circular velocity Winax; (4) cir-
cular velocity measured at 2 x effective radius R, as
Var,; (5) circular velocity measured at 2.2 x disk scale
length Ry as Va.o; (6) 75% curve of growth width V'75.
V75 is measured by the method detailed in Ball et al.
(2022), all the other measurements are taken from Lelli
et al. (2019). A scaling relation is also fitted to each
width comparison, also presented in the figure.

Some of the comparisons provide us with more insight
into the meanings of W50,,04e1 and v,.. For W500del ,
its tight one-to-one relation with Wys9. bolsters the
W50model to W50 agreement demonstrated in Sec. 4.1.
W50moder also displays a good agreement with Viay,
consistent with our argument that W50is weighted to-
wards the fastest moving gas.

For v,., the width showing the best agreement, or the
least offset, is Vag,, followed by Va9. The v, to Vag,
relation further supports the observation in Fig. 12 and
the aforementioned interpretation that v, is intensity-
weighted, being more representative of the rotational
velocity at a smaller radius such as 2R.. The better
agreement with Var, instead of vgat also implies that it
is common for both low mass and high mass galaxies to
have most of their HI gas residing in a smaller radius
than where the rotation curve flattens. So the width and
profile of the integrated H1 line is more strongly affected

by the inner structure of rotation curves than what was
previously thought.

We also notice that another fully automated method
V75 shows tight relations to both W50,,04e1 and v,., with
some scaling offsets and trends. This is partly due to the
fact that both the PANDISC model and V75 are applied
on the same set of spectral data. But the small scatter of
the relations, especially when comparing the errorbar to
that of other width measurement comparisons, signifies
the consistency and statistical robustness of these newly
developed width measuring methods.

5. DISCUSSION
5.1. Caveats of the model

The most important assumption of this model is that
of the co-rotating disk, but such idealized H1 disks don’t
exist in reality. Sec. 4.3 shows how v, deviates from
Vfat due to the structural variations evident in the rota-
tion curves of some galaxies. However, such deviations
seem to follow a trend as a function of rotational veloc-
ity. This trend suggesting the use of v, as a scaled ap-
proximation of vgas . It also hints a common dependence
of the inner structure of rotation curves, or equivalently
the distribution of dynamical mass, on the rotational
velocity, in another word, the total baryonic mass of the
galaxy. Much more could be learned about the distri-
bution of baryons, HI gas and dark matter in a galaxy
as well as the dynamics by understanding this trend,



though it requires more detailed theoretical and obser-
vational studies that are beyond the scope of this work.

The model assumption of the velocity dispersion is
also over-simplified for the purpose of parametrization.
The typical dispersion velocity of H1 is ~10 km/s,
but the value generally declines with radius (Ianjamasi-
manana et al. 2015). The physical origin of the veloc-
ity dispersion includes the random motions of the gas
within H1 clouds, the random motions of H1 clouds in
the disk, turbulence related to star formation or galactic
shear, non-circular motions, etc. Moreover, the velocity
dispersion is found to be better described by a two com-
ponent model (Tanjamasimanana et al. 2012), further
complicating the interpretation of this parameter. We
speculate that v, is likely a flux weighted estimate, or
upper limit, of the velocity dispersion in the part of the
H1 disk where the rotational velocity maximizes, and
should be interpreted on an ensemble basis instead of for
an individual galaxy. The reason that the measured v,
is sometimes only an upper limit is the effect of the beam
smearing effect. As in integrated spectrum, if a signifi-
cant amount of gas exists moving at velocity higher than
model fitted v,., typically the rising part of the rotation
curves, this part of gas would smoothen the line edge
and increase the measured value of v,,. This is more sig-
nificant for low mass galaxies with slowly rising rotation
curves, as the only way to account for the disk com-
ponent fluxes beyond v,., which underestimates wvg, in
such cases, is v,. Therefore, in the case where where v,
underestimates vgat , UV, may be further inflated beyond
the true velocity dispersion.

The asymmetry variable is assumed to be the gradi-
ent of the radial density from one side of the disk to
the other end, similar to lopsidedness. However, there
is no physical reason that the radial density increases in
a linear way, as truly lopsided galaxies typically display
more complicated radial variations. It is also a simpli-
fication to assume that the two extremes of the radial
density variation coincide with the major axis projected
onto the sky. Furthermore, the asymmetry of the Hr1 in
galaxies is much more complex, as shown by numerous
studies (e.g. Richter & Sancisi 1994; Haynes et al. 1998).
Many other possible causes of asymmetry have been pro-
posed, including beam confusion, non-circular motions,
and distortions in the H1 distribution, but a universal
picture of what dominates the observed asymmetry is
still missing. Nevertheless, the outliers in our demon-
stration sample are preferentially highly asymmetric, as
shown in Sec. 4.2 and Appendix C.

The physical interpretation of the gaussian component
is even more uncertain, because of the diversity of its po-
tential contributions and the lack of spatially-resolved
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interferometric data. The most likely origin of this com-
ponent is the rising part of the rotation curve in the
inner galaxy where the H1 profile is rotation-dominated
(de Blok & Walter 2014). However, for a few galax-
ies discussed in the next section, some H1 profiles show
broad wings extending far beyond v, which are probably
associated with unusual gas dynamics.

In addition to the simplification of the variables, the
model doesn’t take into account any radiative transfer
effects, such as absorption or intrinsic line broadening.
A Dbetter solution would be to convolve with a Voigt
profile instead of a gaussian, but to do so would add
significantly to the degrees of freedom of the model.

Another consideration for the application of the PAN-
DISC model is the computational cost. Despite the facts
that one integration in the model needs to be evaluated
numerically for each channel, and that MCMC is intrin-
sically computationally-heavy, it takes about 150 sec-
onds to fit one ALFALFA spectrum on a dual-core 3.1
GHz CPU. Therefore it is well prepared for applications
on large databases such as ALFALFA and the on-going
next generation surveys such as MIGHTEE-HI (Mad-
dox et al. 2021), WALLABY (Koribalski et al. 2004)
and CRAFTS-HI (Zhang et al. 2021).

5.2. Broad-wing features

Several of the H1 profiles shown in Fig. 3 display very
broad gaussian components extending well beyond the
range of velocities associated with the disk, thus appear-
ing as “broad-wing” features. Although in low S/N spec-
tra the majority of these wing-like features are fitting
artifacts arising from either noise or potential residual
baseline ripple, some high S/N spectra are also found to
have very broad gaussian components. These could rep-
resent a distinct and potentially-interesting category of
H1 profiles. To survey the prevalence of broad-wing fea-
tures, we focus on the high S/N sample with good fits,
excluding low quality fits or those with unconstrained
v,. We then select broad-wing candidates by two crite-
ria: (1) the flux density of the gaussian component at
channels beyond the disk part is significant, such that
Fy,gaus(v = FWHMdiSk/2 + ’UU) > 3 rmSplank; (2) the
gaussian component FWHM is wider than the disk pro-
jected rotational velocity 2.355 X vy > 2 X v,.

Among 301 galaxies with good model fits in the high
S/N sample, 44 are selected as broad-wing candidates.
After visually checking the candidate spectra, we con-
clude that half of the selected spectra indeed show wing-
like features, with significant flux excess beyond the cen-
tral disk part on both sides, well fitted by a Gaussian
peak (e.g. NGC 628 or NGC 4900 in Fig. 14). Half
of the remaining candidates show flux excess only on
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Figure 14. Example atlas of broad-wing candidates. The
two panels in the upper row show two candidates with “wing-
like” features, the lower left panel is a candidate with a
“shoulder-like” feature, and the lower right panel is an “am-
biguous” candidate. In each panel, the global profile is plot-
ted as the red solid line, with the model of the median fit as

the thin black dashed line, the gaussian component fit as the
thick black dot-dashed line and the disk fit as the thin black
dotted line.

one side, resembling a “shoulder” like feature. The re-
maining quarter of the candidates are deemed as “am-
biguous”, as the disk fraction is so high that the fit-
ted gaussian components are not clearly distinguishable
from the extension of the line edge. Two examples are
also shown in Fig. 14 for the shoulder-like and ambigu-
ous candidates.

For the wing-like features, we postulate that they are
associated with gas components that are dynamically
distinct from the rotating disks. After checking the op-
tical images, we identified one third of the galaxies show-
ing wing-like feature to have a close companion or an ir-
regular morphology, highlighting the potential effect of
interactions. Judging from the asymmetric shape of the
“shoulder” features, we suggest that they could either
be confused with companion galaxies, or reflect clumps
of H1 gas that are dynamically-separate from the disk
in one direction in velocity space through processes like
tidal interaction or counter-rotation of the disk (Jore
et al. 1996). An even higher fraction of these galax-
ies have likely companions in optical images, and addi-
tional examples of known confused spectra are discussed
in Appendix. C.1, supporting the confusion origin for
the shoulder-like features. The ambiguous candidates
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Figure 15. Comparison of the broad-wing candidates to the
whole high S/N sample in parameter space. The upper left
and right panels show the histogram of v, and |k|, for the
broad-wing candidates (red) compared with all the reliable
disk fits for the whole sample (blue). The lower figure dis-
plays the distribution of v, against v,, with the high quality
fits of the whole sample in blue, the broad-wing candidates in
red, and the sources flagged by fit quality ¢ or disk fit quality
1g vy.84/vr,16 criterion in yellow. Two lines of vy = 0.6v, and
1.2v, are shown in dashed and dot-dashed lines to aid the
view.

are difficult to interpret, as their gaussian component
is significant compared with the noise according to our
3rmspank criterion, and the flux density is also above the
typical baseline uncertainty (Haynes et al. 1998), mak-
ing them very likely to have real flux excess beyond the
rotation velocity. We thus speculate these weak features
have a similar origin as the wing-like or shoulder-like
features, but the fraction of gas contributing to the high
velocity wings in these galaxies is very small.

These broad-wing candidates are also distinctive in
their distribution of other parameters, as shown in
Fig. 15. First, when compared with the total high
S/N sample, the broad-wing candidates all exhibit rela-
tively narrow profiles with systematically lower v, and
W50model , with a typical line width of ~60 km/s. This



could be due in part to the selection bias that the broad-
wing features are easier to identify when the disk profile
is narrow. The broad-wing candidates are also preferen-
tially asymmetric, with the distribution of the absolute
disk asymmetry |k| being more extended while that of
the entire sample is clustered close to zero. Together
with the narrow width of the profile, we suspect that
the broad-wing selection criteria identify a population
of gas components that are dynamically different from
the majority rotating disks. Furthermore, they are pref-
erentially identified in systems with low inclinations and
non-uniform H1 distributions.

Moreover, the broad-wing candidates represent a dis-
tinct population of H1 profiles in the v,-v, diagram in
Fig. 15. The v, versus vy plot displays a clearly bimodal
distribution: while most of the galaxies in the high S/N
sample are distributed along the relation vy = 0.6 X v,
consistent with our hypothesis that the gaussian com-
ponent describes the rising part of the rotation curve,
another population of galaxies cluster around the line
vy = 1.2 X v, with larger scatter. Moreover, the popula-
tion of galaxies at higher v, is dominated by the broad-
wing candidates. Although the offset in the v,-v4 rela-
tion for the broad-wing candidates could be affected by
selection bias and confusion, the bimodal distribution
for v,-vy and the dominance in the higher v, popula-
tion suggest the existence of previously-unexplored but
prevalent gas dynamics which becomes identifiable only
when the gas disk appears face-on.

Judging from the preferentially narrow line widths,
typical gaussian component widths, the higher degree of
asymmetry, and the prevalence of such features, possible
origins of the wing-like feature include tidal tails, bulge
gas, halo or circum-galactic gas, weak outflow by stellar
feedback, and high velocity clouds. Robustly studying
the nature of the excessive flux requires modelling and
decomposing resolved interferometric observations. Al-
though interferometric observations exist for several of
the broad wing candidates, further analysis is beyond
the scope of this study but represents a promising direc-
tion for future spatial-spectral disk modelling and galac-
tic dynamics studies.

5.3. Application of PANDISC to CO or [C II] profiles

Spectroscopic studies of other ISM tracers, notably
the CO vib-rotation lines and the [C1] 158 pm fine-
structure line, have also contributed greatly to our un-
derstanding of the dynamics of galaxies (e.g. Rizzo et al.
2020; Lelli et al. 2021). At redshifts above 0.2, CO
and [C11] are the most promising gas tracers at mm and
submm wavelengths. Given their distance at high red-
shift, galaxies emitting those tracers typically extend
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across fewer than three resolving elements, especially for
lower mass systems. Thus the integrated line profile is
often the only way to extract the dynamical information
of galaxies, suggesting the potential application of the
PANDISC model to global profiles beyond HT line.
Significant effort has also gone toward establishing the
Tully-Fisher relations for both CO and [C11] lines (e.g.
Dickey & Kazes 1992; Ho 2007; Davis et al. 2016; Fra-
ternali et al. 2021; Wu et al. 2022). We emphasize that
the CO and [C11] lines can also be fitted very well by the
PANDISC model, but the interpretation of the derived
parameters must be taken with extra consideration. Be-
cause of the compact distribution of molecular gas and
the ISM surrounding regions of star formation, the co-
rotating assumption in particular may no longer hold
for CO and [C11]. de Blok et al. (2016) also found a
difference between the line width of the Hr , [C11] and
CO lines. Although the utilization of PANDISC beyond
Hr1 is of great interest, it should be treated in the first
place as a parametrized description of the line profile,
instead of a conclusively physical interpretation.

6. SUMMARY

In this paper, we present a physically-motivated para-
metric model for the integrated H1 spectrum. The
model is comprised of a co-rotating disk and a distinct
Gaussian component. The shape of the model is con-
trolled by 5 parameters: v,, k, vs, vg, 7, plus two other
parameters, the line flux F and line center v.. The
model is designed to extract information from the in-
tegrated H1 line profile, such as the width of different
components, asymmetry, and the line edge steepness.
We use MCMC to fit the line model on observed H1
spectra, taking account of the correlation between chan-
nels. This fitting method produces a statistically-robust
description of the H1 spectral line.

The model is applied on various samples to test and
demonstrate its use. We found that:

e The model is a good description of HI line pro-
files of various shapes and is able to fit structures
including the trough, peaks, edges, and wings if
present.

e Model fitting provides an automated measurement
of the velocity width W50, making it a useful tool
for checking published global H1 line widths, and
for application to large H1 profile datasets.

e The W5004c1 and flux derived from PANDISC
agree with the ALFALFA W50 and flux within the
uncertainty for profiles of S/N down to < 6.

e The model-based SRD agrees well with the AL-
FALFA S/N.
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e The model provides another line width measure-
ment v, which can be a proxy of the flat rotational
velocity vga; . The comparison with vgag for the
SPARC sample shows good agreement despite a
trend of deviation at the lowest and highest vgas -

e The v, to vgas scaling trend is caused by the ro-
tation curve structures in both the low mass and
high mass galaxies, which also explains the agree-
ment between v, and Vag,. This suggests that the
majority of the HI gas in galaxies may reside in
radius smaller than where the rotation curve flat-
tens, and the inner structure of rotation curves
causes the differences between different line width
measurements. But such structure is also a func-
tion of galaxy mass, so that a trend emerges.

e We fit BTFR using different line width measure-
ments. The difference in the fitted slope is consis-
tent with the v,—vg.; and W50 —vg, trends.

e We use model-fitted parameters to control the
sample used to derive the BTFR. Restriction to
the model-selected rotation-dominated disk sam-
ple improves the BTFR fit and introduces less
bias on the line width compared with the kurtosis-
based selection suggested by P16.

e Inclusion of the Gaussian component reveals inter-
esting structures in H1 profiles. We select spectra
which display high S/N broad Gaussian wings that
are probably affected by confusion or dynamically
distinct H1 gas. Such broad-wing features are wor-
thy of further spatially-resolved investigations.

At the same time, we point out limitations in the
PANDISC model fitting and interpretation:

e The physical assumptions associated with many
parameters are over-simplified. We already see
that v, deviates from the assumed projected ro-
tational velocity due to the inner structures in ro-
tation curves.

e Model fitting loses constraining power for k, vy, v
for individual spectra with S/N<8.

e The unusual profiles that are probably affected by
confusion pose challenges in fitting. Some special
terms are included in the prior function to handle
these cases.

e The model is a linear mixed model with different
dimensionalities, so special care needs to be taken
in setting the prior function to normalize the pa-
rameter space volume.

Other than the applications demonstrated in the pa-
per, the model can also be used to explore the potential
to extract more dynamical information in the H1 spec-
tra for large observational datasets. It also provides a
framework to compare with and aid the disk modelling
for interferometrc data, and to develope similar tools
for other gas tracers like CO and [C11]. Furthermore,
the parametrized PANDISC model makes it possible to
perform ensemble studies of the H1 line profile. The
distribution of line width, asymmetry, line edge steep-
ness, and their correlation with other physical quantities
such as galaxy mass, morphological type and star forma-
tion rate could give us an enriched view of HI dynamics
and properties. We plan to apply the model to the full
ALFALFA sample in order to study the aforementioned
topics, and the results will be described in a future pa-
per.
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APPENDIX

A. DERIVATION OF THE MODEL LINE WIDTHS

As the most common application of the integrated H1 spectrum relies on the line width, we will provide here some
recipes for estimating the commonly used width measurements based on the model parameters.

A.1. Peak-to-peak width

The peak width of the disk profile is the easiest to estimate. In the limit that v,. = 0 so that the disk profile is just
a Gaussian peak representing the velocity dispersion, the peak width is 0; while at the other end v, > v,, the width
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converges to Wpeak — 2(vr — 0.75v,). The peak width is hence derived by gluing the two limits together, taking into
consideration that the two peaks only appear when v, > 1.7v,, as well as the edge-narrowing effect, and that the value
approaches the higher end limit in an exponential manner.

0, v < 1.7v,

Wheak = 2 Al
peals (2v, — 1.5v,) - {1 — exp [— <UT) +3 }, v, > 1.7, (A1)

o

A2, W504isk

A similar procedure can be applied to approximate Wh0g;sk, defined as the full width half maximum of the disk
component of the model. In the narrowest limit, W50q;s, is largely affected by the Gaussian profile of the velocity
dispersion, approximating W50gisk ~ 2v, + 2.355v,. At the other end when disk profile is wide, W50 converges as
Wh04isk — 2v,- + 1.4v,. To estimate W5h0qisk for varying v, and v,, the values at the two ends are combined as an
exponential transition happening around v, = v,, and the best fit shows < 3% deviation

W50aisk =(2v, + 2.4v,) - exp (1,8zr> +

[ea

(2v, + 1.4v,) - {1 — exp (—1.2)]

A.3. FEstimating the peak flux density

In order to estimate W50 for the whole model, a weight is needed to co-add W 504;sk with the FWHM of the Gaussian
peak. The weight we use is the flux density contrast between the two components at the edge of the disk profile, so
we first describe how to approximate the peak flux density of the disk F), pcak. Because the peak is also affected by
the asymmetry, F} pcak should be treated as the average flux density of the two peaks in the case of an asymmetric
disk. Again we start by looking at the narrowest and widest ends of the disk profile. At the narrow end, the disk peak
flux density is equivalent to the Gaussian peak maxima, namely F, pcax ~ 1/ V2mv,. When the disk is very broad,
the peak contains the flux at the edge of a perfect rotating disk F' = arccos(1 — Av/v,)Av, spread out by the velocity

dispersion. Hence the value converges as F, pcax — ﬁ arccos (1 — 0.272—"). The two limits are again stitched via an

exponential transition at around v, = v,, and the best fit is

F = ( -0 13) exp [—= (U ) +
v,peak . .
\ 2T 2 o
2 Vo (% ( A 3)

1 o r
—— arccos (1 — 0.27v) . {1 — exp <—1.81}>]
MUy Up Vo

A4, W50model

Now with all the tools ready, we can estimate the W50 for the whole model. The model W50 is derived by combining
the widths of both the disk and the Gaussian components by the weight w, such that W50,0d4e1 = w - W50qisk + (1 —
w) - 2.355 - vy. The variable w denotes the contribution of the two components to the line width, different from the
disk flux fraction r. For example, in a line profile for which the disk and Gaussian components both share half of the
flux, the latter may not affect the width if it is very narrow as a spike at the center, or very wide as a negligible wing
sitting beneath the line. The weight w is found to be best representative as the flux density contrast between the disk
and the Gaussian at both the disk peak and half maxima, as

w— 2Fv,peak (A4)
2Fv,peak + Fv,gaus(Wpeak/2) + Fv,gaus(W50,disk/2)
where F), gaus(Av) denotes the flux density of the Gaussian component evaluated at the Av relative to the line center,
and Fy peqk is the disk peak flux density in Equ. A3.

A5, Asymmetric flux contrast

Another property that is of interest is the quantitative description of the asymmetry. In the model, the flux ratio in

the two halves can be easily derived using k and r. Denoting the integrated flux in the blue- and red-shifted halves of
1 ™

the disk component as Fj, gisk and Fi gisk, their values are Fy, gisk = F -7 - (% + %k‘) and F} gisk = F -7 - (5 -3 ).
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Figure 16. The histogram of k and r distribution for the whole ALFALFA high S/N sample, as the justification for the choice
of prior function shown in dotted line.

B. JUSTIFICATION OF THE ADOPTED PRIOR

The first part of the prior function as well as the allowed range of each variable are

1
p1(0) =3 (log5 < log v, < log500)
X 55eg <P (=3|k]) (=2/m <k <2/m)
1
il B5
X 5 (3 < vy < 25) (B5)
1 2
44(-7) <r<i
* 0786 (O<r<1)
1
X T7 (log 8.5 < log vy < log200)

The exp (—3k|) term accounts for the fact that most of the H1 spectra are symmetric, and the value is chosen to
balance between imposing a strong prior and the distribution of k in the ALFALFA high S/N sample. The 0.440-7)°
term is applied in order to account for different dimensions in the disk and Gaussian component’s parameter space.
The PANDISC model is a mixed model combined together by the variable r as the weight. Three variables, namely
U, k, vg, control the disk model, but the Gaussian component is only described by the variable v,. This difference
in dimensionality makes r much less constrained in the Gaussian-dominated region, and hence inflates the probability
of r in its marginalized distribution. Thus a factor 0.441=1* is deduced as the parameter space normalization in the
Gaussian-dominated regime. A comparison of the prior function to the fitted parameter distribution for the high S/N
sample can be found in Fig. 16.

Because sometimes a shoulder appears at one edge of a double horn profile, probably due to confusion by a companion
galaxy especially in the profiles of low S/N distant galaxies, the model tends to fit a highly asymmetric disk for one of
the line peaks and the flat part in the trough, while using a narrow and high Gaussian component at the model center
to fit the other line peak. This enables the extra flux in the fitted highly asymmetric disk to fit the shoulder, but the
model fitting itself is unphysical. To avoid such unphysical fitting, a special term is multiplied by the prior function:

1—r v, 1—r v, Uy Vo
) 1- Aot ( Lt L4030 > 1)

Ur Vo r Vo 1-r vp U CES 1-r v o 1
1= 4032 (f2403% > 10t o e 4032 > 1 & Lr s > 1)

(B6)

The prior probability used is p(6) = p1(0) * p2(6).
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Figure 17. Examples of confusion spectra, left to right, upper to lower are AGC 201046 (F568-V01), AGC 12737 (NGC 7731),
AGC 252877, and AGC 9576 (NGC 5774).

C. COLLECTION OF UNUSUAL PROFILES

In our study, many spectra are flagged as having unusual profiles for various reasons. In this section, we show that
some of the typical unusual profiles can be categorized by their shapes and potential causes. The prevalence of highly
asymmetric profiles in these unusual profiles also helps to justify our criterion of flagging by asymmetry.

C.1. Confusion

Due to the large beam size typical of radio single-dish observations, confusion plays an important role. For ALFALFA
survey, ~ 4% of the HI profiles are estimated to be blends (Jones et al. 2016). Among the spectra flagged in our
study, a large fraction of them can be attributed to likely confusion with neighbors. The confusion-contaminated
spectra appear in several different shapes and levels of confidence, though they all involve two components showing
distinctively different properties, thus suggesting different origins.

The most obvious evidence of confusion involves one double-horned component lying on top of another, with an
example shown in the first panel in Fig. 17. The example spectrum for AGC 201046 contains two galaxies NGC
3363 and VLSB F568-V01 at the same redshift and only 2 arcmin apart, the latter likely responsible for the confusion.
This spectrum is flagged by our criterion by the large discrepancy between the derived W 50,0461 and the ALFALFA
W50moder - It is also unusual for having a multi-modal posterior distribution, and would be selected as a broad-wing
candidate had the selection in Sec. 5.2 been applied on the SPARC sample. However, such profiles are rare, requiring
the host-to-companion mass ratio to be relatively low, exact redshift alignment, the existence of a disk component
in both galaxies, and the the inclination to be just right so that the flux densities are comparable. Only one such
spectrum is found in the ~900 spectra analyzed in this paper.

Another form of confusion likely appears as a narrow and high peak lying on top of a double horned profile. Such a
profile is expected of a galaxy pair with a small mass contrast but very different inclinations. One example is shown
for UGC 12737 in the upper right panel of Fig. 17. In the spectrum of UGC 12737, two spiral galaxies separated
by 1.5 arcmin, NGC 7731 and NGC 7732, are both present in the ALFA beam. Additionally, the spectrum of UGC
12737 is almost exactly the same as UGC 12738. The fact that NGC 7731 is almost face-on but NGC 7732 has a high
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Figure 18. Example spectra of W50 —W 50,041 discrepancy, left: AGC 193902, right: AGC 728887.

inclination results in the bright and narrow peak in the middle of the double-horned profile. The asymmetric shape
of the double-horned profile could also be the result of the galaxy-galaxy interaction, but interferometric observations
would be required for confirmation. This spectrum is flagged for being highly asymmetric as well as having a large
discrepancy between W50and W50y04e because the central peak was considered as the line edge in the manual
ALFALFA measurement. This type of confusion is difficult to distinguish from normal spectra, especially in the
case of low S/N with a small offset in the redshift, and such cases may simply be identified as highly asymmetric
profiles. Nevertheless, such profiles are physically rarer than the overlapping double-horned profile because of the
lower probability for the necessary very small inclination angle. Furthermore, given the low mass contrast, their
intrinsic line profiles have a higher chance to be intrinsically asymmetric due to interaction as in the example.

A more common signature of confusion is a shoulder-like feature, arising in the case of a high host-to-companion
(or host-to-confusion) mass ratio with a small redshift offset. The blending can be present to varying degrees, from a
small extra plateau on one side of the spectral line (e.g. AGC 252877, lower left panel in Fig. 17), to a small excessive
flux on one side of the profile (UGC 9576, lower right panel in Fig. 17). Many of the latter features are also selected
as broad-wing candidates in Sec. 5.2. Due to the large mass ratio, these potentially-confused sources are difficult to
confirm in optical images, especially for low mass systems. For example, in the case of AGC 252877, no source is
found at the potential confusion redshift by searching in the SDSS spectroscopic database (Eisenstein et al. 2011).
However, UGC 9576, or NGC 5774, is a galaxy in a pair with NGC 5775 (UGC 9579) over the range of heliocentric
velocity from 1500 through 1900 km/s. Given the large size of the galaxies compared to the size of the ALFA beam,
the shoulder-like feature may be caused by the flux of NGC 5775 in the side-lobes. However, we cannot rule out
the possibility of confusion by tidal interaction debris between the galaxies. Using UGC 9576 as an example, it is
reasonable to conjecture that the “shoulder” and “ambiguous” sources in Sec. 5.2 are largely caused by such confusion.
These galaxies are flagged as low quality fits because of their high S/N but obvious mismatch in the shoulder feature,
because of being highly asymmetric, and because of the W50 to W50,,04e1 discrepancy as the PANDISC model tries
to treat the flux excess as part of the profile. The shoulder-like features can also be selected in many other ways
like the broad-wing selection in Sec. 5.2, or the integrated flux discrepancy. Moreover, on a physical bases, large
host-to-companion or host-to-confusion mass ratios with small redshift offset should dominate the confused spectra
for such integrated H1 observations.

Confirming the origin of these features as the result of confusion within the telescope beam requires detailed,
spatially-resolved studies combining multi-wavelength data for individual galaxies, and is beyond the scope of this
study. However, these confusion examples and the capability of identifying them in the integrated line profile prove
the value of PANDISC model and its application for sample control as discussed in Sec. 4.2.

C.2. W50 discrepancy

Many spectra used in the study are also flagged by their W50 to W 50,0401 discrepancy, and some of them are likely
not caused by the profiles themselves but by the process of human-assisted data processing. One example is AGC
193902 with W50= 79 km/s, shown in the left panel in Fig. 18. Because the model fitting only uses a 5xW50
bandwidth of the original ALFALFA spectrum to save computation time (bottom panel in Fig. 18 left), it is clear
that half of the spectral line is missing. This is because the human inspection misidentified the higher peak of this
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Figure 19. Example spectra of miscellaneous unusual profile, left: AGC 966 (NGC 520), right: AGC 8605 (UGC 8605).

asymmetric profile as a single-peak line, and missed the trough as well as the other smaller peak. However, in model
fitting, the excessive flux on one side without the other peak data being input to the fitting routine forces the model
to fit a very broad gaussian component, and results in the large discrepancy with W50. After checking the spectra
flagged by such a W50 discrepancy, six spectra can be reliably categorized as having misidentified line peaks. These
spectra are not all asymmetric, but are preferentially low S/N, making it difficult to notice the rest of the flux except
for the peak. The potential occurrence rate ~ 2% emphasizes the need for a fully automated and statistically robust
method in reducing ALFALFA data, which we plan to undertake using the PANDISC model along with another line
width measurement algorithm in Ball et al. (2022).

But when the S/N is too low, if becomes even more difficult to distinguish misidentified lines from confusion. Such
is the case for AGC 728887 shown in the right panel in Fig. 18. There is a clear flux excess at ~ 11500km/s that is
not identified in the ALFALFA measurement, but the small gap between the main emission and the extra bump at
lower velocity makes it resemble a confused profile. Because the gap is very narrow and with low S/N, and the flux
densities of the two components are almost the same, we cannot make any statistically convincing conclusion. This
case exemplifies the challenges to identifying unusual profiles in low S/N integrated spectra.

C.3. Miscellaneous

There are also unusual spectra that can not be well fitted by the model, and are hard to be categorized. One
spectrum that can be traced back to the effect of astrophysical process is AGC 966 (NGC 520) in the left panel in
Fig. 19. The spectral resembles a confusion with one asymmetric line centered at 2200 km/s plus a smaller companion
at 2400 km/s, both separated by a small gap at 2330 km/s, and this galaxy has long been suspected to be a merger.
However, comparison with literature (Stanford 1990; Beswick et al. 2003) and archival data (Mirabel & Sanders 1988;
Springob et al. 2005) suggests a much more complicated picture: the gas at 2330 km/s is most likely caused by the
H1 absorption in the inner part of the galaxy; and a small companion UGC 957 does exist and may be connected by
tidal tail, but it is at ~ 2135 km/s. Neither ALFALFA nor model fitting give the correct width measurement. It is
difficult to estimate the prevalence of such systems, but luminous infrared galaxies (LIRGs) like NGC 520 are known
to have an elevated merger rate and display very complicated morphology and kinematics, and hence should be taken
with extra caution.

Another population of unusual spectra are the asymmetric profiles with unphysical fit. AGC 8605 (UGC 8605) is
shown in Fig. 19 as an example. Although the spectrum look like an ordinary asymmetric disk, it defies the model
fitting by having too gentle the line edge on low velocity side, and too deep a trough, as well as the line peak offset from
the expected position. This galaxy might be a complicated system as the optical image shows hints of companion and
tidal tail. The spectrum is flagged by low quality fit flag, high asymmetry and W50 discrepancy. Another example of
unphysical fit is AGC 4115 in Fig. 3. Although the model fitting agrees very well with the spectrum, the fitted broad
and prominent Gaussian peak is difficult to interpret, and the SDSS image (Adelman-McCarthy et al. 2007) shows
a diffuse stellar component without obvious structure plus a spatially offset nucleus. AGC 4115 is flagged for high
asymmetry and W50 discrepancy. No conclusion can be made for these galaxy systems without optical spectroscopic
or interferometric H1 data. But they highlight the ability of integrated H1 spectroscopy in identifying potentially
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interesting sources, and again the high occurrence of asymmetry in these unusual spectra alerts the applicability of
asymmetric H1 spectra in applications like H1 mass function or BTFR.

D. MODEL FITTING RESULTS

Table 2 contains all the galaxies used in the study along with their model fitted parameters. The columns are (1)
Galaxy Name, (2) alternative names, (3) galaxy sample used in the paper, (4) reference of the spectral data, (5)-(11)
PANDISC model fitted parameters, (12) W50mode1, (13) SRD, (14) blank (line-free) channel rms, (15) line channels
residual rms. The alternative names are the names used in either the sample or the reference paper. The reference
codes use the same definition as in Sec. 3. The superscripts in the “Name” column correspond to the following flags,
x: low model fitting quality; x: asymmetry; {: low disk fit quality; I: W50to W50y04e1 > 20 discrepancy; §: broad
wing candidate.

Figure set 1 contains the fitted model and the MCMC posterior distribution of every galaxy used in the study. Every
galaxy is associated with two figures in the same name as listed in Table 2. The two figures are the model fitting result
and MCMC ensemble corner plot. Please refer to Fig. 4 for the example of figure set, and the format of the figures.
The complete figure set is available in the online version.

Fig. Set 1. Model fitting result for all the H1 spectra
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