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ABSTRACT

The ALMA [C II] Resolved Ism in STar-forming gALaxies (CRISTAL) survey is a Cycle 8 ALMA Large Programme that studies the cold gas
component of high-redshift galaxies. Its sub-arcsecond resolution observations are key to disentangling physical mechanisms that shape galaxies
during cosmic dawn. In this paper, we explore the morphology and kinematics of the cold gas, star-forming, and stellar components in the star-
forming main-sequence galaxy CRISTAL-05/HZ3, at z = 5.54. Our analysis includes 0.3′′ spatial resolution (∼ 2 kpc) ALMA observations of
the [C II] line. While CRISTAL-05 was previously classified as a single source, our observations reveal that the system is a close interacting pair
surrounded by an extended component of carbon-enriched gas. This is imprinted in the disturbed elongated [C II] morphology and the separation
of the two components in the position-velocity diagram (∼ 100 km s−1 ). The central region is composed of two components, named C05-NW and
C05-SE, with the former being the dominant one. A significant fraction of the [C II] arises beyond the close pair up to 10 kpc, while the regions
forming new massive stars and the stellar component seem compact (r[CII] ∼ 4× rUV ), as traced by rest-frame UV and optical imaging obtained
with the Hubble Space Telescope and the James Webb Space Telescope. Our kinematic model, constructed using the DYSMALpy software, yields
a minor contribution of dark matter of C05-NW within a radius of ∼ 2 × Reff . Finally, we explore the resolved [C II] /FIR ratios as a proxy for
shock-heating produced by this merger. We argue that the extended [C II] emission is mainly caused by the merger of the galaxies, which could not
be discerned with lower-resolution observations. Our work emphasizes the need for high-resolution observations to fully characterize the dynamic
stages of infant galaxies and the physical mechanisms that drive the metal enrichment of the circumgalactic medium.
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1. Introduction

Galaxy growth is governed by an interplay of several physical
processes that transform the galactic internal properties across
cosmic time (Somerville & Davé 2015; Tumlinson et al. 2017;
Naab & Ostriker 2017). The current galaxy evolution paradigm
suggests that gas accretion from the intergalactic medium and in-
tense merger activity provide cold gas to fuel star formation in a
galaxy, while active galactic nuclei (AGN) and stellar feedback
can deplete and expel the internal gas outwards the interstellar
medium (ISM), eventually halting star-formation (Berry 2015;
Barnes & Hernquist 1991; Sanders & Mirabel 1996; Lambas, D.
G. et al. 2012; Sánchez Almeida et al. 2014; Hayward & Hop-
kins 2016; Harrison 2017). We are in the first steps of detecting
and characterizing the full baryonic cycle at the early stages of
galaxy formation.

Since these intricate physical mechanisms shape the spatial
distribution of the baryonic matter, the morphology becomes the
primary indicator of the evolutionary history of these systems.
For example, when dynamical events occur, such as mergers
and outflows, they can get disrupted and distorted (Somerville
& Davé 2015; Nelson et al. 2019; Pillepich et al. 2019). Further-
more, the diversity of shapes of low-redshift galaxies correlates
with several physical properties, such as the stellar mass, star for-
mation histories, and environment (Baldry et al. 2004; De Lucia
et al. 2006; Poggianti et al. 2010; Tojeiro et al. 2013; Villanueva

et al. 2021). For instance, elliptical and lenticular galaxies re-
side preferentially in high-density environments, populating es-
pecially the cores of clusters and groups, while spiral galax-
ies inhabit field regions (Dressler 1980; Postman et al. 2005).
However, high-redshift galaxies (i.e., distant) are fainter, have
a smaller angular size, and suffer from cosmological dimming
which makes detecting subtle features challenging, and thus the
physical mechanisms that had shaped them.

Most spatially-resolved studies of high-redshift galaxies rely
on rest-UV imaging from the Hubble Space Telescope (HST),
as it was the only instrument that provides sufficiently high spa-
tial resolution and depth to reveal the inner structures of small
galaxies at these wavelengths. Such observations possibly sug-
gest that galaxies at z > 4 are clumpy and irregular, indicat-
ing high merger activity in the first billion years of the Universe
(Conselice & Arnold 2009; Duncan et al. 2019; Shibuya et al.
2022). However, the HST imaging may not provide a full answer
because the rest-UV emission is strongly affected by dust obscu-
ration and biased towards the most intense ongoing star-forming
sites. Recent rest-frame near-infrared James Webb Space Tele-
scope (JWST) imaging has revealed that many of these clumps
are just the compact star-forming regions of disk galaxies, which
surprisingly became a common population (∼ 50%) at z = 3-
6 (Ferreira et al. 2022; Guo et al. 2023; Kartaltepe et al. 2023;
Huertas-Company et al. 2023).
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A complete picture of the evolutionary path of galaxies in-
evitably requires information on the cold gas supply necessary
to form stars. The start of operation of the Atacama Large Mil-
limeter/submillimeter Array (ALMA) in the last decade was the
pivotal point to a new era in assessing the gas at high-redshift
in sub-arcsec scales. The cornerstone of these groundbreaking
studies has been the [C II] emission line, arising from the fine-
structure transition 2P3/2 → 2P1/2 of the singly ionized carbon
atom (hereafter just [C II] , centered at 158 µm). This is one of
the strongest far-infrared (FIR) lines, reaching up to 1% of the to-
tal bolometric luminosity (Stacey et al. 2010; Díaz-Santos et al.
2013; Cormier et al. 2015; Herrera-Camus et al. 2018; Rybak
et al. 2019; Schaerer et al. 2020). Due to its low ionization po-
tential of 11.2 eV, it is a dominant gas coolant of the neutral ISM
coming from photo-dissociation regions (PDR), cold molecular,
ionized, and atomic gas phases (Wolfire et al. 2003; Vallini et al.
2015; Clark et al. 2019).

A remarkable outcome of recent studies on the spatial dis-
tribution of the gas- and star-forming components of galaxies
at z = 4 − 6 is the existence of extended [C II] line emission
reaching out to a radius of ∼10 kpc, or about 5× beyond the
extent of the star-forming areas traced by rest-UV and dust con-
tinua (Fujimoto et al. 2019). These so-called “[C II] halos” were
first identified by Fujimoto et al. (2019) through the radial pro-
files of stacked [C II] emission of 18 normal (LUV > 0.6 L∗)
star-forming galaxies at z > 4, selected as single systems with
no obvious AGN signatures. Several studies have found similar
[C II] structures in individual star-forming galaxies at z > 4 (Fu-
jimoto et al. 2020; Herrera-Camus et al. 2021; Akins et al. 2022;
Lambert et al. 2023) and massive quasar host galaxies at z > 6
(Maiolino et al. 2012; Cicone et al. 2015; Meyer et al. 2022).
[C II] halos appear to be ubiquitous in the most massive galaxies
yet less relevant in lower mass systems (M∗ ≲ 1010 M⊙) (Fuji-
moto et al. 2020; Posses et al. 2023; Pizzati et al. 2023).

The presence of emitting carbon-rich gas beyond galactic
sizes raises the question of how enriched gas was transported to
larger distances whilst remaining in a singly ionized state. Mock
observations based on state-of-the-art cosmological simulations
fail to reproduce the [C II] surface brightness of observed galax-
ies (Fujimoto et al. 2019; Pallottini et al. 2019; Arata et al. 2020).
Several physical mechanisms for the origin of these ‘halos’ have
been proposed in the literature, including the presence of unre-
solved satellite galaxies around the central source, extended pho-
todissociation or H II regions, cold streams, and outflows (Fuji-
moto et al. 2019; Di Cesare et al. 2024). Several studies have de-
tected broad components in the [C II] spectrum of stacked and in-
dividual galaxies, suggesting that the [C II] halos are the result of
past/ongoing episodes of outflowing gas driven by powerful stel-
lar feedback (Gallerani et al. 2018; Ginolfi et al. 2020b; Herrera-
Camus et al. 2021). This is supported by recent semi-analytical
models of catastrophically cooling outflows (T ≈ 102−4 K),
which can reproduce the observed [C II] surface brightness pro-
files (Pizzati et al. 2020, 2023).

An additional scenario was proposed by Ginolfi et al.
(2020a), who identified a luminous envelope of [C II] emission
surrounding a dense merging system at z ∼ 4.5. This phe-
nomenon leads to tidal stripping, where the gas is removed from
the ISM and enriches the circumgalactic medium (CGM) with
chemically enhanced material. Similarly, Lambert et al. (2023)
reported a [C II] extended emission in a typical galaxy at z = 5.25,
showing indications of a late-stage merger rather than outflow
signatures. Most studies rely on observations with a resolution
of ∼ 1′′ (∼5 kpc), which can resolve the current 10-kpc halos
in less than two resolution units. The understanding of the dy-

namic state of these systems that can support or rule out the last
scenario is also constrained by the resolution and depth of the
observation since they impact the determination of the nature of
single/multiple sources (Rizzo et al. 2022; Förster Schreiber &
Wuyts 2020).

In this context, the ALMA large program CRISTAL
([C II] Resolved Ism in STar-forming gALaxies) survey provides
the resolution and depth needed to constrain the critical condi-
tions to solve these open questions (2021.1.00280.L; Herrera-
Camus et al. in prep.). CRISTAL aims to dissect the [C II] and
dust continuum in 25 main-sequence star-forming galaxies at
z = 4 - 6 with available ALMA lower-resolution observations
and UV continuum detections. The CRISTAL observations are
more sensitive and have higher spatial resolution than previous
observations, resolving these galaxies at 1-2 kpc scales, which is
crucial to confirm the detection and identify the physical mecha-
nisms powering the emission at such distances. This paper, as
part of the following series of CRISTAL results (Mitsuhashi
et al. 2023; Solimano et al. 2024), reports our analysis of the
compelling case of the main-sequence star-forming galaxy HZ3,
identified in the survey as CRISTAL-05, at z = 5.54 (Capak et al.
2015). This was one of the galaxies reported by Fujimoto et al.
(2020) to host a [C II] halo, but yet with an uncertain description
of the spatial and dynamical internal structure. Here, we take ad-
vantage of the deepest ALMA integration in the CRISTAL sam-
ple (8.8 µJy/beam), owing to previous deep pilot observations,
to study the nature of the system and the origin of the puzzling
[C II] halo. Throughout this article, we m refer to a [C II] halo as
extended [C II] emission. As discussed in Lambert et al. (2023),
this nomenclature has become ubiquitous throughout the litera-
ture. But at the same time, this is an unusual use of the term halo
since the well-establish halo component (dark matter haloes,
stellar haloes, and galactic haloes) refers to a spheroidal shape
that we can not conclude with the resolution in hand.

This paper is laid out as follows. Firstly, we describe the
general properties of the galaxy, as well as the ALMA obser-
vations and ancillary data in Section 2. In Section 3, we de-
tail the main results: we characterize the morphology of the
[C II] emission and compare it to the rest-frame UV and dust con-
tinuum. We also quantify the multiwavelength morphology and
sizes. The gas motions are then determined by the moment-1
map, moment-2 map, and position-velocity diagram. After that,
we dissect the substructure of the system in different components
with a clump-finding algorithm. We finally perform a kinemat-
ical disk modeling in one of the components of CRISTAL-05.
Section 4 presents a discussion of the results of the previous
section. Lastly, the paper ends with Section 5, a summary and
main conclusions of the work. We assume a standard, flatΛCDM
model with: ΩΛ = 0.7, ΩM = 0.3 and H0 = 70 km s−1 Mpc−1,
which implies a physical factor of 5.961 kpc/′′at the redshift of
the source.

2. Observations and Data Reduction

A brief description of the target and all datasets analyzed in this
work is presented below.

2.1. Target: CRISTAL-05

CRISTAL-05 (also known as HZ3 and COSMOS2015 683613,
Capak et al. 2015; Laigle et al. 2016) was identified as a Lyman
break galaxy candidate at z ∼ 5 in the Cosmic Evolution Survey
(COSMOS, Laigle et al. 2016), and spectroscopically confirmed

Article number, page 2 of 19



A. Posses et al.: [C II] extended emission in an interacting galaxy system at z ∼ 5.5

Product robust rms Beam
µJy beam−1

Continuum 2 8.8 0.33′′× 0.27′′

Cube 10 km s−1 2 150 0.36′′× 0.29′′

Cube 20 km s−1 2 123 0.31′′× 0.26′′

[C II] map 0.5 45 0.21′′× 0.18′′
[C II] map 2 42 0.33′′× 0.27′′

Table 1. Properties of the main ALMA products. The velocity associ-
ated with each cube refers to the velocity resolution of the channels.

based on UV absorption lines (Ilbert et al. 2013). ALMA follow-
up revealed bright [C II] emission at z[CII] = 5.546±0.004 (Capak
et al. 2015). Its UV-optical derived stellar mass and star forma-
tion rate (SFR) place CRISTAL-05 on the "main sequence" re-
lationship at z ∼ 5.5 (e.g., Speagle et al. 2014), and with LUV ∼

L∗. As a typical star-forming galaxy at its redshift, it was thus
included as part of the ALMA Large Program to Investigate C+
at Early Times survey (ALPINE, Le Fèvre et al. 2020; Béther-
min et al. 2020; Faisst et al. 2020). Le Fèvre et al. (2020) clas-
sified it as an extended dispersion-dominated system, based on
a morpho-kinematic analysis, but a more detailed analysis by
Jones et al. (2021) updated it to an uncertain classification as it
revealed a potential blue, compact source in the south portion
of the galaxy. Carniani et al. (2018) found that while the galaxy
deviates positively from the local L[CII]-SFR relation, it presents
a [C II] deficiency in the Σ[CII] - ΣSFR parameter space. Finally,
Fujimoto et al. (2020) found that the [C II] emission extends up
to 10 kpc, with an effective radius exceeding the rest-frame UV
effective radius by a factor of 2, being thus identified as one of
the individual detections of [C II] haloes.

In summary, the galaxy is a typical star-forming galaxy in
the first billion years of the Universe with a complex morpho-
kinematical structure and [C II] extended emission. CRISTAL-05
is an ideal target to study mechanisms leading to [C II] emission
at large distances. The full description of the sample selection,
science goals, and data products of the CRISTAL survey will be
described in Herrera-Camus et al. (in prep).

2.2. ALMA observations

We combined the available Band 7 ALMA observations
of CRISTAL-05: ALPINE survey in configuration C43-2
(PI: Olivier Le Fèvre, ID: 2017.1.00428.L), CRISTAL pi-
lot program in configuration C43-5 (PI: Manuel Aravena,
ID: 2018.1.01359.S) and CRISTAL observations in the con-
figurations C43-2 and C43-5 (PI: Rodrigo Herrera-Camus,
ID:2021.1.00280.L). The observations have total on-source
times of 22, 136, 92, and 24 minutes respectively. All observa-
tions aimed at detecting the [C II] emission line (νobs = 290.6
GHz) and FIR dust continuum in four spectral windows. The
different programs use slightly different spectral setups and ar-
ray configurations but with the frequency range for the [C II] line
emission well covered. In all cases, four spectral windows were
used with an individual usable bandwidth of 1875 MHz.

2.2.1. Data reduction and JvM correction

Data calibration and a combination of the different observations
were performed using the CASA software (CASA Team et al.
2022). We processed the datasets from the different programs
using the corresponding pipeline versions: 5.6.1 for the ALPINE
program, 5.6.1 for the CRISTAL pilot program, and finally, ver-
sion 6.5.2 for the CRISTAL program. No extra manual flagging
was needed beyond what was already identified by the observa-
tory and automatically flagged by each pipeline. We combined
the calibrated datasets into a single measurement set (ms) used to
create the images and data cubes, using the task concat. This task
and the following procedure are performed using version 6.5.2 of
CASA software. We identified the emission lines and continuum
emission in the initial multi-frequency synthesis (mfs) images
and data cubes of all the available spectral windows (SPWs) to
then create the line-free continuum images and subtract the con-
tinuum emission using uvcontsub with fitorder = 0.

We created the final product using task tclean and the
auto-multithresh algorithm. This mode automatically masks re-
gions based on the signal-to-noise of the emission in the im-
age. How such regions are created depends on the follow-
ing parameters: Sidelobethreshold = 2, Noisethreshold = 4.5,
Lownoisethreshold = 2 and Minbeamfrac = 0.0. This value
choice is intended to match similar results when using manual
cleaning. In all the cases, the cleaning was performed down to
1σ by selecting nsigma=1 where σ is estimated automatically by
tclean using robust statistics (σ = 1.4826 ×MAD, with MAD
being the median absolute deviation). We mainly worked on the
products created using a Briggs weighting scheme (Briggs 1995)
with robust = 2, but some auxiliary inspections were carried out
on the products with robust = 0.5 (Section 3.2). All the prod-
ucts have a pixel size of 0.0245′′pix−1, and the reference fre-
quency of the [C II] emission is the same as defined to the source
in the ALPINE catalog, i.e., ν[CII] = 290.541 GHz (Le Fèvre
et al. 2020).

The primary motivation for cleaning down to such a low
threshold of nsigma=1 was to minimize the "JvM effect" (Jor-
sater & van Moorsel 1995; Czekala et al. 2021). This effect oc-
curs when combining multiple array configurations of an inter-
ferometer, which can produce a non-ideal baseline distribution
and a synthesized beam that will depart from an ideal Gaussian
beam. In these cases, the TCLEAN algorithm can produce final
images that mix dirty and clean beam units and incorrect recov-
ered fluxes. To correct for the JvM effect, we applied in all the
products the correction suggested by Czekala et al. (2021) that
compares the volumes of the clean and dirty beams to determine
an ϵ correction parameter to apply to the residuals. In the case of
the data cubes, the correction was estimated at the channel closer
to the peak of the [C II] line and applied to all channels. The cor-
rection factors for all the products we have used in this article lie
within the range of ϵ = 0.3 − 0.4. To assess the influence of this
effect on our measurements, the total flux density of CRISTAL-
05 is approximately 2.5 × larger in the non-JvM-corrected cube
compared to the corrected one when extracted within a circu-
lar aperture of 1.5′′centered on the source. A more detailed de-
scription of the data reduction and JvM correction is covered
in Gonzalez-Lopez et al, in prep. We summarize the noise level
and the synthesized beam sizes of the products used along the
following sections in Table 1.

Finally, one downside of using this correction is that it also
affects the background of the images and cubes. The root mean
square (rms) of the JvM-corrected background is reduced by
a factor of ϵ, no longer accurately reflecting the sensitivity for
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Table 2. Observational and physical properties of CRISTAL-05

Property Value

Center +10:00:29.86, +02:13:02.19
z[CII]

a 5.5420 ± 0.0005
SFRUV (M⊙ yr−1) 22 ± 1
SFRIR

b (M⊙ yr−1) 1.38 ± 0.09
Stellar massb (1010 M⊙) 1.4 ± 0.6

S/Nc ([C II] ) 14
[C II] line flux (Jy km s−1) 1.00 ± 0.07
FWHM[CII] (km s−1) 238 ± 25
S158µm

b (mJy) 0.14 ± 0.04
L[CII] (108 L⊙) 9.3 ± 0.7
LIR

b (1011 L⊙) 1.60 ± 0.08

Notes: Values derived in this work were obtained in a
1.5′′-radius aperture. a Béthermin et al. (2020), bMeasured by
Mitsuhashi et al. (2023), cIntegrated S/N.

point-like sources. Consequently, for visualization purposes, we
display the non-JvM-corrected products with contour levels rep-
resenting the true sensitivity to point-like sources. While some
images may exhibit emissions overestimated due to the JvM ef-
fect, all corresponding analyses were conducted using the JvM-
corrected products.

2.3. HST observations

We use the available HST/WFC3 NIR imaging of CRISTAL-
05 as part of the Cosmic Assembly Near-IR Deep Extragalactic
Legacy Survey (CANDELS, PI: Sandra Faber, ID: 12440). Ob-
servations were performed in 2015 in 1 orbit per filter for the
F105W (1.05 µm), F125W (1.25 µm), F140W (1.4 µm), and
F160w (1.54 µm) filters. For a galaxy at z ∼ 5.5, these filters
correspond to the rest-frame UV emission centered at 1605 Å,
1911 Å, 2150 Å and 2450 Å, respectively. Raw images were re-
calibrated using the latest versions of the grizli pipeline and
the astrometry was corrected using PAN-STARSS and GAIA
stars, leading to an uncertainty of about 0.1′′. All images have
a point spread function (PSF) with a full-width half maximum
of FWHM = 0.2′′and a pixel scale of 0.06 ′′pixel−1. The unob-
scured star formation rate SFRUV is derived by the luminosity
measured in the HST/F105W filter, using the calibration pro-
vided by Kennicutt & Evans (2012), and assuming a Kroupa IMF
(Kroupa & Weidner 2003).

2.4. JWST observations

JWST observed CRISTAL-05 as part of the PRIMER program
(GO 1837, Dunlop et al. 2021) using the Mid-Infrared Instru-
ment (MIRI) camera, and it was observed for 29.6 minutes.
The filter used was F770W, corresponding to the rest-frame
near-infrared emission at 1.2 µm. The image has a point spread
function (PSF) with a full-width half maximum of FWHM =
0.269′′and a pixel scale of 0.049′′pixel−1. The data were cali-
brated using the latest version of the pipeline and astrometri-
cally corrected using both GAIA stars and the sources detected
by HST in the same field.
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Fig. 1. JvM-corrected [C II] spectrum of CRISTAL-05, which is ex-
tracted within a circular aperture with a radius of 1.5′′, and centered
in the [C II] observed frequency νobs = 292.48 GHz. We display the
continuum-subtracted spectrum from the JvM-corrected data cube, with
a channel resolution of 10 km s−1 (black solid lines in both panels). (a)
Top: The green solid line corresponds to the 1-D Gaussian fitting, and
the residuals are plotted as black dots. (b) The red solid line corresponds
to the fitting of the spectrum with two Gaussian components. As in the
panel above, the residuals are plotted as black dots.

3. Results

3.1. [C II] line and dust emission

We measured the spatially integrated [C II] line profile using a
1.5′′-aperture centered at the emission centroid (shown in Ta-
ble 2). [C II] is detected and best fit by a single-gaussian distribu-
tion with FWHM = 238 ± 25 km s−1 and line flux of 1.00 ± 0.07
Jy km s−1, corresponding to a signal-to-noise of S/N = 14. This
is consistent with the total flux measured by the ALPINE sur-
vey (Le Fèvre et al. 2020), and about 45% higher than the total
flux of observations of Capak et al. (2015). The JvM-corrected
[C II] spectrum is shown in Figure 1 top panel (black solid line),
and the best-fit single Gaussian as the green line. The moder-
ate goodness of the fit (χ2 = 6.5) is explained by the heavy-tail
shape of the [C II] distribution, with a blue wing around v < -100
km s−1 . A combination of two Gaussian components better fits
the wing and the peak of the emission (χ2 = 5.2), as shown in
the bottom panel of Figure 1.

The dust emission was measured by Mitsuhashi et al. (2023),
yielding a flux density of S158µm = 0.118 ± 0.021 mJy. This is a
detection with a significance of S/N = 6.7. The global proper-
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Fig. 2. ALMA [C II] moment-0 map (non-JvM corrected). The overlaid
black contours correspond to the 3, 5, 7-σ[CII] levels, where σ[CII] = 0.02
Jy/beam km s−1 is the rms noise level. The white ellipse indicates the
beam size of 0.21′′ × 0.18′′.

ties of the CRISTAL-05, such as spatial centroid, line width, and
integrated flux presented is summarized in Table 2.

3.2. Gas motion

We show in Figure 2 the non-JvM-corrected [C II] moment-0
map, derived by collapsing the cube over the full-width tenth
maximum of the [C II] line. We aim to resolve the internal struc-
ture of CRISTAL-05, therefore we display the cube generated
by a Briggs weighting (robust = 0.5), yielding a final beam
size of 0.21′′x 0.18′′(1.2 x 1.0 kpc). Previous ALMA observa-
tions (Capak et al. 2015; Le Fèvre et al. 2020) yielded a sig-
nificant yet mostly unresolved detection (0.9′′∼ 5 kpc) of the
[C II] emission line in CRISTAL-05. The current spatial distri-
bution of the [C II] emission differs significantly from these for-
mer observations, as CRISTAL-05 now exhibits a double-peaked
emission, originating from two components aligned at 25 de-
grees clockwise from the north axis. The locations of these peaks
are denoted by black crosses in Figure 2. In the following sec-
tions, we refer to the northern emission distribution as the C05-
NW component and the southern emission as the C05-SE com-
ponent. The C05-NW peak is slightly brighter than the southern
one, and their separation is approximately 0.4′′(∼ 2.4 kpc), at
least two times smaller than the resolution of the previous obser-
vation.

The double-peak shape, revealed by our deeper and more
resolved observations, suggests that we are observing a multi-
component system, potentially arising from a close approach of
two galaxies or the presence of internal clumps within a single
galaxy. We investigate these scenarios by examining the kine-
matic properties of the gas. High-resolution observations are sus-
ceptible to surface brightness dimming. This dimming effect can
impact the detection of faint features, such as diffuse gas. To mit-
igate this possibility, we employ data products generated through
natural weighting in the next analyses. This corresponds to a typ-
ical beam size of 0.3′′, equivalent to 1.8 kpc at the redshift of
CRISTAL-05.

We created intensity-weighted velocity maps (moment-1)
and intensity-weighted dispersion velocity maps (moment-2) of

the [C II] emission, as depicted in the top left and bottom panels
of Figure 3. These moments were computed along the channels
within the velocity range of [-280,+280] km s−1, encompass-
ing all the emission of the [C II] line (see Figure 1). The aver-
aging only includes pixels in a given channel with an intensity
greater than 3 × the rms of the channel. Additionally, we gen-
erate a position-velocity diagram to illustrate how gas motions
vary with the position along a predefined slit, as shown in the
right panel of Figure 3. The slit is positioned along the major
axis of the CRISTAL-05 system (the region between the dashed
black lines in the left panels of Figure 3), with a width of 10
pixels, approximately 0.245′′.

Examining the moment-1 emission map (left top panel in
Figure 3), it is evident that the line-of-sight velocity of the
gaseous component is not uniformly distributed across the main
system, primarily ranging from -50 to 50 km/s. Along the mi-
nor axis of the system, the gas component on the east side of
the galaxy appears redshifted from the central velocity of the
line (> 20 km s−1 ), while the west side presents negative ve-
locities. Similarly, focusing on the central region encompassing
both sources (within the black contour exceeding 6-σ), a veloc-
ity gradient is observed along the major axis for each source.
The moment-2 map (bottom left panel of Figure 3) reveals a rel-
atively uniform dispersion velocity but with a notably high aver-
age value of 79 ± 21 km s−1 .

An inspection of the position-velocity diagram (right panel
of Figure 3) reveals that CRISTAL-05 exhibits a complex kine-
matic structure comprising at least two components, surrounded
by disturbed carbon-rich gas. The overall [C II] emission spreads
over a projected angular size of 1′′and, in contrast to the
moment-1 map, spans a total line-of-sight velocity from -150 to
100 km s−1 . We can easily pinpoint the two components C05-
NW and C05-SE. The C05-NW component extends over 0.7′′,
equivalent to a physical size of approximately 4 kpc, and over a
velocity range from nearly -150 km s−1 to 30 km s−1. This com-
ponent is the most extended and broad, suggesting that this is
the dominant object in the system. It also exhibits a disturbed
shape, likely caused by the proximity to C05-SE. Interestingly,
the peak of the emission of C05-NW rises in velocity at differ-
ent positions along the slit. Such velocity gradient is commonly
interpreted as a signature of rotation or, alternatively, the pres-
ence of two unresolved interacting objects (Förster Schreiber &
Wuyts 2020). The nature of C05-NW will be further investigated
in the next sections. The second subdominant component, C05-
SE, is more compact and narrower in the velocity axis, extending
for 0.275′′with ∆v ∼ 60 km s−1 . A velocity gradient is not noted
in this component, which means that this feature in the south part
of the moment-1 map is just a projection effect.

The fact that the two components considerably overlap along
the line-of-sight spatially (from -0.25 to 0′′), and present dis-
tinct velocity distributions explains why we note a narrow ve-
locity range in the moment-1 map (-50 to 50 km s−1), but a
high average dispersion velocity in the moment-2 map. C05-
NW dominates the negative velocity range, while C05-SE shows
only positive velocities such that the intensity-weighted veloc-
ity averages to values between those of the components and
this leads to smaller velocity ranges in the moment-1 map. For
the moment-2 map, the different velocity distributions result in
broader intensity-weighted line widths along the line of sight
across the system.

Lastly, we investigate the kinematic properties of the north-
east emission of CRISTAL-05, which encompass the black poly-
gon in the top left panel of Figure 3. In the moment-1 map, the
area exhibits mostly emission redshifted to velocities of > 50 km
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Fig. 3. Kinematics of the [C II] emission for CRISTAL-05. (a) Top and (b) bottom left panel: it is respectively shown the velocity (moment-1) and
dispersion (moment-2), with respect to the observed frequency of [C II] at redshift z = 5.54. The black contours correspond to the 3-, 6-, 9-, 12-σ
levels of the [C II] moment-0 map (non-JvM corrected). The black dashed line shows the slit in which we created the position-velocity diagram in
the right panel, with the center of the slit as a black cross. The solid black line (black polygon) represents the slit used to generate the pv diagram
(spectrum) of Figure 4. (c) Right panel: Position-velocity diagram (non-JvM corrected) along the major axis of CRISTAL-05 with a width of
0.245′′. The black contours represent the 3-, 5-, 7-σpv.
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Fig. 4. Kinematical properties of the northeast emission of CRISTAL-
05. (a) Top panel: [C II] spectrum within the black polygon in the top
left panel of Figure 3. The orange solid line corresponds to the spectrum
fitting with two Gaussian components, and the residuals are plotted as
black dots. (b) Position-velocity diagram along the slit, shown as the
black solid line in Figure 3, with a width of 10 pixels.

s−1. Figure 4 shows the spectra (top) calculated within the area of
the polygon and the pv diagram (bottom) across the slit as a solid
black line in the top left panel of Figure 3. The black contours
pf the pv diagram represent the 3-, 5-, 7-σpv significance lev-
els. The [C II] spectrum shows a double peak emission centered
at -25 km s−1 and +120 km s−1, both detectable in the top and
bottom panels. A Gaussian fitting reveals that the blue-shifted
and redshift emission have flux densities of 3.1 ± 0.5 mJy km
s−1 and 1.88 ± 0.004 mJy km s−1, which corresponds to a sig-
nificance level of 6-σ and 4-σ, respectively. This feature is an
indication of the disturbed nature of the system.

3.3. Multicomponent morphologies

In this section, we characterize how star formation (as traced
by FIR and rest-frame UV), stellar content (rest-frame optical),
and cold gas are distributed across the CRISTAL-05 system. Fig-
ure 5 shows the [C II] moment-0 map collapsed over the full-
width tenth maximum of the [C II] line (top left panel), the rest-
frame UV at 0.2µm (traced by the HST F140W-band image; bot-
tom left), the rest-frame FIR dust continuum emission at 160µm
(traced by the observed 850µm continuum; top right), and the
rest-frame near-infrared at 1.2µm (traced by the JWST F770W
image; bottom right). The central main panel gathers the infor-
mation on all the different wavelengths.

The [C II] emission is spatially extended across ∼ 10 resolu-
tion elements (top left panel). Although this image has a lower
resolution than the Briggs image (robust = 0.5, Figure 2), we can
still recover the double peak shape, with the peak emission of the
whole system coinciding with the location of component C05-
NW. The major axis of the source extends over 1.2′′(∼ 7 kpc),
which corresponds to be resolved in 8 resolution elements. The
emission is elongated from the southeast to the northwest, and
now it shows an asymmetric, disturbed shape. As we noted in
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Fig. 5. Multi-wavelength cutout postage stamps toward CRISTAL-05. (a) Left top panel: ALMA [C II] moment-0 map (non-JvM corrected). The
overlaid black contours correspond to the 3, 5, 7, 9, and 11-σ[CII] levels. The white ellipse indicates the beam size of 0.33′′ × 0.27′′. (b) Left
bottom panel: HST F140W rest-frame UV (0.2µm) continuum image. The overlaid contours correspond to the 3, 10, 17, and 24-σUV levels.
The white circle indicates the 0.2′′point spread function. The peak emission is marked as a blue star. (c) Right top panel: non-JvM-corrected
ALMA rest-frame 160µm dust continuum image. The overlaid contours correspond to the 2, 3, 4-σ160. The white ellipse indicates the beam size of
0.33′′×0.27′′, the same as the [C II] moment-0 resolution. (d) Right lower panel: JWST F770W (1.2µm) rest-frame near-infrared image. The black
contours correspond to 3, 5, 7, 9-σ1.2. The peak emission is marked as a red circle. (e) Central panel: non-JvM-corrected ALMA [C II] moment-0
map in the background, similar to the left top panel. We display the [C II] peak emission of C05-NW and C05-SE components as black crosses
(based on Figure 2). The overlaid green contours correspond to the 3, 6, and 9-σ[CII] levels. The blue dashed lines represent the HST/F140W map,
for the 7- and 20-σ significance levels. The filled areas correspond to the 160µm dust continuum emission for the 2-, 3- and 4-σ significance levels.

the previous section, we find emission with significance greater
than 3σ extending from the main source towards the northeast,
and there is also an emission (> 3σ) distant 1′′in the northeast
of the galaxy.

Contrary to the [C II] emission, the rest-frame UV image
(bottom left panel in Figure 5) shows a compact single source,
slightly elongated in the northwest-southeast direction. The peak
of the rest-UV emission, shown as a blue star in the left-bottom
and central panels of Figure 5, is closer to the peak of C05-NW
(0.1′′∼ 0.6 kpc, upper black cross in the central panel) than the
C05-SE component (0.3′′∼ 1.8 kpc). However, some rest-UV
emission extends in the region between both [C II] source peaks
(blue dashed line in the central panel of Figure 5)

Also shown in Figure 5 is the JWST 1.2µm image, which
traces the rest-frame NIR close to the peak of the stellar emission
at z = 5.5 (rest-frame 1.8µm). This stellar emission is clearly
detected and, as with the rest-frame UV, is found to be compact,
elongated along the direction of the [C II] emission, and peak (red
circle in the central panel) located also close to the C05-NW
component (0.07′′∼ 0.4 kpc).

Lastly, dust continuum emission is detected with a lower sig-
nificance than [C II] (peak S/N∼ 3σ) throughout the system. Two
components are detected and aligned in the north-south axis,
similar to the [C II] emission. As shown in the central panel of
Figure 5, the rest-UV emission peaks right in between the two
dust components or clumps, which closely follow the location of
the [C II] C05-NW and C05-SE components. This suggests that
dust obscuration can be one of the causes for the compactness

of the rest-frame UV emission and/or that C05-SE is a dust-
obscured source. We also detect an emission greater than 3-σ in
the south part of the top right and central panels, with no coun-
terpart of UV or [C II] emissions, possibly from a source in a dif-
ferent redshift.

4. Analysis

4.1. Radial profiles

CRISTAL-05 has compact star-forming and stellar components
compared to the gaseous [C II] emission. To quantify these ex-
tensions, we compare the effective radii and surface brightness
radial profiles of all structural elements. Due to the proximity
of the components and following Fujimoto et al. (2020) analy-
sis, we evaluate how the emission is distributed along the system
considering it as a single source. The [C II] , rest-frame UV and
near-infrared images have different resolutions, therefore we de-
graded the PSF of the HST and JWST maps to the ALMA beam
size, which is the lowest resolution among the data sets. It yields
a final beam size of 0.33 × 0.27′′ (2.0 × 1.6 kpc2).

We first compare the spatial distribution of the different
components in the top panel of Figure 6. Highlighted as solid-
filled regions, we show the areas containing half of the to-
tal flux density for the [C II] (violet), HST/F125W (yellow),
and MIRI/F770W (dark-red) images. The dashed (violet), dash-
dotted (yellow), and dotted (dark red) lines represent the 3-σ flux
contours in each band. We find that the half-light [C II] emission
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Fig. 6. Comparison of the multi-wavelength radial profiles. (a) Top:
Resolution-matched (0.33′′x 0.27′′) moment-0 maps. The [C II] , HST,
and JWST are color-coded by purple, yellow, and dark red, respectively.
The solid lines correspond to the significance levels, which contain
half of the total flux density of the galaxy. The dashed, dotted-dashed,
and dotted lines correspond to the 3−σ edge of the source in [C II] ,
rest-frame UV, and rest-frame NIR, respectively. (b) Bottom: Surface
brightness profiles of [C II] and (average F105W + F125W + F140W +
F160W) UV emission, in 0.3′′-width elliptical apertures all centered in
the [C II] centroid. The purple and yellow arrows show 1σ upper limits.

is more extended than the rest-frame UV and near-infrared emis-
sion traced by the HST and JWST bands, consistent with the
results of Fujimoto et al. (2020). Based on visibility modeling,
a Sérsic profile with an index of n = 1 (Ikeda et al. in prep)
results in a circularized effective radius of rcir

[CII] = 1.6 ± 0.3
kpc. Similar modeling of the rest-frame UV emission yields
rcir

HST/F160W = 0.36 ± 0.02 kpc (Mitsuhashi et al. 2023) for the
HST/F160W, making the [C II] emission ∼ 4× larger than the
rest-frame UV. Although the 3-σ flux contours of the [C II] and
rest-UV extend to similar radii, where no detection of rest-NIR
emission is observed, this can be just a direct consequence of the
depth of the observations.

We also computed surface brightness radial profiles of the
[C II] , UV, and NIR emissions as shown in Figure 6 (bottom),
respectively seen as violet squares, yellow hexagons, and red cir-
cles. We calculate the flux in elliptical annuli, with 0.3′′widths
and the axial ratio of q = 0.6, based on the deconvolved axis of
a spatial Gaussian fitting of the [C II] emission in the moment-0
map. The profiles are a function of distance to the [C II] centroid
of the whole system, which is close to (but not exactly at) the
peak of emission for the dominant C05-NW component, and
less than 1 kpc (∼ 0.1′′) from the centroid of the rest-UV and

rest-1.2um emission. The surface brightness and uncertainties
are normalized by the value of the first aperture of each band.
The shaded area for each radial profile represents the 1-σ uncer-
tainty in these measurements. We find that the [C II] emission has
a more gradual decline with radii compared to the steeper decre-
ment of the emission in the rest frame UV and NIR bands. The
[C II] emission extends significantly up to 10 kpc, beyond where
the emission is dominated by noise, and is undetected at further
than 12 kpc. The radial profiles of both the HST and JWST bands
are consistently similar out to 4 kpc, thereafter the JWST/F770W
flux falls below the noise level. This noteworthy distinct exten-
sion confirms the measurements based on the visibility modeling
of the emission distribution (Ikeda et al. in prep) and is consis-
tent with recent findings of extended [C II] emission in massive
star-forming galaxies at these redshifts (Fujimoto et al. 2020;
Herrera-Camus et al. 2021; Akins et al. 2022).

Due to the moderate spatial S/N, we can not perform a di-
rect comparison of the radial profile of the dust distribution. As
an attempt, we convolve in the image plane all the images to
a resolution of 0.5′′to increase the significance of the emission,
but the dust surface brightness profile is dominated by noise at
r > 3 kpc. Based on a visibility-modelling of the 0.5′′-tapered
data, Mitsuhashi et al. (2023) directly measured the extension
of the dust continuum emission leading to an effective radius of
re f f = 1.4± 0.6 kpc, similar to the [C II] extension. Therefore the
dust-obscuration may play a role in the compact UV distribution
observed.

4.2. Clumpiness

The [C II] moment-0 map and position-velocity diagram reveal
that CRISTAL-05 is an interacting system, consisting of at least
two galaxies projected along the same line-of-sight. Based on
the visual inspection of the position-velocity diagram (Figure 3),
C05-NW shows hints of hosting a rotating gaseous disk. How-
ever, at this point, we cannot distinguish it from a scenario where
C05-NW is, in fact, two components in a close approach that
mimics the kinematics of a single rotating galaxy. In this section,
we aim to determine how many components form CRISTAL-05.

We used the Fellwalker algorithm (Berry 2015) to search for
structures based on a gradient-tracing scheme. In brief, the algo-
rithm walks around pixels in the 3D cube that exceeds a specific
threshold (determined by the NOISE parameter). It searches for
paths with the steepest ascents, i.e. it continually jumps from a
given pixel to a neighboring pixel with the highest flux value
heading to the peak flux value of the path. All paths reaching the
same peak pixel are associated with the same clump. To define
the starting point of each path, the algorithm considers only the
section with an average gradient over four pixels greater than a
threshold (determined by the FLATSLOPE parameter). Once a
peak is found, the code expands its search to a broader neighbor-
hood (defined by the MAXJUMP parameter) to check if there are
pixels with higher values, avoiding noise spikes that may create
local maxima. Adjacent peaks with pixel values below a certain
threshold (defined by MINDIP) are thus considered part of the
same clump.

We start the clump search with the hypothesis that only two
or three clumps are present. All runs were performed in the ver-
sion of the non-Jvm-corrected data cubes with a channel resolu-
tion of 10 km s−1 and 20 km s−1 (see Table 1). We note that the
final results are significantly influenced by the choice of key pa-
rameters and the ones that primarily affect clump detection are
MINDIP, MAXJUMP, and MINPIX (the minimum number of
pixels a clump must contain). To minimize the influence of these
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Fig. 7. Morphologies and spectra of the individual galaxies and extended emission. [From left to right] (a) First panel: non-JvM-corrected
[C II] moment-0 map of CRISTAL-05, similar to the central panel of Figure 5, with C05-NW and C05-SE maps overlaid as solid green and
dashed navy lines, respectively (3-, 9-, 15-σrms). (b) Second panel: JvM-corrected spectra of CRISTAL-05 (black line), C05-NW (green line), and
C05-SE (navy line), for apertures that enclose all the emissions of each component. The Gaussian distribution represents the best fit for the spectra
of C05-NW and C05-SE, with a FWHM of 141 ± 7 and 64 ± 6 km s−1 , respectively. (c) Third panel: JvM-corrected spectra of CRISTAL-05
(black line) and the subtraction of components C05-NW and C05-SE (yellow line). The Gaussian distribution represents the best fit for the spectra
of the residual, with a FWHM of 420 ± 40. (d) non-JvM-corrected [C II] moment-0 map of CRISTAL-05, with the residual emission of the cube
after subtracting components C05-NW and C05-SE (as 3-, 9-, 15-σrms)

parameters, and to eliminate obvious noise spikes, we set MIN-
PIX to 16 pixels. We chose FLATSLOPE to be 2 × rms after
several tests showed that no significant differences in the final
number of components and the determination of the edges of the
components were observed. To mitigate the impact of MINDIP
and MAXJUMP, we performed several runs while varying the
parameters: [1, 2, 3]-σrms and [4, 6, 8] pixels, respectively. For
all runs, the algorithm found a total number of 2 components,
which were previously identified as C05-NW and C05-SE. Three
components, with 2 located in the C05-NW region, can only be
found if the smallest dip in height allowed (MINDIP) is below
1-σ. This means that the difference between the flux of the two
peaks of C05-NW is not significant enough to be considered as
two independent components. In conclusion, our analysis favors
the scenario that CRISTAL-05 is composed of two components,
namely C05-NW and C05-SE.

The Fellwalker algorithm yields a final cube mirroring the
size and spectral dimensions of the original, where pixels are as-
signed positive values as identifiers of each component. In con-
trast, those not associated with any structure are assigned neg-
ative values. We isolate the emission of a given component by
masking out the pixels not assigned to that source. For each
channel, we apply to the masked pixels a Gaussian distribution
with the same rms of the channel. In Figure 7, we display in-
tegrated maps and spectra of the whole system after the clump
extraction. From left to right, the first panel shows the non-JvM-
corrected [C II] moment-0 map integrated over the full velocity
range covered by the CRISTAL-05 system (same as Figure 5).
Green and dashed navy blue contours show the integrated emis-
sion of C05-NW and C05-SE extracted by the algorithm, where
the major axes of each component are resolved along about 2
and 3 beam sizes, respectively. In the second panel, we present
the JvM-corrected spectra of the whole system and each individ-
ually identified component. There is significant additional emis-
sion not accounted for by C05-NW and C05-SE, especially for
velocities greater than 100 km s−1.

To pinpoint its location and emission distribution, we mask
the emission from the two components (C05-NW and C05-SE)
out of the original cube and compute the spectrum of the residu-
als, which is shown in the third panel. In the fourth panel, we see
the non-JvM-corrected moment-0 map of the residuals. Most of

the compact emission in the central region is removed, and only
extended emission is left in the surroundings of the galaxy.

The clump extraction yields a flux of the C05-NW, C05-SE,
and the extended components corresponding to 46%, 13%, and
41% of the total emission of the system, respectively. The com-
ponents segmentation shows that a substantial fraction of the to-
tal [C II] line emission comes from the residual emission after
subtracting the C05-NW and C05-SE. However, by default, the
clump identification is sensitive to what we set as a noise and
segmentation threshold, leaving some extended wings behind.
The definition of where the central emission ends and the ex-
tended third component starts depends on the resolution and sen-
sitivity of the observations. It could be, for instance, that the two
compact components have extended tails on their gas distribu-
tion and, because of the lower signal-to-noise, they are not asso-
ciated with the central regions by the Fellwalker algorithm. Re-
gardless, the emission in the radial profiles of the surface bright-
ness at a distance exceeding a few kpc from the UV effective
radius makes clear that there is an extended [C II] emission with
two bright and compact central components. Considering the
points discussed above, we define the fraction of [C II] emission
in the extended emission as an upper limit, meaning that it
contributes no greater than 41% to the total flux emission of
CRISTAL-05.

4.3. Kinematic modeling of C05-NW

In Figure 8, we display the moment-1 and moment-2 maps of
component C05-NW, extracted from the clump-finding algo-
rithm. C05-NW exhibits signatures of disk rotation, according
to criteria commonly used in the literature (Förster Schreiber &
Wuyts 2020): (i) a smooth monotonic velocity gradient across
the galaxy; (ii) nearly co-location of the kinematical and mor-
phological centers; (iii) co-alignment of the morphological and
kinematic major axes; and (iv) velocity dispersion peaks around
the region of the steepest velocity gradient (which is mainly
driven by beam smearing), excluding the high dispersion por-
tion in the northeast and southwest of the galaxy. Therefore, we
treat C05-NW as a disk in what follows.

We kinematically model the C05-NW emission using the
parametric 3D software DYSMALpy (Cresci et al. 2009; Davies
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Fig. 8. Moment-1 (top) and moment-2 (bottom) maps of C05-NW com-
ponent, for the frequency with a spectral difference of -30 km s−1 from
the [C II] frequency at z = 5.54. The black contours correspond to the
3-, 6-, 9-, 12-σ levels of the [C II] moment-0 map.

et al. 2011; Wuyts et al. 2016; Price et al. 2021). This code em-
ploys a multi-component 1D, 2D, or 3D model to compare with
the observed cube via Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC)
sampling, accounting for observational effects such as beam
smearing and instrumental line broadening. We choose the 1-d
approach to simultaneously model the radial and dispersion ve-
locity curves along the major axis of the galaxy since it contains
most information of the intrinsic rotation curve (Genzel et al.
2020; Price et al. 2021).

In the left panel of Figure 9, we show the position-velocity
diagram in the cube masking out the C05-SE and extended emis-
sion, with a spectral resolution of 20 km s−1. We created the ro-
tation curves by fitting a Gaussian distribution in each column of
the position-velocity diagram. The C05-NW component has fea-
tures caused by the gravitational instabilities of the interaction:
in the negative side of the PV diagram, we see some emission
that deviates from the symmetric S-shape around ∼ -50 km s−1,
while in the positive velocity side, an extra emission extends
from 40 to 80 km s−1. Such regions require either masking or
adopting two Gaussian fittings in a giving column. The peaks
from the Gaussian fitting, which correspond to the velocity of
the rotating curve, are plotted as navy circles, and the error bars
correspond to the dispersion of each column.

In the central and right panels of Figure 9, we show the line-
of-sight and dispersion velocity curves (in navy and black points,
respectively), used as an input to DYSMALpy. Both curves were
symmetrized by averaging the velocity values as a function of the
distance from the galaxy’s center. This was motivated by the ob-

served asymmetries beyond 0.2′′in both curves (see PV diagram
Figure 9, left panel). The zero point of both offset position and
velocity were shifted to correspond to the symmetry point of the
curve and better represent the kinematical center of the compo-
nent. The velocity peaks at 0.2′′and C05-NW is very compact,
with an effective radius of ∼ 700 pc (∼ 0.12 ′′), meaning that the
curves extend up to 2.5 × Reff .

To perform the kinematical fitting, the mass model consists
of a thick disk, a bulge, and a dark matter halo. The parameter
selection is summarized as follows:

a) Dark matter mass distribution: It follows a Navarro-Frenk-
White profile (Navarro et al. 1996), with a fixed concentration as
c = 3, which is expected at this redshift (Dutton & Macciò 2014).
We let the dark matter fraction (fdm) within the effective radius
be a free parameter, with an initial guess of 0.5 and a flat prior.
The virial mass is tied to the fdm, centered at log MDM,vir/M⊙ =
12.1, sigma of 0.5 and bounded at log MDM,vir/M⊙ = [9, 13]. We
do not assume an adiabatic contraction of the halo.

b) Baryon mass distribution (disk+bulge component):
We set the total baryonic mass as a free parameter with an

initial guess of log Mbar/M⊙ = 10.5, by the sum of the stellar
mass log M∗/M⊙ = 10.27 obtained by Capak et al. (2015), and
the assume a gas-mass ratio of log Mgas/M∗ = 0.75 (Dessauges-
Zavadsky et al. 2020). We choose a truncated Gaussian prior,
centered at log Mbar/M⊙ = 10.5, with a standard deviation of
0.5 and varying in a wide range Mbar/M∗ ∈ [9.5,11]. This choice
of bounds is based on the fact that the stellar mass estimation
assumes CRISTAL-05 is a single source since it is unresolved in
the HST imaging (Capak et al. 2015).

Our choice of a disk+bulge mass modeling is motivated by
the failure of initial tests in fitting just a disk component, which
can not fit the central peak dispersion velocity of the galaxy.
We assume a fixed bulge-to-total ratio of 30%. The disk com-
ponent follows a Sersic profile with a fixed Sersic index n = 1
and the effective radius is left free with a truncated Gaussian
prior varying in [0.5,3] kpc, centered at 1.32 kpc and standard
deviation of 1 kpc. For the bulge component, we fixed the Sersic
index and effective radius as n = 4 and reff = 0.15 kpc. We fix
the intrinsic thickness of this component to q0 = 1. The thick
disk requires an asymmetric drift correction following Burkert
et al. (2010). Finally, we assume that the dispersion velocity
is isotropic and constant along the galaxy, so we add an initial
guess of 40 km s−1 with a flat prior varying [5,100] km s−1 .

(c) Geometry: We fixed the kinematic center and position an-
gle based on the moment-0 [C II] emission map. The inclination
was set to 60°, according to the axial ratio of a spatial Gaussian
fitting in the moment-0 map.

In summary, the free parameters are the dark matter frac-
tion, disk effective radius, and dispersion velocity. We ran the
algorithm using 1000 walkers, a burning phase of 50 steps, a
running phase of 200 steps, and a final average acceptance frac-
tion of 0.3. This led to the following maximum a posteriori es-
timates of our observations (by jointly analyzing the posteriors
of all free parameters, Appendix A): log Mbar = 9.83+0.11

−0.17 M⊙,
re f f
disk = 1.82+0.92

−0.52 kpc, MDM,vir = 8.85+1.95
−0.33, dark matter frac-

tion within the effective radius fdm = 0.06+0.27
−0.06 and σ0 = 35+6

−7
km s−1 , indicating the range within which we have 68% confi-
dence that the true value lies.

In Figure 10, we display the intrinsic circular velocity curves
of the total, baryon, and dark matter components. The intrinsic
circular velocity peaks at 100 pc, with a velocity of 155 km s−1 ,
and it remains flat at r > 0.6 kpc for a value of 120 km s−1 . The
dark matter contribution remains small at all radii probed by the
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Fig. 9. Radial rotation curves of C05-NW as the input for DYSMALpy. (a) Left panel: Position-velocity diagram in an extracted-C05-NW cube,
with a slit along the major axis with a width of 0.245′′. The navy circles are the peak velocity of the Gaussian distribution in each position, and the
black error bars are the dispersion of the distribution. These curves were symetrized and presented in the central and right panels, respectively. (b)
Central panel: Symmetrized rotation radial profile of C05-NW as navy circles. The background gray circles are the not-symmetrized curve, shown
as navy circles in the left panel. (c) Right panel: Symmetrized dispersion velocity radial profile of C05-NW as black circles. The background gray
circles are the error bars in the left panel before being symmetrized.
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Fig. 10. Intrinsic circular velocity and rotation velocity profiles of C05-
NW for the best-fit model of DYSMALpy. From top to bottom, we show
as solid lines: the intrinsic circular velocity of total mass distribution
(baryon + dark matter component, navy color), the intrinsic circular ve-
locity of the baryons (gas + stars, cyan color), rotation velocity curve
of the total mass distribution (baryon + dark matter, blue color), the
intrinsic circular velocity of the dark matter mass distribution (dark vi-
olet color). All the curves are inclination-corrected. As a reference, the
intrinsic velocity dispersion is plotted as dotted black lines. The sym-
metrized rotation curve, the same as Figure 9, is plotted as navy circles,
and the white diamonds show the best-fit model. Both rotation curves
are not inclination-corrected.

[C II] observations (r < 2 kpc). This is a good fit for the veloc-
ity curve (χ2 = 0.63) but moderate for the dispersion velocity
curve (χ2 = 2.6). The kinematical modeling retrieves a rotating
gaseous disk in a compact source, mainly baryon-dominated. At
distances greater than the beam size, the rotation-to-dispersion
is V/σ0 ∼ 3, which implies dominant rotational support. How-
ever, the main axis of the galaxy is resolved over ∼ 3 beam sizes,
therefore we can not completely rule out that C05-NW is actu-
ally a compact merger whose nuclei are closer than 2 kpc.

5. Discussion

5.1. On the nature of CRISTAL-05

Our observations of CRISTAL-05 can provide insights into the
physical mechanisms that have affected the mass assembly of
galaxies. Whilst having a compact rest-UV and -NIR emission,
CRISTAL-05 has a gaseous disk component with features of dis-
turbance. The multicomponent spectra and morphology indicate
either that C05-NW and C05-SE are internal clumps of a sin-
gle galaxy or two independent galaxies in a close approach. The
nature of these structures will be discussed in this section.

The first scenario states that the complex morphology and
kinematics of CRISTAL-05 reassemble a single galaxy hosting
massive star-forming clumps. This clumpiness can be formed
in situ from gravitational fragmentation in gas-rich disks with
relatively high turbulent speeds (Bournaud et al. 2008; Genzel
et al. 2008; Elmegreen et al. 2008; Ceverino et al. 2010; Dekel
& Burkert 2014). Galaxies at such redshift are gas-rich and con-
stantly fed by cold gas coming from the intergalactic medium,
which is the main driver of the turbulence (Dekel et al. 2009;
Ceverino et al. 2010; Dekel & Burkert 2014; Rodriguez-Gomez
et al. 2016). An alternative origin is an ex-situ formation, where
they are remnants of merging satellite galaxies (Ribeiro et al.
2017; Nakazato et al. 2024).

Indeed, bright substructures can imprint emission bumps in
the [C II] spectrum of a galaxy (Kohandel et al. 2019, 2020), ex-
plaining the heavy-tail emission in Figure 1. In addition, the spa-
tial proximity of the peak of the rest-UV and rest-NIR emissions
with the [C II] centroid shows that, in this scenario, they trace the
nucleus of CRISTAL-05 galaxy, with the star-forming regions
being slightly more extended than the older stellar component
(Figure 6, top panel).

To date, direct detections of giant clumps within normal
galaxies have primarily been observed in massive rotating disks
during the cosmic noon period (1 < z < 3). These clumps exhibit
sizes reaching up to 1 kpc and typically possess stellar masses
no greater than M∗ ∼ 109 (Genzel et al. 2008). Beyond redshift z
> 4, the identification of such clumps is scarce, primarily found
within massive starburst systems (Spilker et al. 2022) and lensed
star-forming galaxies (Meštrić et al. 2022; Vanzella et al. 2022;
Messa et al. 2024; Fujimoto et al. 2024). Our understanding of
the clumps in typical galaxies also relies on simulated observa-
tions of star-forming regions within galaxies at redshifts 5 < z
< 7, such as those provided by the SERRA and FIRE hydrody-
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namical simulations (Pallottini et al. 2022; Wetzel et al. 2023).
Some examples of galaxies in the SERRA simulation show typ-
ical clump sizes of ≲ 0.5 kpc (Kohandel et al. 2020; Zanella
et al. 2021; Pallottini et al. 2022). The spatial Gaussian fitting
of the [C II] in C05-NW and C05-SE yields deconvolved sizes
of 0.4 × 0.2′′(2.4 × 1.5 kpc) and 0.22 × 0.16′′(1.3 × 0.9 kpc),
respectively. Although these values may represent lower limits
for the true sizes, they still exceed what would typically be ex-
pected for clumps at this redshift and in the cosmic noon. Ad-
ditionally, if we consider that the UV contribution of C05-SE is
negligible, the effective radius of C05-NW (0.3 kpc) is at least
an order of magnitude large compared to stellar clumps recently
identified in lensed galaxies (Meštrić et al. 2022; Vanzella et al.
2022; Messa et al. 2024; Fujimoto et al. 2024). We can not per-
form the same exercise for C05-SE, so deeper UV observations
are required. Lastly, we note that the clumpy scenario struggles
to account for the distinct velocity distributions observed in the
position-velocity (pv) diagram. Notably, there is no observable
emission stream connecting the components, and a substantial
difference of 150 km s−1 and 100 km s−1 exists between the neg-
ative components of C05-NW and C05-SE, and the central por-
tion of C05-NW and C05-SE, respectively.

According to mock observations the [C II] , rest-UV, and rest-
NIR emission of the typical galaxy Althaea at z ∼ 6 simu-
lated by the SERRA suite, it is required a resolution of about
θ ∼ 0.05′′to detect substructures within the galaxy (Zanella et al.
2021). Therefore, our limited resolution to detect internal clumps
and the difficulty of this scenario to explain the disturbed fea-
tures in the shape and dynamics of the gas point to CRISTAL-05
being a merging system. We hence presume that C05-NW and
C05-SE are two galaxies, originally formed apart, in a close ap-
proach (∼ 2 kpc) and thus undergoing a merging event. The spa-
tial projected proximity (∼ 2 kpc) and velocity difference of ∼
100 km s−1 show that the system is gravitationally bound. The
gravitational interactions distort and cause the gas stripping to
the outskirts of the galaxies, as we can see in the disturbed gas
imprinted in the [C II] moment-0 map and pv diagram (Figure 4).
The higher brightness and size of C05-NW points it as the dom-
inant, most massive galaxy of the system. The compactness of
the UV and NIR emission is most likely attributed to the sensi-
tivity of the current observations that fail to detect faint UV and
NIR emission of satellite galaxies (Zanella et al. 2021). Another
possibility is that the C05-SE galaxy is heavily dust-obscured, as
the dust emission peak coincide with this region.

Finally, we follow a simple approach to calculate the dynam-
ical mass of C05-NW and C05-SE by Mdyn = γRv2/G in units of
M⊙ (Spilker et al. 2015, 2022), where G is the gravitational con-
stant G = 4.32 × 10−6 km s−1 kpc M⊙, R is the radius (in units
of kpc), v the velocity of the system in km s−1 and γ is the pre-
factor which accounts for the geometry of the system. The radius
R is assumed to be the circularized radius from a beam-corrected
Gaussian fitting on the moment-0 map of each component. For
C05-NW, we assume the velocity v = 120 km s−1 at R = 1.5
kpc, where the rotation curve, retrieved by the kinematical mod-
eling, is flat (Figure 10). For C05-SE, the system is dispersion-
dominated (see pv diagram), so we assume γ = 5 (Spilker et al.
2022) and v ∼ σ of the system. It results in a dynamical mass of
MNW

dyn = 5 × 109 M⊙, MSE
dyn = 9.1 × 108 M⊙, which are consistent

with the value estimated for C05-NW in section 4.3 and the dy-
namical mass of typical galaxies at z = 5.5 (Spilker et al. 2022).
It leads to a mass fraction of MSE

dyn/M
NW
dyn = 0.2, consistent with a

minor merger.

5.2. [C II] extended emission

Several studies in the literature refer to [C II] haloes in early
galaxies as the existence of carbon-enriched gas surrounding the
galactic disk where most of the star-forming activity takes place.
The typical sizes of 6-12 kpc (Fujimoto et al. 2020; Herrera-
Camus et al. 2021; Akins et al. 2022) of these gaseous compo-
nents exceed the effective radius of UV emission (1-3 kpc, Fuji-
moto et al. 2020), reaching the circumgalactic medium, loosely
defined as the gas beyond 1 - 2 × the effective radius of the galac-
tic disk out to the virial radius. It suggests that the circumgalactic
medium is also composed of a cold gas phase, in addition to the
usual hot and warm gas (Tumlinson et al. 2017, and references
in), as a result of galactic-scale processes such as nuclear, and
stellar outflows and intergalactic gas accretion.

It is well known that the [C II] emission is associated with the
star formation activity of local and distant galaxies (De Looze
et al. 2014; Herrera-Camus et al. 2015; Carniani et al. 2018)
since this is the major cooling line of stellar heating, in differ-
ent gas phases (Stacey et al. 2010). The lack of heating sources
to generate this emission at far distances requires some physical
mechanism to transport the carbon produced by the stellar nu-
cleosynthesis to the outskirts and to constantly excite the singly
ionized phase.

Currently, there are different approaches to identifying a
[C II] halo: (i) the first one was adopted by Fujimoto et al. (2020),
where a galaxy contains a [C II] halo when Re f f

[CII] > Re f f
UV and it

has a [C II] intensity in the outskirts of the galaxy greater than 4-
σ for [C II] , but below 3-σ for the UV continuum. This extended
area is delimited by an aperture radius of 10 kpc, masking out the
emission within a beam area centered at the source peak emis-
sion. The outer radius is motivated by the spatial scale found
via the visibility-based stacking of 18 star-forming galaxies at z
= 5–7 by Fujimoto et al. (2019). (ii) The second one, adopted
by kpc-resolved studies (Herrera-Camus et al. 2021; Akins et al.
2022) and also quantified by Fujimoto et al. (2020), claims a
[C II] halo when Re f f

[CII] > Re f f
UV and there is a significant inten-

sity gap between the normalized surface brightness radial pro-
files of [C II] and UV emission, beyond the noise level. (iii) The
third approach, performed by Ginolfi et al. (2020b) and Di Ce-
sare et al. (2024), applies to major mergers (velocity separation
of ∆v ≤ 500 kms−1) with a clear projected separation (rp ≥ 4
kpc). The identification of the halo occurs when the emission is
detected within the region enclosed by the 2-σ contour of the
[C II] moment-0 map after subtracting the emissions from each
interacting galaxy. The emission of each component is accounted
for within the region defined by the FWHM of the Gaussian fit
to the [C II] spatial emission. These studies not only detect the
emission but also attribute at least 50% of the total emission to
these [C II] envelopes.

According to definitions (i) and (ii), Fujimoto et al. (2020)
defined CRISTAL-05 as having a [C II] halo. Since the first ap-
proach depends on the relative sizes of the galaxy and the beam,
and the third one can be not applied to CRISTAL-05 (blended
emission with a projected separation of rp ∼ 2 kpc), we stick
to the second one which evaluates the relative morphologies
and extension of the different emissions. The higher resolution
and depth of our observations confirm the extended nature of
[C II] emission compared to both the rest-UV, at least up to 10
kpc. The detection of an extended [C II] emission so far assumes
that the rest-UV emission from HST observations is a good
tracer of the galactic disk because this is where most of the star
formation takes place. However, rest-frame UV observations can
be affected by dust obscuration and thus not necessarily trace
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the galaxy star formation distribution (Meurer et al. 1999; Bur-
garella et al. 2005). Moreover, the star-forming regions tend to
be more compact and it does not necessarily trace the mass dis-
tribution of a galaxy (Pallottini et al. 2022; Ferreira et al. 2022).
Thus, the rest-UV emission is not enough to specify the galac-
tic disk extent, and therefore, information on the stellar spatial
distribution is also required. Hence, we also added the available
JWST/F770W-band imaging of CRISTAL-05, which at z = 5.54
traces the emission close to the peak of the continuum of older
stellar populations at z=5.54 (rest-frame 1.2 um). Similarly to
the UV-continuum, the stellar emission is compact, reinforcing
the extended nature of [C II] emission in CRISTAL-05.

We thus describe the main physical mechanisms proposed in
the literature to explain the origin of the extended [C II] emission
(Fujimoto et al. 2019; Ginolfi et al. 2020b; Akins et al. 2022):

1. Satellite galaxies - a non-negligible number of low-mass
galaxies reside spatially around the massive galaxy and the
[C II] emission arising from stellar heating in these smaller
systems is smeared by the current resolution of observations,
therefore mimicking an extended emission.

2. Cold streams - intergalactic gas streams flow toward the po-
tential well of the central massive galaxy. [C II] emission is
the product of gravitational energy and/or shock heating.

3. Outflows - high-speed interstellar gas flows outwards the po-
tential well of the massive galaxies as a product of AGN
and/or stellar feedback.

4. Bridges and tidal tails associated with mergers - the cooling
of [C II] release emission via kinematic energy dissipation in
a turbulent cascade from large to small scales.

Our high-resolution observations provide evidence of the
merger nature of CRISTAL-05, supporting scenario (4) as the
main driver for the presence of [C II] emission beyond ∼ Re f f

UV .
Simulations point out that satellites in minor mergers can dis-
rupt the gas in low-mass galaxies (Kohandel et al. 2020; Akins
et al. 2022). This result impacts the detection and analysis of the
current properties of galaxies with [C II] halos. In the ALPINE
survey, Fujimoto et al. (2020) considered only galaxies classi-
fied as non-mergers to avoid the obvious [C II] emission caused
by shock heating in tidal stripping gas. Following this criterion,
they concluded that 30% of the single ALPINE sources are clas-
sified as containing a [C II] halo (> 4-σ[CII] and > 3-σUV in
the outskirts of the galaxies). Comparing both samples, galaxies
with haloes are more massive and starbursting, and have most
likely past/ongoing stellar-driven outflow episodes to form this
kind of haloes (Ginolfi et al. 2020a). A similar analysis by (Fu-
jimoto et al. 2019) could not reproduce the [C II] excess in sur-
face brightness radial profiles of the stacked observations of the
ALPINE survey in state-of-art cosmological simulations (Pallot-
tini et al. 2017; Yajima et al. 2017). Our results suggest that at
least a fraction of the galaxies with a [C II] halo that are located in
the bright end of the SFR-M∗ relation could be multi-component
systems misclassified as individual galaxies. In such cases, the
spectral energy distribution (SED) fitting on the non-resolved
sources took into account the summed photometry of the sys-
tem that can mimic a more massive system. For these sources,
the tension between observational and cosmological simulation
breaks since we are analyzing objects with different dynamical
natures.

This outcome highlights the need for high-resolution obser-
vations to ultimately distinguish isolated galaxies from mergers,
requiring at least three beams along the major axis and an S/N

> 10 (Rizzo et al. 2022). A close encounter, such as CRISTAL-
05, imprints a low-velocity gradient in moment-1 and position-
velocity diagrams, requiring a higher spatial and spectral resolu-
tion to efficiently separate two or more components.

Other examples in the literature also support merger activity
as the cause of [C II] extended emission. The typical star-forming
galaxy HZ7 at z = 5.25 contains an extended [C II] emission
(Lambert et al. 2023) with no evidence of a broad secondary
component in the [C II] spectrum across the galaxy, that could
point to outflows. Instead, the disturbed integrated gas and dust
emission and velocity field points to a late-state merger. Simi-
larly, the strongly lensed sub-L* galaxy A1689-zD1 at z = 7.13
also has a [C II] halo, with signs of being a multicomponent sys-
tem (Akins et al. 2022).

As previously mentioned in the third definition, Di Cesare
et al. (2024) analyzed carbon-rich envelopes of 6 major merg-
ers of the ALPINE survey and simulated galaxies at z = 4
- 5. The study concludes that the gas between and beyond
the individual galaxies constitutes more than 50% of the total
[C II] emission. These extend across distances exceeding 20 kpc
(average 27 kpc), while isolated systems with extended emis-
sion from ALPINE survey go up to 10 kpc. They also found that
the fraction of [C II] in the envelope correlates with the projected
separation of the systems and the mass ratios, meaning that more
mergers in advanced stages and with masses ratios close to unity
host stronger gravitational interactions that can more intensively
disrupt the gas of the galaxies. The low fraction (< 40%) and
extension of CRISTAL-05 point that the galaxy is a faint analog
of such systems.

5.3. Shock heating exciting the extended [C II] emission

The [C II] arises mostly from the gas in photodissociation regions
via photoelectric heating from polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons
(PAHs) and small dust grains (Watson 1972; Draine 1978; Tie-
lens & Hollenbach 1985; Bakes & Tielens 1994; Stacey et al.
2010; Croxall et al. 2012). When considering thermal equilib-
rium, a clear correlation between [C II] emission and star forma-
tion activity emerges, applicable to both local and high-redshift
galaxies (De Looze et al. 2014; Herrera-Camus et al. 2015; Car-
niani et al. 2018; Schaerer et al. 2020). Nonetheless, other mech-
anisms can also contribute to [C II] emission. For instance, an
excess in the [C II] /FIR (> 1%) and [C II] -to-PAH ratios have
been indicative of low-velocity shocks Appleton et al. (2013);
Lesaffre et al. (2013), observed in galaxy mergers (Peterson et al.
2018), compact groups (Alatalo et al. 2014; Appleton et al. 2017;
Fadda et al. 2023) and infalling cluster galaxies (Minchin et al.
2022). Since the dust continuum emission predominantly arises
from star formation activity, an upward deviation from these ra-
tios may indicate that PDR heating is not enough to explain an
enhanced [C II] emission.

We explore this scenario by evaluating how the
[C II] emission varies relative to the far-infrared emission
(FIR) across the galaxy. We define apertures with the same
width of the beam size (d ∼ 0.33′′∼ 2 kpc), shown in the left
panel of Figure 11. As we can see in the [C II] moment-0 map,
the apertures isolate the different features of the galaxy: regions
0 to 7 comprise the area around the central sources, with region
0 tracking the UV-dark emission in the northeast arm. Regions 8
to 10, on the other hand, sample the area in and between the two
galaxies. Emissions from regions 8 and 10 arise mostly from
C05-NW and C05-SE, respectively, although contamination
from disturbed gas in the same line of sight cannot be excluded.
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measurement (aperture of 1.5′′) is shown as a red hexagon, and the subregions 8, 9, and 10 are shown as red circles. The uncertainties reflect the
possible dust temperature range between 40 and 60 K. The red area locates the upper limits of the mean of the ratios, where the dust emission
is undetected. As a comparison, we also reference to z ∼ 0 LIRGS of the GOALS sample (gray circles; Díaz-Santos et al. 2013), z ∼ 0 normal
galaxies (darkgray triangles; Malhotra et al. 2001), a purely shock-gas region in the Stephan’s Quintet compact group (navy pentagons; Appleton
et al. 2013), shock-gas in the bridge of the merging pair UGC12914/12915 (cyan squares; Peterson et al. 2018), and 4 < z < 6 typical galaxies
from the ALPINE galaxies (IR detected sources as x-shape marker and IR upper limits as plus-shape markers; Béthermin et al. 2020).

For the FIR luminosity estimation, we convert the dust con-
tinuum fluxes at the rest-frame 158 µm using the scaling fac-
tor derived by Béthermin et al. (2020). It describes the average
SED for typical galaxies at z > 4, assuming a dust temperature
of Td = 45 K and an emissivity index of βdust = 1.5. For the
FIR, which accounts for the emission in a wavelength coverage
between 42 µm and 122 µm, the conversion factor is νLν(158
µm)/LFIR = 0.185 (Solimano et al. 2024). The uncertainties re-
flect the possible dust temperature range between 40 and 60 K,
also obtained by the available conversion factor in Béthermin
et al. (2020). The global emission (circular aperture of r = 1.5′′)
is displayed as a red hexagon in Figure 11, and the FIR emission
is detected in regions 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, and 10 (red circles). For the
non-detection regions, the red area corresponds to the mean of
upper limits ratios, also assuming Td = 45 K.

We compare our results with other galaxies in the litera-
ture: z ∼ 0 LIRGS of the GOALS sample (gray circles; Díaz-
Santos et al. 2013), z ∼ 0 normal galaxies (darkgray triangles;
Malhotra et al. 2001), and 4 < z < 6 typical galaxies from the
ALPINE sample (we also apply the conversion factor of νLν(158
µm)/LFIR = 0.185, Béthermin et al. 2020). These galaxies have
typical [C II] /FIR ratios of normal star-forming galaxies (0.1-
1%, Cormier et al. 2015; Smith et al. 2017; Herrera-Camus et al.
2018) and starburst galaxies (0.1-0.01%, Malhotra et al. 2001;
Díaz-Santos et al. 2013; Herrera-Camus et al. 2018).

We also add to Figure 11 (right panel) two cases of atypical
[C II] /FIR ratios. Appleton et al. (2013) found an excess in the
and [C II] -to-FIR ratio in a pure-shock region of Stefan’s Quin-
tet (SQ), arguing against purely photoelectric-heated gas in pho-
todissociation regions. The second case is identified in the bridge
between the local merging Taffy galaxies (UGC 12914/12915
Peterson et al. 2018). For both systems, the [C II] luminosity
reaches 2-10% of the total FIR emission, which contrasts with
the fraction in normal galaxies and local LIRGs nuclei (dark-
green triangles and grey circles, Malhotra et al. 2001; Díaz-
Santos et al. 2013).

The global measurement of CRISTAL-05 places it around
the upper envelope of the location of local LIRGs. Regions 4,
7, 8, 9, and 10, which comprise the regions in and between C05-
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Fig. 12. [C II] surface density of CRISTAL-05 and its subregions as a
function of the surface density star formation rate. The global measure-
ment (aperture of 1.5′′) is represented as a red hexagon, and the subre-
gions as red circles, labeled as shown in the left panel Figure 11. We also
display relations of local (navy dashed line, De Looze et al. 2014) and
high-redshift galaxies (z > 4), as cyan dotted-dashed (Carniani et al.
2018) and navy dashed (Schaerer et al. 2020) lines. For the latter, we
convert the L[CII] - SFR correlation to the surface density, assuming an
average area of 8 kpc−2.

NW and C05-SE, have a luminosity ratio of ≲ 1%, similar to nor-
mal galaxies (gray triangles). In contrast, we note that the upper
and lower limits on the LFIR and L[CII]/LFIR values, correspond-
ing to the regions around the two main galaxy components of
CRISTAL-05 (0, 1, 2, 3, and 6), are consistent with those found
in the overlap/shocked regions of the SQ and Taffy systems.

We thus investigate if we can identify in the system a positive
deviation in the ΣL[CII] − ΣS FR relation which may point to an en-
hancement of the [C II] emission caused by an additional mecha-
nism rather than photoelectric heating. Although high-z galaxies
follow the local L[CII]-SFR relation, they show a [C II] deficiency
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in the ΣL[CII]
− ΣS FR relation compared to local ones (Carniani

et al. 2018), due to their starburst nature, low metallicity or hard-
ness of the UV radiation field (Ferrara et al. 2019). This dis-
crepancy is shown in the dotted-dashed cyan lines in Figure 12
(galaxies at 4.5 < z < 7, Carniani et al. 2018), compared to the
local relation (solid navy color line). We also add the relation for
the ALPINE survey obtained by Schaerer et al. (2020). To make
this comparison, we converted the L[CII]−SFR relation (Figure 2
of Schaerer et al. 2020) to the surface density one assuming an
area of 8 kpc2, comparable to the effective radius of the [C II] and
FIR emission. The shock regions in the Taffy galaxies and SQ,
derived by Peterson et al. (2018) and Appleton et al. (2013) re-
spectively, clearly lie above the local relation. We see that the
[C II] emission in both the global and most subregions (0, 1, 2, 3,
6, 7) is enhanced compared to galaxies at z > 5 both derived by
Carniani et al. (2018) and Schaerer et al. (2020), e.g. we do not
see a [C II] deficiency.

The boosted [C II] emission in the regions around the galaxy
when compared to galaxies at the same epoch, and the excess
in the [C II] /FIR ratio are tentatively consistent with a scenario
where the [C II] emission is a consequence of heating produced
in purely-shock regions of mergers, like what is seen in the Taffy
and SQ systems. In fact, Zhang et al. (2020) showed that galaxy
interactions can increase some emission line ratios which are
consistent with the shock produced by mergers. Additionally,
studies of local galaxies and simulations have also revealed that
mergers of galaxies can produce extended gas components with-
out extended stellar distributions as a consequence of gas accre-
tion or collisional processes, such as ram pressure stripping and
shocks (Sparre et al. 2022). In the particular case of CRISTAL-
05, the heating produced in the merger may not be as powerful as
it happens in the local analogous, possibly due to the low mass
of the companion satellite galaxy.

However, we can not ultimately rule out the occurrence
of other physical mechanisms that contribute to the enhanced
[C II] emission. For instance, past/ongoing stellar feedback can
contribute to the construction of the extended [C II] emission
and metal enrichment of the circumgalactic medium of z ∼ 5
galaxies. Recent semi-analytical models reproduce the extended
[C II] radial profiles by including starburst-driven, catastrophi-
cally cooling outflows (Pizzati et al. 2020, 2023). In this sce-
nario, supernova explosions expand in velocity ranges of 200-
500 km s−1 outwards the galaxy, and the gas undergoes a catas-
trophic cooling in the first kpc. It is slowly heated up by the
cosmic UV background, and its expansion is stopped around 10
- 15 kpc by the gravitational field of the host halo gravitational
field. Stacking data in the ALPINE sample have hints of a broad
Gaussian feature in the [C II] spectrum, most likely caused by
starburst-driven outflows (Ginolfi et al. 2020a). For CRISTAL-
05, the merger can enhance the star formation activity, indicat-
ing that more frequent supernova events can still be in place.
Observations of lines tracing the ionized gas are necessary to
identify the contribution of stellar feedback to the circumgalac-
tic medium of interacting galaxies with extended [C II] emission.

We conclude that deeper studies are needed to detect the faint
dust emission in the outskirts of CRISTAL-05 and to constrain
dust temperature. Additionally, more detailed spectroscopy of
optical lines is necessary to ultimately define the role of shocks
in producing the extended [C II] emission of merging galaxies in
the early universe, as well as to investigate the contributions of
metallicity and other gas phases to the production of [C II] .

6. Conclusions

We present sensitive, kpc-scale resolved observations of
the [C II] line emission in the massive, main-sequence star-
forming galaxy CRISTAL-05 at z ∼ 5.54. Based on these
[C II] observations from the ALMA CRISTAL large program
(plus previous archival and pilot observations), HST/WFC3 rest-
frame UV and JWST MIRI rest-frame optical imaging, we con-
duct a detailed morphological and kinematic analysis of this
system. Previous studies showed this is a typical star-forming
galaxy, with [C II] emission extending beyond the galactic disk,
which classifies it as a [C II] halo (Fujimoto et al. 2020). We sum-
marize our main findings as follows:

1. Morpho-kinematic classification based on high-
resolution data: The [C II] emission shape is elongated
(southeast to the northwest direction), as a result of a double
peak distribution with project separation of 2 kpc, and
a velocity difference of ∼ 100 km s−1 . The full-system
velocity field is irregular, and the velocity dispersion is
roughly constant around ∼ 80 km s−1 . All these features
indicate that CRISTAL-05 is actually a multicomponent
system that previous low-resolution observations could not
clearly identify. The proximity and low-velocity range of
[-50,+50] km s−1 requires high-resolution observations to
properly perform a morpho-kinematical classification.

2. A complex kinematical structure: A more detailed exam-
ination shows that the CRISTAL-05 system is comprised of
a brighter NW component with disk-like kinematics and that
is strongly baryon-dominated within ∼ 1 Re f f ; and a more
compact barely resolved component, ∼ 5× less massive than
the northwest one. Both components are surrounded by an
extended carbon-rich gas component out to ∼ 10 kpc.

3. Extended [C II] emission: Contrary to the [C II] emission,
the rest-UV and near-infrared continuum is compact, slightly
elongated to the north-south direction. The rcir

[CII] = 1.6 ± 0.3
kpc is about 4 × greater than the UV effective extension. It
extends up to 10 kpc compared to the average UV surface
brightness radial profiles. It contributes up to ∼ 40% of the
[C II] light.

4. [C II] extended emission in a merging system: The upper
and lower limits on the LFIR and L[CII]/LFIR values of the
regions around the C05-NW and C05-SE components of
CRISTAL-05 are consistent with those found in the over-
lap/shocked regions of the local merging systems, showing
a enhancement in the [C II] emission. Although we can not
exclude the contribution of other mechanisms, the current
kinematical status of the system points that the turbulence
and shocks of interacting galaxies are the main drivers of the
boost of the [C II] emission in CRISTAL-05.

Our results strongly exemplify the necessity of kpc-scale and
pc-scales observations to completely dissect the internal dynam-
ical state of galaxies and to understand how it contributes to the
metal enrichment circumgalactic medium of infant galaxies. Fu-
ture observations with JWST and ALMA can help in stating the
contribution of outflows in CRISTAL-05 by analyzing the hot
ionized outflows, and the role of different physical mechanisms
in the boost of [C II] emission.
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Appendix A: Dynamical modelling

In Figures A.1 we show the posterior distributions of the free
parameters of the DYSMALpy routine.

Appendix B: CRISTAL-05 environment

Our observations cover a primary beam of rPB = 15′′, which
translates into a projected area of 25 Mpc2. We report the detec-
tion of 3 galaxies in the continuum maps, with no [C II] emission
detected. Since the merger frequency is enhanced in overdensi-
ties, we explore the possibility that CRISTAL-05 is located close
to the density peak of a protocluster environment. These galaxies
are identified in the COSMOS2015 survey (Laigle et al. 2016) as
684856, 15086, and 686297, at distances of 51, 70, and 86 kpc,
respectively. None of the sources have an available spectroscopic
redshift, but COSMOS 2020 assigned a photometric redshift of
z15086

phot = 1.91 and z686297
phot = 2.1. Target 684856 was not covered

from COSMOS2020 but COSMOS 2015 found z684856
phot = 5.13.

At this redshift, we did not find a [C II] detection in the location
of 684856. Therefore, we see no evidence that CRISTAL-05 is
within a galaxy overdensity at z = 5.5 based on the existing data.
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A. Posses et al.: [C II] extended emission in an interacting galaxy system at z ∼ 5.5

Fig. A.1. Posterior distributions for the kinematical modeling in C05-NW.

Article number, page 19 of 19


	Introduction
	Observations and Data Reduction
	Target: CRISTAL-05
	ALMA observations
	Data reduction and JvM correction

	HST observations
	JWST observations

	Results
	[CII]line and dust emission
	Gas motion
	Multicomponent morphologies

	Analysis
	Radial profiles
	Clumpiness
	Kinematic modeling of C05-NW

	Discussion
	On the nature of CRISTAL-05
	[CII]extended emission
	Shock heating exciting the extended [CII]emission

	Conclusions
	Dynamical modelling
	CRISTAL-05 environment

