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ABSTRACT

We present new Ha photometry for the Star-Formation Reference Survey (SFRS), a representative sample of star-forming
galaxies in the local Universe. Combining these data with the panchromatic coverage of the SFRS, we provide calibrations of
Ha-based star-formation rates (SFRs) with and without correction for the contribution of [N 11] emission. We consider the effect
of extinction corrections based on the Balmer decrement, infrared excess (IRX), and spectral energy distribution (SED) fits.
We compare the SFR estimates derived from SED fits, polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, hybrid indicators such as 24 ym +
Ha, 8 yum + He, FIR + FUV, and Ha emission for a sample of purely star-forming galaxies. We provide a new calibration for
1.4 GHz-based SFRs by comparing to the Ha emission, and we measure a dependence of the radio-to-Ha emission ratio based
on galaxy stellar mass. Active galactic nuclei introduce biases in the calibrations of different SFR indicators but have only a
minimal effect on the inferred SFR densities from galaxy surveys. Finally, we quantify the correlation between galaxy metallicity

and extinction.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Star formation is one of the defining properties of galaxies. Since
the reionization epoch, star formation has been transforming the
primordial gas into stars, building what is now seen as the stellar
mass (M) of the galaxies while enriching the gas with metals. The
star-formation rate (SFR) of galaxies or large stellar populations
(SPs) quantifies the recent or current star formation (for a review see
Kennicutt & Evans 2012). There are various indicators tracing SFR
across the electromagnetic spectrum, based on emission produced by
different physical mechanisms associated with star formation. These
mechanisms involve e.g., the direct ultraviolet (UV) emission from
the photospheres of hot stars or the indirect emission by dust that
has absorbed the UV radiation and re-emitted it in the infrared (IR).
However, the target of all SFR indicators is to measure the amount
of massive/young stars residing in the SPs. An assumption on the
initial mass function (IMF; e.g., Salpeter 1955; Miller & Scalo 1979;
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Kroupa 2001; Chabrier 2003) can extrapolate this measurement and
give an estimation of the total amount of all the recently born stars.

Many studies of SFR indicators so far (e.g., Moustakas & Ken-
nicutt 2006; Calzetti et al. 2007; Kennicutt et al. 2008, 2009; Rieke
etal. 2009; Hao et al. 2011; Boquien et al. 2010; Calzetti et al. 2010;
Murphy et al. 2011; Cluver et al. 2017; Davies et al. 2017; Maha-
jan et al. 2019) have established a framework for measuring SFR.
However, these studies also showed that measuring star formation is
a complex task, subject to systematic effects and often limited by the
available data.

For local-Universe galaxies, Ho (1 = 6563 A) emission is one
of the most widely used SFR indicators. He emission is produced
when massive young stars ionize atomic hydrogen gas. The electrons
cascading through the atomic hydrogen energy levels emit radiation,
producing the well studied Lyman, Balmer, Paschen etc. lines. The
great abundance of hydrogen gas in all star-forming galaxies makes
Ha a strong emission line, easily detected when the galaxies host
O stars that can ionise the interstellar medium (ISM) with their UV
emission. The fact that the He emission line is the strongest hydrogen
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recombination line in the visible range for the local Universe galaxies
has made it one of the most commonly used tracers of star formation.

Moreover, Ha is the ideal SFR indicator for probing stellar pop-
ulations with ages less than 10 Myr (e.g., Kennicutt 1998; Leroy
et al. 2012; Boquien et al. 2014; Cerviio et al. 2016; Byler et al.
2017; Haydon et al. 2020). In this sense, it is the closest indicator
to the instantaneous SFR. Tracing the youngest stellar populations,
unbiased by emission arising from older stars, is important for stud-
ies related to these very short-lived stars, such as correlations with
the X-ray emission from high-mass X-ray binaries (HMXBs; e.g.,
Kouroumpatzakis et al. 2020). This is also relevant for deriving scal-
ing relations between stellar populations and their endpoints (neutron
stars and stellar black holes) because the progenitors of these stellar
remnants are very massive stars.

Despite its advantages, Ha emission is subject to effects that can
bias the SFR measurements. These effects include absorption by dust
in the vicinity of the star-forming regions (birth clouds; e.g., Calzetti
et al. 1994; Charlot & Fall 2000) or the general ISM of a galaxy and
the contribution of the adjacent-in-wavelength [N 11] 116548, 6583
emission lines (e.g., Kennicutt et al. 2008; Kouroumpatzakis et al.
2021). Failing to correct for these effects or lack of required informa-
tion (e.g., extinction measurements from independent methods) can
lead to systematic differences from the actual SFR.

This work presents a systematic study of Ha-based SFRs in com-
parison with other SFR indicators in a representative sample of
nearby star-forming galaxies. Through complete photometric cov-
erage of the sample from the UV to radio wavelengths, which also
includes optical spectral information, we provide calibrations for the
Ha-based SFRs with respect to various extinction indicators and the
[N 11] contribution. We examine the SFRs derived by spectral energy
distribution (SED) fits, 1.4 GHz radio emission, and hybrid indica-
tors which combines 8 or 24 ym and Ha emission (e.g., Calzetti
et al. 2007). Furthermore, we explore the relation between 1.4 GHz
emission and SFR and the effect of active galactic nuclei (AGN)
in the SFR measurements and calibrations. Finally, we examine the
connection between extinction and metallicity.

Section 2 describes the sample and basic data and Section 3 the
Ha photometry. Section 4 presents the calculation of He SFRs and
the relevant corrections, as well as comparisons with other SFR
indicators for star-forming galaxies. Sections 5 and 6 discuss and
summarize the results of this work. All linear regressions were ro-
bust linear-regression fits performed with the Python statsmodel
RLM package (Seabold & Perktold 2010), which is designed to be
uninfluenced by outliers. All reported uncertainties are at the 68%
confidence level. We assume a cosmology with Q,,, = 0.3, Q = 0.7,
h = 0.73 consistent with Ashby et al. (2011). We adopt as solar abun-
dances Zp = 0.0142, X = 0.7154, and [12 + log(O/H)o] = 8.69
(Asplund et al. 2009).

2 SAMPLE AND OBSERVATIONS
2.1 Sample

The basis of our sample is the Star Formation Reference Survey
(SFRS; Ashby et al. 2011). SFRS comprises 369 local-Universe
galaxies ({z) = 0.018, zmax = 0.30641) selected to represent star
formation under various conditions present in the local Universe.
More specifically, SFRS was selected out of the parent PSCz cata-
log (Saunders et al. 2000) to cover the 3D space of the fundamental
galactic properties of SFR, specific SFR (sSFR), and dust tempera-
ture. In this selection, SFR was indicated by the Leg ,m, SSFR by the
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fKs — f60m colour, and dust temperature by the f100 um/ f60 gm flux
ratio. SFRS galaxies have wide coverage of the electromagnetic spec-
trum, from radio to X-rays (Mahajan et al. 2019; Kouroumpatzakis
et al. 2020), including optical spectra of the galaxy nuclei (Maragk-
oudakis et al. 2018) as well as parameterization of their morphology
including decomposed bulge and disk stellar masses (Bonfini et al.
2021).

The SFRS galaxies where classified in four classes: star-forming,
Seyfert, transition objects (TO; ak.a. composite), and LINER
(Maragkoudakis et al. 2018, see their Figure 7) based on an ioniza-
tion source classification through emission-line ratio diagrams (BPT
diagrams; Baldwin et al. 1981; Veilleux & Osterbrock 1987; Kewley
et al. 2001; Kauffmann et al. 2003; Schawinski et al. 2007). In the
following analysis, we consider only purely star-forming (not host-
ing AGN) galaxies as characterized by Maragkoudakis et al. (2018),
except in Section 5.6, where we discuss the effect of AGN in SFR
measurements and calibrations. Therefore, the ionization in these
galaxies is driven by star formation rather than being dominated by
other sources such as shocks or AGN.

Figure 1 shows the Main Sequence of star-forming galaxies (MS)
for the SFRS. The best fit for the SFRS star-forming galaxies is:

SFR M,
———— = —7.7(+0.32) + 0.78(:0.03) 1
8 Moy ) (£0.32) (£0.03) log Mo)

The MS relation for the SFRS sample is consistent with the one
reported by Maragkoudakis et al. (2017), which was based on the
Spitzer 8 um emission SFRs. However, here we calculate it using
our reference SFR indicator (SFRyq; see Section 4.1). The SFRS
covers a great range below and above the MS reflecting the wide
range of fky — fooum indices (a proxy for sSFR) used to construct
the sample. Figure 1 shows all classes of galaxies discussed here.
However, the inferred SFRs for non star-forming galaxies are only
indicative because we do not account for the possible contamination
from AGN or post-AGB stars. The SFRS MS is in good agreement
with other samples, considering that the slope of the MS can vary
significantly depending on the SFR indicator and sample used. There
is particularly good agreement with the MS from Elbaz et al. (2007)
which, like SFRS, is also based on an IR-selected sample and IR-
based SFRs (in contrast the Speagle et al. (2014), and Popesso et al.
(2019) works are based on diverse samples and SFR indicators).

1

(€]

2.2 Ha observations

We obtained Her + [N 11] and nearby continuum imaging observations
for 305 SFRS galaxies with the 1.3 m telescope of the Skinakas!
observatory and the 1.2 m telescope of the Fred Lawrence Whipple
observatory2 (FLWO) for a total of ~180 nights at Skinakas and
31 nights at FLWO. We used a custom set of narrow-band filters
to adjust for the redshift range of the SFRS galaxies, centered at
A = 6563, 6595, 6628, 6661, 6694, 6727, and 6760 A with typical
FWHM = 65 A and a filter equivalent to SDSS r’ for the continuum
observations (Figure 2). SFRS galaxies with z > 0.03 could not
be covered by the available filters. Therefore, these higher-redshift
SFRS galaxies were not observed, resulting in a total of 305 out of
369 galaxies with Ha observations. Because the selection function
of the SFRS is highly insensitive to redshift, this limitation did not
affect the following analysis except for slightly limiting the high end
of SFR values (Figure 3). Among the galaxies excluded were the
Iuminous AGNs 3C 273 and OJ 287.

! http://skinakas.physics.uoc.gr/en/
2 http://www.sao.arizona.edu/
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Figure 1. SFR as a function of stellar mass for the SFRS. Galaxies classified
as star-forming, Seyfert, TOs, and LINER are shown with red circles, blues
squares, green rhombus, and yellow diamonds respectively. The black error
bar at the bottom right indicates the median uncertainties. Inferred SFRs
for non star-forming galaxies are only indicative because we do not account
for AGN or post-AGB stars contribution. The red dashed line represents the
best fit for the SFRS star-forming galaxies (Section 2.1). The magenta, black,
and yellow dashed-dotted lines represent the MS for diverse samples of local
Universe galaxies from Elbaz et al. (2007), Speagle et al. (2014), and Popesso
et al. (2019) respectively.
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Figure 2. Transmission curves of the filters used in the Ha imaging cam-
paign as measured for the f /7.6 focal ratio of the Skinakas telescope. The
f /8 FLWO telescope will have nearly identical transmissions. The central
wavelength of each filters is indicated in the legend with the same color as in
the graph.

The Ha and r” observations received exposure of 1 hour and ~10
minutes respectively. The observations took place under photometric
conditions and typical seeing FWHM ~1.2”" and ~1.7"’ for Skinakas
and FLWO respectively. Some galaxies were re-observed when in
doubt about the photometric conditions of the original observations.
The total exposure of each galaxy observed in Ha was split in either 6
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Figure 3. Comparison of the SFRS selection properties: Leoyum (top left; a
proxy of SFR), fiooum/ fsoum (bottom left; a proxy of dust temperature), and
Jkg — Jooum (bottom right; a proxy of sSFR), between the entire SFRS (gray),
and the sample with Ha observations (black).

observations of 600 seconds or 12 observations of 300 seconds. Thus,
the subtraction of cosmic rays was more efficient, and photometric-
conditions variations were monitored during the observations.

3 Hoe PHOTOMETRY
3.1 Basic reduction and continuum subtraction

The basic reduction was performed with IRAF (Tody 1986, 1993).
The task ccdproc was used for the bias subtraction and flat fielding.
The separate frames were aligned and combined with the imalign
and imcombine tasks respectively. Astrometry was applied to the
final combined frames with Astrometry.net (Lang et al. 2010).

In order to perform continuum subtraction to the He images,
we followed the standard procedures for narrow-band imaging (e.g.,
Kennicutt et al. 2008). We first measured the flux of the foreground
stars in both the Ha and continuum red images using the IRAF
task daophot. The mode and the standard deviation of the Ha to
r’ continuum flux ratio distribution were used as the continuum-
subtraction ratio F and its uncertainty respectively. From the Ha
image, we subtracted the continuum image scaled by F in order to
produce the final continuum-free He image (e.g., Figure 4):

Imagey o cont. sub. = Imagepo — Imagecont.r X F . 2)

As described by Kouroumpatzakis et al. (2020), the curve of
growth (CoG) technique was used on the continuum-subtracted im-
ages to measure the flux of the galaxies. The CoG technique has the
benefit of determining the optimal aperture that contains the total flux
of the object while also measuring and subtracting the background
contribution. The shape of the apertures was based on elliptical-
aperture fits to WISE 4.6 um data of the SFRS galaxies following a
procedure similar to Jarrett et al. (2019). The CoG was calculated by

MNRAS 000, 1-20 (2020)
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Figure 4. Example of continuum subtraction in galaxy NGC 4448. In the left
plot is the observed He, and in the right is the continuum-subtracted Ha
image.
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Figure 5. Curve of growth (dashed black line) for the Ha + [N 11] flux of
galaxy NGC 4448. The normalized integrated flux is shown on the vertical
axis as a function of the aperture semimajor axis. The semimajor axis of the
adopted aperture is shown by a dashed-dotted grey line.

increasing the aperture radius up to a maximum radius rmax, while
keeping the position angle of the ellipse and the major-to-minor axis
ratios fixed. The maximum radius of the CoG rpax was required to
be beyond the D25 isophote in order to encompass the total galaxy
emission. This was confirmed by visually inspecting the results of the
process. The resolution of the CoG ranged from 1 to 5 pixels for small
to large (in aperture size) galaxies, respectively. In order to measure
the asymptotic line of the CoG, a linear-regression fit was performed
to the last 5% of the CoG points. The CoG was iteratively repeated,
while adjusting the background, until the regression-fit slope (of the
last 5% of the CoG) was zero. Then, the size of the aperture was de-
fined by the smallest radius of the CoG that reached the asymptotic
line (example in Figure 5).

3.2 Photometry

In order to account for differences in the filter transmission curves
between those measured with a parallel beam (usually reported by
filter manufacturers) and the telescope’s conical beam, we measured
the filters’ transmission curves with a lens of the same focal ratio as
the Skinakas 1.3m telescope (f = 7.6; Figure 2).

In order to account for photometric variations during each ob-
servation, we incorporated the standard deviation of the distribution
of fluxes of all the observing frames in the calculation of the pho-
tometric uncertainty. For the photometric absolute calibrations, we
observed spectrophotometric standard stars (Massey et al. 1988) at
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various airmasses during each observing run. We followed the stan-
dard procedure of fitting the instrumental magnitude as function of
the airmass y in order to measure the zero-point (ZP) and the at-
mospheric attenuation « for each night. The reference magnitude of
standard stars at the top of the atmosphere was calculated by inte-
grating the reference spectrum S with the filter response R:

- [ (RxS)da )
Myt = —2.5log| —————
ref g / S di
The ZP was then calculated as:
ZP = myer +2.510g(CR) “)

where CR is the count rate of the observed standard star.

The CRs from the integrated photometry of each object were
converted to flux following the scheme presented by Kennicutt et al.
(2008). We have also included in our calculation the transmission
correction (see Appendix A in Kennicutt et al. 2008) that accounts
for the differential transmission of the narrow and broad band filters.
This correction takes into account the position of the Ha and [N 1]
emission lines with respect to the transmission curve of the filter
and the redshift of each galaxy. Therefore, we calculated the flux f)
using:

f/l — /12 10—04 [ZP+2.397—KSCC(X)] TC , (5)
1 -1
t
T. = FWHMyp CR | Tng () - TR(D—— |, ©)
NB F

where FWHMyg is the full-width-half-maximum of the narrow-
band filter, CR is the count-rate [counts s_l], Tr and Tnp are the
normalized filter transmissions, g and #Np are the exposure times of
the continuum and the narrow-band filter respectively, and F is the
continuum-subtraction ratio.

The normalized transmission of the filters (7yg and 7TR) accounts
for the different transmission at the wavelengths of the Ha and [N 1]
emission lines by their respective transmissions at the wavelengths of
the Ha and [N 11] lines (at the observed frame) weighted by the aver-
age Ha to [N 11] ratio. We ignored the contribution of the [N 11]16548
line in the calculation of the filter transmission because of its signifi-
cantly smaller intensity in comparison to the Ha and the [N 11]16584
lines. The contribution of the [N 1] flux was subtracted in the next
step of the analysis (see Section 5.1). The Appendix presents the
Ha + [Nu] fluxes and luminosities for the SFRS galaxies using
distances from Ashby et al. (2011).

3.3 Ha photometry comparison

Figure 6 compares our Ha photometry with that of the Ha survey
of nearby galaxies within 11 Mpc by Kennicutt et al. (2008). The
comparison for the 11 galaxies in common shows excellent agreement
between the flux measurements of the two surveys. The standard
deviation of the ratio between the two surveys is 5 (log fg(zll / fggg) =
0.08 dex, where K21 indicates this work.
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Figure 6. Comparison of the logarithm of the Ha + [N 11] flux measurements
between Kennicutt et al. (2008) (ordinate) and this work (abscissa). Dashed
line shows equality.

4 DATA AND RESULTS
4.1 Star-formation rates

The He and He + [N 11] luminosities were converted to SFR through
the theoretical Murphy et al. (2011) relation:
SFRye, Lyg
(Moyr 1) (10%2 ergs—1)
In addition to the He emission, we have also used in this work
SFRs based on several different continuum bands, as well as compos-
ite indicators resulting from combinations of these bands. These were
presented by Mahajan et al. (2019). The SFRs reported there include
the radio 1.4 GHz emission, tracing synchrotron radiation from rel-
ativistic electrons produced in supernovae; FIR emission from dust
heated by UV emission from young stars; 8um emission from poly-
cyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs), tracing the photo-dissociation
regions around young stellar populations; and UV emission from
the photospheres of OB stars. We also used the combination of the
SFRpyv and SFREprR:

SFRot = SFREyy + (1 —77) SFRER ®)

(M

where n refers to the fraction of FIR emission that is associated
with old stars rather than the dust heated by the massive/young stars.
Mahajan et al. (2019) adopted n = 0.0 as the nominal value for the
SFRS sample, based on comparisons of the FIR and TIR emission,
showing that the FIR is a SFR indicator, less biased by the thermal
stellar emission, with respect to the TIR. This was supported by
the fact that the correlation of SFRyo¢ with SFR| 4 gy, shows a
preference to n = 0.0 (See also Section 5.5). The uncertainty of
SFRyy is dominated by the uncertainties of the IRAS fluxes, which
are on average 10-20% (Ashby et al. 2011). For this work, we adopt
an average 15% uncertainty for the SFRyc;.

The 8 um emission is produced in the photo-dissociation regions of
star-forming bubbles from PAH molecules excited by UV radiation.
In order to account for the 8 um emission attributed to PAHs, the
stellar continuum was estimated and subtracted using the formula
from Huang et al. (2007):

Sfsum.paH = faum — 0.227 f3 6ym - €
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Then PAH 8 ym luminosity was converted to SFR with the calibration
of Wu et al. (2005):

SFRgum.pAH  vLgum,PaH
(Mo yr™H (1.5710% Lo)

10)

We have also calculated SFRs based on the 24 ym emission, which
is produced by the UV-heated dust, using the 24 yum fluxes reported
by Ashby et al. (2011). The 24 um luminosities were converted to
SFR using the calibration of Rieke et al. (2009):

SPRoym _ o Yiogum 11
(Mo yr™) (104 ergs™)

where v is the effective frequency of the band. The 24 ym flux un-
certainties are dominated by the uncertainty in the absolute calibra-
tion, which is estimated as 4-8% according to the MIPS Instrument
Handbook. For this work, we adopt an average 6% uncertainty for
the SFR24’um.

We also considered the WISE band-3 (12 um) and band-4 (23 yum)
luminosities, which were converted to SFR using the calibrations of
Cluver et al. (2017):

SFR: L
log ——3_ = 0,889 log 22 ~7.76 (12)
(Mo yr ™) (Lo)
and
SFR L
log ——— =0.915log ~% ~8.01 . (13)
(Mo yr ™) (Lo)

A comparison of different SFR conversions involving WISE bands
is presented in Section 4.7.

The Mahajan et al. (2019) SFRs were based on a Salpeter IMF
(Salpeter 1955). In order to compare them with the Ha and 24 um-
based SFRs which were based on a Kroupa IMF (Kroupa 2001), all
SFRs derived by Mahajan et al. (2019) were multiplied with a scaling
factor of SFRkroupa/SFRsa1peter = 0.67 (Madau & Dickinson 2014).

A widely used and robust method for estimating galaxy properties
when multi-band photometry is available comes from the analysis of
their SEDs. The SFRS galaxies benefit from such multi-wavelength
coverage. SFR estimation from SED fits for the SFRS galaxies are
presented using the ciGaLE (Burgarella et al. 2005; Noll et al. 2009;
Boquien et al. 2019) SED-fitting code. The basis of the ciGALE code
is the energy balance between the dust-absorbed energy with the
energy that is re-emitted in the MIR and FIR. The galaxies were
fitted assuming a delayed star-formation history with an additional
exponential burst for modeling the latest star formation episode. The
low-resolution Bruzual & Charlot (2003) single-stellar-population
library was adopted to compute the intrinsic stellar spectrum. Nebu-
lar emission was modeled using ciGALE’s default nebular module,
which is based on the Inoue (2011) nebular templates generated with
cLoupy (Ferland et al. 1998, 2013). The Charlot & Fall (2000) atten-
uation model was employed in order to account for the differential
attenuation between young and old stars, with the former being sub-
jected to an additional attenuation component of their birth clouds
(BC), along with the attenuation from the ISM being common for
both old and young stellar populations. The Draine & Li (2007) dust
emission models were used to model the re-emission in the mid-
and far-IR of the absorbed UV photons. Galaxy redshifts were pro-
vided as input and were not modeled in ciGALE. 183 star-forming
SFRS galaxies were successfully modeled with ciGaLE with reduced
X2 < 5. More details about the SED fits of the entire sample of
SFRS galaxies will be presented by Maragoudakis et al.(in prep.).
The SED-based SFRs are reported in the Appendix.

MNRAS 000, 1-20 (2020)
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Figure 7. Comparison of E(B-V') values based on the Balmer decrement
derived from nuclear and wide spectral extraction apertures as a function of
the ratio of the Har flux measured in the same apertures. The best-fit linear
relation (slope a = 0.17 £ 0.06 and intercept 0.56 + 0.1) is presented with a
red dashed line.

4.2 Extinction indicators

Visible and UV emission can be partially or completely absorbed
by dust. Therefore, in order to correctly estimate the SFRs from the
Ha emission, we need to know the extinction. There are multiple
ways to estimate the extinction depending on the available data. This
work compares extinction measurements from the Balmer decre-
ment (based on the fHq/fyp ratio), the IR excess (IRX; based on
frIR/ fruv ratio; e.g., Buat & Xu 1996; Meurer et al. 1999; Gordon
et al. 2000), and SED fits. Maragkoudakis et al. (2018) measured the
flux of the Ha and Hp lines, extracted from the nuclear regions of
the SFRS galaxies. The same work also gave, for the subset of the
sample with long-slit spectra, Balmer line measurements from larger
apertures extending over the major axis of the galaxies.

The Balmer extinction was estimated through the conversion of
Dominguez et al. (2013):

(fHa/fup)

E(B-V) = 197log | =~

; (14)

using the reddening law of Calzetti et al. (2000). We adopted
E(B-V) =0 for 18 galaxies with flq/ fup < 2.86.

We adopted the integrated-galaxy-emission Balmer decrements for
92 galaxies with such available data. For the rest of the galaxies where
only nuclear-aperture spectra were available, a corrected Balmer
decrement E(B-V) was calculated based on the relation between
the difference of the ratio of the flux measured within the nuclear and
integrated extraction apertures (Figure 7). This way we corrected
for the increased extinction in the nuclear regions of galaxies in
comparison to the extinction from the long-slit apertures that sampled
larger regions of the galaxies.

We adopted the IRX-based extinctions from Mahajan et al. (2019),
which were calculated based on the integrated emission GALEX-
FUV (Martin et al. 2005) and FIR fluxes, and the E(B-V)rx cali-
bration of Buat et al. (2005):
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Apuy (IRX) = —0.0333p> +0.3522p2 + 1.1960p + 0.4967  (15)

where p = log(Lpr/Lryv), and

E(B-V)IrRx = Afuv/kFuv (16)

where kppy = 10.22 from the Calzetti et al. (2000) attenuation law.

Extinction from SED fits was modeled after the dus-
tatt_modified_CFOO implemented in the ciGALE code and the
Charlot & Fall (2000) attenuation model. This model includes atten-
uation for very young stars which are still embedded in their birth
clouds (BCs) in addition to the attenuation for stars due to the general
ISM. The attenuation curves attributed to each component are of the
form A(1) o 1%, where 6gc = —1.3 and 61y = —0.7. Stars younger
than 10 Myr are attenuated from both BCs and ISM components,
while older stars are attenuated only from the ISM curve. The three
independent estimates of the extinction are reported in the Appendix.

4.3 Comparison between extinction indicators

Figure 8 compares the extinctions derived from SED fitting, the
Balmer decrement, and IRX (Section 4.2). We quantify these com-
parison by their median difference, scatter and linear-regression fits
(Table 1). This comparison involves the 183 star-forming galaxies
with SED fits with reduced y2 < 5, and we considered in addition
to the different extinction indicators, the extinction from the BC and
ISM components from the SED fits extinction (as inferred from the
dustatt_modified_CFO00 mode; Section 4.2).

IRX-based extinction is slightly underestimated in comparison
with the Balmer-decrement-based extinction in the high extinc-
tion regime. The IRX is in excellent agreement with the SED-fits
ISM component extinction. The birth-clouds component extinction
is closer to the Balmer-decrement extinction, but the first tends to
overestimate extinction almost in all cases. The combination of the
ISM and the birth-clouds components (E(B—V)ism + E(B-V)gc)
shows a linear relation with the Balmer decrement, but it tends to
overestimate the extinction by ~ 0.4 mag.

4.4 Ha SFRs corrected for the [N 11] contribution

The [N11] flux contribution in the Ho measurements was corrected
based on the following relation:

_ fHa+[N11]
1 +f[N11]/fHa

where fiq4+[Nn 18 the observed photometric flux, and fiNu]/fHa 1S
the flux ratio between the [N 1] and Ha emission as measured from
spectroscopic observations. Figure 9 presents the Ha-derived SFRs
corrected for the contribution of the adjacent [N 11] emission lines,
compared to un-corrected ones, for 260 star-forming SFRS galaxies.
The fact that the two sets of data are evenly mixed indicates that the
[N ]/Ha ratios are consistent between the two sets of observations.

The median difference of the corrected and uncorrected
Ha emission is (log (SFRHe/SFRyq+[Nu]))=-0.14. The scat-
ter of the corrected and the observed Ha + |[Nun] is
d(log SFRy ¢ /SFR{ g4+ [Nu]) = 0.13. A linear-regression fit reveals
that this correlation is a function of the measured SFRy, with the
difference being larger for larger SFRs (intercept @ = —0.13 £ 0.01
and slope 8 = —0.04 £0.01). The negative slope is in agreement with
the known positive correlation between the [N 11]/Ha flux ratio and
the SFR (e.g., Kennicutt et al. 2008, Figure 15).

fHa (17)
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reduced y2 of the SED fits. The black error bar at the bottom right of each panel indicates the median uncertainties of the respective extinction indicators.

Table 1. Comparisons and calibrations between the Balmer, IRX and the separate ISM and birth-clouds

(dustatt_modified_CFOO) extinction indicators. Linear-regression fits are of the form E(B-V), = a+ B E(B-V),.

(BC) components of the SED

v/x (E(B-V)y —E(B-V),) 6(EB-V)y-E(B-V)y) a B
IRX/Balmer 0.02 0.22 0.16 £ 0.01 0.33 £0.03
BC/Balmer 0.14 0.27 0.25+0.02  0.65+0.06

BC/IRX 0.15 0.16 -0.10£0.01  2.09+0.04
ISM/Balmer 0.03 0.23 0.15+0.01 0.36 +0.03
ISM/IRX 0.00 0.05 -0.03£0.01 1.13+0.02
ISM/BC -0.16 0.13 0.02+0.00  0.53+0.01
(BC+ISM)/Balmer 0.37 0.37 0.40 £ 0.04 1.01 £0.09
(BC+ISM)/IRX 0.36 0.30 -0.13+£0.02 3.23+0.06
(BC+ISM)/BC 0.21 0.15 0.02 +0.00 1.53 £0.01
(BC+ISM)/ISM 0.38 0.27 -0.03+£0.01 2.83+0.03

4.5 Extinction corrected Ho star-formation rates

This section examines the effect of extinction on the Ha-based SFR.
We considered both the He and (Ha + [N 11]) luminosities; the latter
in order to assess the effect of the systematic bias introduced by the
[N 11] contamination in the Ha photometry when reliable subtraction
of this contribution is not possible. The SFRs were calculated as

discussed in Section 4, and they are reported in the Appendix. The
extinction was calculated based on the Balmer decrement, the IRX,
and the SED fits as discussed in Section 4.2.

Figure 10 compares the uncorrected and extinction-corrected Ha-
based SFRs against SFRy for 201 star-forming SFRS galaxies. The
comparison with the sample with the SED-based extinction drops

MNRAS 000, 1-20 (2020)
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Figure 9. The ratio of SFRs derived from the Ha luminosity corrected for
the [N 1] contribution, over the un-corrected Ha + [N11], as a function of
SFRot. Circle and star markers show galaxies with spectra obtained with the
SDSS (nuclear) or FAST (long-slit) spectrographs respectively. The points
are colour-coded according to their Balmer-decrement-based E (B—V'). The
red dashed line represents the linear-regression fit (reported in Section 4.4).
The black error bar at the bottom left indicates the median uncertainties.

to 183 galaxies with SED-fits reduced x? < 5. The full array of
comparisons is presented in Table 2. Table 2 reports the median
values and standard deviation of the SFRy, /SFR(o ratios, and the
slopes and intercepts of the SFRy o /SFRot — SFRo relations. The
robust linear-regression fits are of the form:

SFRy

I
o8 SFRot

= a + BlogSFRy; (18)

where x corresponds to the extinction indicators used to correct the
He flux.

As expected, He and (Ha + [Nu]), when not corrected for ex-
tinction, underestimate the SFR in all cases except for a few outliers.
When corrected for the [N 11] contribution, the Ha-based SFRs show
about —0.15 dex median difference with respect to the un-corrected.
This difference slightly increases for galaxies with high SFR, while
galaxies with higher extinction tend to show even larger underesti-
mation of the SFR.

The Balmer-decrement, IRX, and SED-ISM-based extinction all
give similar corrections for He-emission SFRs. The comparison with
SFRo results in a slightly sub-linear, almost flat slope considering
the uncertainties, indicating that the correction is not strongly de-
pendent on the SFR. However, on average it slightly underestimates
the total SFR by ~0.1 dex compared to SFRo. The correction based
on the SED-fits BC component extinction leads to an overestimation
of the SFRs that increases for higher-SFR galaxies, indicating this
component overestimates the true extinction (Table 1). In the case
of the combined BC + ISM E (B—V)sgp, the comparison is strongly
dependent on the SFR (slope § = 0.3), while the average SFR is
overestimated by ~0.4 dex. For the rest of this work, we adopted the
Balmer-decrement indicator for the extinction correction of the Ha
luminosities unless stated otherwise.

Based on the linear-regression fits with SFR¢o¢ (Table 2), one can
infer SFRo¢ through Ha photometry when corrections for extinction
and/or [N 11] contribution are not available by rewriting Equation 18
as:

SFRyo; = (SFRy 10~)1/(B+D) (19)

MNRAS 000, 1-20 (2020)

4.6 8 um emission as SFR indicator

Figure 11 shows the calibrations of SFRs derived through the 8 um
PAH emission (Section 4.1), SFRy, and SFRy,. These compar-
isons involve 262 star-forming SFRS galaxies. The comparison with
SFRo shows very good agreement (linear-regression fit intercept
a = —0.05 £ 0.02 and slope 8 = 0.04 + 0.02). However, the colour-
coding of the points in Figure 11 reveals that high sSFR galax-
ies systematically show lower SFRpay, §;m With respect to their
SFR¢ct, as found by Mahajan et al. (2019). The comparison with Ha-
based SFRs (bottom panel of Figure 11) shows that the PAH 8 um
emission tends to underestimate the SFR (linear-regression inter-
cept a = —0.04 £ 0.03 and slope 8 = 0.19 + 0.04) in low-SFR and
low-metallicity galaxies.

4.7 SFRs based on WISE band-3 and band-4

Figure 12 compares the WISE band-3 and band-4 luminosities de-
rived from the WISE maps following the method similar to Jar-
rett et al. (2019), as a function of the Balmer-decrement extinction-
corrected Ha luminosities of 262 star-forming SFRS galaxies. The
results of the linear-regression fits between log Lwsg and log Ly
are shown in Table 3. These are in agreement with previous works
although there is scatter ~0.5 dex for both bands.

Figure 13 shows the comparison between WISE band-3 and band-
4 SFRs, based on the calibration from Cluver et al. (2017), with
SFRyot. This calibration results in increased SFR by ~0.35 dex for
both WISE bands with respect to SFR.

4.8 Combinations of Ha, 24, and PAH 8 ym emission as hybrid
star-formation indicators

Ha traces the Lyman-continuum UV photons produced by stellar
populations younger than those traced by the typical UV bands that
can be probed directly (e.g., Leroy et al. 2012; Kennicutt & Evans
2012; Boquien et al. 2014; Kouroumpatzakis et al. 2020; Haydon
et al. 2020). The latter include emission of B stars. However, the
main limitation of Her (and in general all optical and UV) emission
is that it is affected by extinction, which often is hard to estimate
reliably.

Hybrid indicators like the combination of 24 ym and 8 um with
Ha or [Ou] emission (e.g., Calzetti et al. 2007; Kennicutt et al.
2009) account for both the dust-absorbed and unabsorbed radiation.
The 24 ym emission is unaffected by extinction and traces the repro-
cessed emission of young stellar populations (ages < 200 Myr; e.g.,
Kennicutt & Evans 2012; Boquien et al. 2014; Cervifio et al. 2016;
Kouroumpatzakis et al. 2020). In order to estimate the SFR from the
above combinations we adopted the conversions of Kennicutt et al.
(2009):

Lo +0.02 Lyaym

SFR=17.9 , (20)
1042 erg s~!
where Lpg,,, refers to vL,, at 24 ym, and
Lyqo +0.011 L
SFR = 7.9 ¢ L L @)

1042 erg 57!

where LpaH gum refers to vL, at 8 um (Eq. 9) from PAHs.

Figure 14 compares the 24 ym + He and the PAH 8 ym + He
SFR indicators to SFR¢y while also investigating the effect of the
[N 11] contribution. This comparison involves 247 star-forming SFRS
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Figure 10. Comparisons between the ratio of SFRs derived by Ha to SFRy, not corrected for the [N 1] contribution (left column) and corrected (right
column), as a function of SFRy. From top to bottom, rows show SFRs: i) not corrected for extinction, i) corrected by the SEDgym-based, iii) corrected by the
Balmer-based, and iv) corrected by the IRX-based extinction. The black dashed-dotted and the red-dashed lines represent equality and the linear-regression fits,
respectively (Table 2). Each point represents a star-forming SFRS galaxy. Points are colour-coded based on the extinction used in each case respectively, indicated
in the colour-bar at the right of each panel. The top panels show the Balmer decrement for each object for reference, even though no extinction correction was
applied. For clarity only extinction indicators which show reasonable agreement between Ha and SFR are shown. The black error bar at the bottom left of

each panel indicates the median uncertainties.

galaxies which have 24 ym, He, and optical spectral observations.
The linear-regression fit results are given in Table 4.

The 24 ym + Ha SFRs show in both cases (with or without
the [N 11] correction) only small offsets compared to SFR¢y and no
evidence for correlation with SFR (slope of the linear-regression fit
B = 0). The absolute differences show that the 24 um + (Ha + [N 11])
slightly overestimates (by 0.07 dex) the SFR, while the 24 ym + Ha

is in excellent agreement with SFR;o. The scatter is slightly higher
in the case of the corrected for the [N 1] contribution SFR24,m + Ha-

The PAH 8 um + Ha SFRs show worse agreement in comparison
to the 24 um as in both cases the slopes of the linear-regression
fits are negative. This is driven by low SFR galaxies, which are
systematically above the equality line, and galaxies with SFR ~10—
50 Mg yr~!, which show increased sSFR but a systematic deficit in
their Ha + PAHg ;;; SFR.

MNRAS 000, 1-20 (2020)
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Table 2. Comparisons of SFR derived by Ha with SFR. We considered Ha SFRs corrected and not corrected for the [N 11] contribution and corrected or not

for extinction using different extinction indicators. Fits are of the form of Eq. 18

Ext. correction [N 1] correction median std. dev. intercept slope
(loggrpyy)  S(loggrps) a B
No No -0.20 0.35 -0.25+0.02 -0.15+0.03
SEDism No 0.08 0.31 0.07+0.02  -0.01+0.02
SEDpc No 0.29 0.35 0.26 £ 0.02 0.13+0.03
Balmer No 0.05 0.42 0.05 +0.02 0.00 +0.03
IRX No 0.06 0.30 0.05+0.02 -0.01+0.02
No Yes -0.36 0.37 -0.39+£0.02 -0.19+0.03
SEDism Yes -0.07 0.35 -0.09+0.02 -0.02+0.03
SEDgc Yes 0.14 0.39 0.10 £0.02 0.12+£0.03
Balmer Yes -0.09 0.43 -0.08+£0.02 -0.03+0.03
IRX Yes -0.08 0.30 -0.09+£0.02 -0.04£0.02
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Figure 11. Top: SFRpaH § im to SFRyot as a function of SFRyot. Galaxies are
colour-coded based on the logarithm of their sSSFRo(. Bottom: SFRpaH § ym
to SFRy, as a function of SFR. Galaxies are colour-coded based on their
metallicity. In both panels the black dashed-dotted line represents the equality,
and the red line the linear-regression fit (reported in Section 4.6). Points size
is a function of the galaxies’ stellar mass. The black error bar at the top left
of each panel indicates the median uncertainties.

Table 3. Results of the linear-regression fits between log Lwisg as a function
of log Lyj — 40 and log SFRysg/SFRo as a function of log SFRo;.

intercept slope
@ B
Lw3-Lyq 41.52+0.06  0.92+0.04
Lws—Luqo 41.52+0.06  0.96 +0.04
(SFRw3/SFRo)-SFRyoy ~ 0.24£0.01  -0.09 +0.02
(SFRw4/SFRo)-SFRyor ~ 0.26 £0.01  -0.01 +0.02

MNRAS 000, 1-20 (2020)
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Figure 12. WISE band-3 (top) and band-4 (bottom) luminosities as a function
of the Balmer-based extinction-corrected Ha luminosity. Points are colour-
coded and size-coded based on galaxies’ sSFR and stellar mass respectively.
Continuous lines represent calibrations from Jarrett et al. (2013); Lee et al.
(2013); Cluver et al. (2014); Catalan-Torrecilla et al. (2015); Davies et al.
(2016); Brown et al. (2017). The error bars are smaller than the point sizes.
The linear regression best-fit results are shown with a red dashed line and are
reported in Table 3.

5 DISCUSSION

5.1 Extinction-corrected Ho emission and the contribution of
the [N 11] emission.

Through the evolution of the stellar populations, the ISM is enriched
with metals, which can form complex molecules and dust under
appropriate conditions. In fact, the attenuation laws describing the
effect of extinction as a function of wavelength are a complex function
that depends on the properties of the dust grains as well as the spatial
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Table 4. Results of the comparisons of the SFRs derived by Ha corrected and not-corrected for the [N 11] contribution in combination with 24 ym and PAH
emission and by the SED fits, all compared to SFR.

median std. intercept slope
(log Sslfé:t 6 (log SS}%{KX“ a B
24 ym + (Ha + [N 1)) 0.06 0.28 0.07 £ 0.01 -0.02 £0.02
24 ym + Har -0.02 0.27 0.0 +0.01 —-0.02 £ 0.02
PAHg ;ym+(Ha + [N 11]) 0.15 0.28 0.15 +0.01 -0.10 £0.02
PAHg ;m + Ha 0.07 0.25 0.06 = 0.01 —0.09 £ 0.02
SED 0.02 0.42 -0.02+0.01  0.04+0.02
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Figure 13. WISE band-3 and band-4 SFRs over SFR;y as a function of
SFRo. Points are colour-coded and size-coded based on galaxies’ sSFR and
stellar mass respectively. The red dashed lines represents the linear-regression
fits (Table 3), and the black dashed-dotted lines represents equality. The black
error bar at the bottom right of each panel indicates the median uncertainties.

distribution of dust in the ISM with respect to the stars (e.g., Calzetti
et al. 1994, 2000). The attenuation laws can vary significantly in
different galaxies (e.g., Buat et al. 2018; Salim et al. 2018).

Because star formation requires the presence of gas (and dust),
the recently born stars are often embedded in regions with large
dust and gas column density. Thus, their emission can be partially
or completely absorbed. The total absorption is a combination of
the absorption at the sites of star formation and the intervening dust
in the ISM along the line-of-sight (e.g., Charlot & Fall 2000; Wild
et al. 2011; Price et al. 2014; Reddy et al. 2015). SFR is, directly or
indirectly, measured through these young stars’ emission. Therefore,
in order to infer the correct SFR, one must account for the extinction.

The Balmer-decrement, IRX, and SED-ISM-based extinctions are
on average in good agreement (Table 1; Figure 8). The mode of
the ratio of the color excess between the two methods Rggv
(E(B-V)irx/E(B=V)paimer) = 0.907973 for 211 star-forming

-0.37
SFRS galaxies with 30~ detections for both extinction indicators. Qin

Figure 14. Ha + 24 um (top panels) and Ha + 8 um (bottom panels) SFRs as
a function of SFRo with (right panels) and without (left panels) correction for
the contribution of the [N 11] emission. The points are colour-coded and size-
coded based on galaxies’ sSFR and stellar mass respectively. The black dashed
and red dashed-dotted lines represent equality and the linear-regression fits
(Table 4), respectively. The black error bar at the bottom left of each panel
indicates the median uncertainties.

et al. (2019) found Rggy = 0.51 based on a sample of SDSS-DR10
galaxies (Ahn et al. 2014). However, if we consider Ho measure-
ments from the nuclear regions of the SFRS galaxies (but integrated
IR and UV photometry for the IRX), Rggy = 0.54f%‘21% in agree-
ment with Qin et al. (2019). Therefore, the difference may be due
to the fact that Qin et al. (2019) Balmer-decrement extinctions were
derived from nuclear regions of galaxies (as for all SDSS spectra)
instead of their integrated average. However, as indicated from the
68% confidence intervals on Rggy, both nuclear and wide-region
comparisons show considerable scatter.

The comparison of the Ha-derived SFRs with SFR; (Figure 10)
offers insight on the extinction indicators. The [N 1]-corrected Ha
SFRs are in excellent agreement with SFRyo; when corrected with
Balmer, IRX, and SED-ISM-based extinction considering the uncer-
tainties. The fact that SFR¢c is on average slightly higher compared
to the Ha-based SFRs can be attributed to the fact that the FUV
and FIR also trace older stellar populations (up to 200 Myr) com-
pared to Ha emission (<10 Myr). The fact that the difference with
SFR¢ot is slightly increased for high-SFR galaxies may be driven by

MNRAS 000, 1-20 (2020)
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the inability of the extinction indicators to trace extinction in galax-
ies with the highest attenuation. While for the bulk of the sample
there is good agreement between the extinction-corrected SFRy,,
and SFR, there is a tail towards lower values of the SFRy, /SFR ot
distribution which could be the result of spatial variations of the
extinction on subgalactic scales leading to leakage of UV photons.
These photons are accounted for in SFRc, but they do not contribute
to SFRy .-

Hea imaging is one of the easiest ways to measure and map the
SFR of a local-Universe galaxy and certainly the closest to the in-
stantaneous SFR (e.g., Kennicutt & Evans 2012; Leroy et al. 2012).
However, as the cost of spectroscopic observations is usually higher
compared to imaging, it is common to lack measurements of the
Balmer decrement or the [N ]/Ha ratio. HS imaging observations
require around nine times longer exposure time compared to He in
order to obtain observations of similar signal-to-noise ratio. Also,
there is not always available photometric coverage in FIR and FUV
bands, which are required for the IRX extinction and for SED fits.
Therefore, it is useful to calibrate the SFR inferred from the Ha
luminosity uncorrected for extinction or the [N 11]-lines contribution.

Table 2 gives the correlations between SFRy,; and the SFR from
the He luminosity uncorrected for extinction (with and without cor-
rection for the [N 11] contribution). These correlations together with
Equation 19 can be used to infer the intrinsic total SFR. Table 2 also
gives similar correlations between SFRyo; and Ha-based SFR when
different extinction-correction methods are applied. These together
with Equation 19 can be used to remove any biases introduced by
individual extinction corrections (although most are small as seen
from the results reported in Table 2).

The Ha + [N 1] extinction-corrected SFR is also in agreement
with SFRt considering the uncertainties. This agreement holds for
the full range of SFRs. However Ha-based SFRs not corrected for
the [N 11] contribution show on average about 0.14 dex higher values
compared to the corrected ones (Section 4.5). Figure 15 shows a
positive correlation between the [N 1]/Ha ratio with SFR. A fit of
log fINu]//Ha against log SFRo gives a slope of 8 = 0.12 + 0.01
and intercept @ = —0.44 + 0.01. The positive correlation is because
galaxies with higher SFRs tend to have higher metallicity and a larger
percentage of very-young stellar populations. Both factors result in
increased excitation of the gas (e.g., Kewley & Ellison 2008). Galax-
ies deviating from the general relation are mainly dwarf galaxies with
low metallicities (see also Section 5.7). The scatter in high-metallicity
galaxies can be attributed to the varying ionization degree of the gas,
which depends on the local star-formation conditions (e.g., BPT di-
agrams). The [N u]/Ha ratio can vary up to 0.5 dex for ionization
parameter> ¢ varying from 107-108 cm s~! and constant metallicity
(although metallicity also plays a role; see Figure 9 of Kewley &
Ellison 2008). Nonetheless, the relatively small contribution of the
[N 1] line with respect to He emission results in a weak dependence
of the total SFR as shown in the slopes of the comparisons (Table 2).

5.2 PAHs emission as SFR indicator

Both 8 and 12 um emission trace PAH molecules. Figures 11 and
13 show that galaxies with high sSFR (a proxy for the star-formation
intensity and the stellar population age) have a deficit in PAH emis-
sion. This behavior with respect to SFRyy and the galaxies’ sSFR is
similar for both 8 and 12 um emission. This is evident in both ends

3 The ionization parameter represents the intensity of the ionizing field with
respect to the gas density.
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Figure 15. SFRS star-forming galaxies [N 1]/Ha flux ratio as a function of
SFRot, in logarithmic space. Points are colour-coded based on their metallic-
ity, and size-coded based on their stellar mass. The black-dashed line repre-
sents the linear-regression fit. The black error bar at the bottom right indicates
the median uncertainties. The linear regression best-fit result is reported in
Section 5.1.

of high or low SFRs and stellar masses. As discussed by Mahajan
et al. (2019), this trend can be attributed to a) the fact that the PAHs
are excited in photo-dissociation regions which are in the surface of
the star-forming bubbles, while the He emission comes from their
volume, and b) the destruction of PAH molecules caused by intense
UV radiation field in highly star-forming galaxies (e.g., Murata et al.
2014). The latter is supported by the fact that the deficit of PAHs with
respect to the TIR emission is higher in galaxies where star formation
takes place in more compact environments (e.g., Elbaz et al. 2011;
Diaz-Santos et al. 2011).

Figure 11 shows that a deficit in the PAH emission in the low-SFR
regime is associated with low-metallicity galaxies. In this case the
deficitis due to the lower dust and PAH molecule abundance in dwarf
star-forming galaxies which are characterized by low metallicities.
In contrast, SFRyo is not affected by dust deficiency in the low-
metallicity environment because SFRo; accounts for the unobscured
star-forming activity.

5.3 SFRs from SED fits

The SED-derived SFRs are considered to be close to the true SFRs
because they model the galaxies’ emission using photometric infor-
mation in a wide range of wavelengths, explicitly accounting for the
effects of extinction. Figure 16 compares the ratio of SFRggp and
SFRo as a function of SFR. It shows an overall good agreement,
which is excellent for SFR > 1 Mg yr~!. In this range of SFRs the
scatter is minimized. However, in the regime of low SFRs the compar-
ison shows significantly increased dispersion. This can be attributed
to spatial variations in the age of the stellar populations (e.g., Hay-
don et al. 2020; Kouroumpatzakis et al. 2020), stochasticity in the
extremely small SFRs (e.g., Kennicutt & Evans 2012), and/or extinc-
tion variations between the different star-forming regions within a
galaxy (e.g., Salim & Narayanan 2020). As a result, different regions
may dominate the emission in different wavelengths, an effect that
cannot be taken into account effectively in an SED analysis frame-
work (although some efforts in this direction have been made; e.g., da
Cunha et al. 2008). This effect becomes more important for low SFR,
the IR luminosity of which may be dominated by a few individual
star-forming regions, while their visible, NIR, and UV emission may
arise from other regions hosting older and less obscured populations.
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Figure 16. The logarithm of the SFRggp/SFRo ratio as a function of
SFRo. This comparison includes 183 star-forming SFRS galaxies with good
quality fits. The points are colour-coded according to the SED-ISM compo-
nent extinction. The red dashed and black dashed-dotted lines represent their
linear-regression fit (Table 4) and equality respectively. The black error bar
at the top right indicates the median uncertainties.

5.4 Hybrid SFR indicators

The hybrid 24 ym + Ha SFRs show excellent agreement with the
FIR + FUV emission based SFR (Figure 14; Kennicutt et al. 2009).
This agreement is not significantly affected by the [N 11] contribution,
due to a combination of two effects: a) the [N 1]/Ha ratio is correlated
with SFR (Figure 15) with the [N 1] contribution being relatively
lower for low SFRs, and b) the Ha/24 um flux ratio decreases for
increasing SFRs. These effects cancel out, resulting to a close to flat
slope in both the corrected and uncorrected fits. However, the average
[N 11] contribution increases the inferred SFR by ~0.1 dex (Table 4).
Overall, the hybrid 24 um + Ha SFR is an excellent alternative to the
FIR + FUYV, even when it is not possible to correct for the contribution
of the [N 1] emission.

The hybrid 8 um + Hae SFRs show decent agreement with SFRyo¢
(Figure 14), but this indicator tends to underestimate the SFR in the
high-SFR regime. As discussed in Section 4.6, this is caused by the
fact that the PAH 8 um emission shows a deficit in intensively star-
forming galaxies, failing to account for the reduction of the Ha flux
due to absorption. Similarly to the 24 ym + He SFR indicator, no
[N 11] correction causes an average increase of ~0.1 dex in the SFR
measurement.

5.5 Radio emission as SFR indicator

The 1.4 GHz radio continuum emission traces synchrotron emis-
sion produced by the interaction of relativistic electrons and cosmic
rays produced in supernovae remnants with the galactic magnetic
field. The lifetime of relativistic electrons depends on their two
main energy-loss mechanisms: synchrotron emission and inverse-
Compton scattering of photons in the radiation field of the galaxy.
Assuming a range of galactic magnetic field from B =1 up to 25
pGauss (e.g., Fletcher 2010), synchrotron cooling timescales are 5—
160 Myr (Equation 18 from Lacki et al. 2010). The inverse-Compton
cooling timescale depends on the magnetic field and the radiation-
field density, which can be parametrized by the SFR surface density
Y ser (Equation 23 off Lacki et al. 2010). Based on the SFRS galax-
ies Y,gpr distribution and assuming B = 10 uGauss, the inverse-
Compton timescales can be 4 kyr-15 Myr. The inverse-Compton
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cooling dominates the energy losses of relativistic electrons in highly
star-forming galaxies. Therefore, the radio emission traces timescales
similar to or shorter than the lifetimes of massive stars and probes
similar stellar populations as the He emission. In addition, it has the
benefit that is not affected by extinction, and it gives a complemen-
tary view of star-formation because it probes different processes than
those producing the IR and 24 um (heated dust) or the Ha emission
(gas ionized by UV).

Figure 17 compares the 1.4 GHz luminosity (adopted from Ashby
etal. 2011) with the Ha and the FIR luminosities. Many studies have
shown a tight correlation between radio and IR luminosities (e.g.,
Condon 1992; Blain et al. 1999; Flores et al. 1999; Bell 2003). Un-
surprisingly, a tight correlation is also found for the SFRS sample,
where a linear-regression fit between the 1.4 GHz and FIR lumi-
nosities shows excellent agreement: log L 4 GHz (102 WHz ! =
(=3.99 + 0.58) + (1.09 + 0.01) log Lrr (ergs™!) with scatter
6(10g%) = 0.26. The comparison between L 4Guz and Lye

also shows excellent agreement [log L 4GHz (102 wWHzl) =
(1.09+1.7) +(1.03+0.04) log Ly, (erg s~1)] but with large scatter
§(logHa) = .52,

As discussed by Bell (2003), the linearity and tightness in the
FIR/radio correlation can be considered as a conspiracy. The FIR
emission fails to trace star formation in low-luminosity dust-deficient
galaxies, while in the more massive (and generally higher metallic-
ity) galaxies, FIR emission can be augmented by contribution from
older stellar populations. The radio emission also underestimates star
formation in faint galaxies due to decreased non-thermal radio emis-
sion efficiency in these objects. This has been attributed to either
cosmic-ray escape losses at low SFRs (e.g., Chi & Wolfendale 1990;
Bell 2003; Lacki et al. 2010) or possibly stronger magnetic fields
in higher SFR galaxies (e.g., Tabatabaei et al. 2017). Davies et al.
(2017) report non-linear relation of the form SFR oc Lly_ 4 GHg With
vy = 0.75. However, other studies have found a plethora of values
for y, ranging e.g., between 0.77 and 1.06 (Price & Duric 1992)
depending on the sample and the reference SFR indicator. Based on
Eq. 7 and adopting a linear relation between the radio 1.4 GHz and
Hea luminosities, we propose a conversion from 1.4 GHz luminosity
to SFR.

SFR1.4 GHz _

(Mo yr )
Following Kennicutt et al. (2009), we calibrated the composite
SFR indicator combining the radio 1.4 GHz and the not corrected for

extinction He luminosities in analogy to the 24 ym and 8 ym + Ha
hybrid SFR indicators. Combining with Eq. 7:

Ly4GH, 22)
(102WHZ')

FR L
log S—_l = 119 + log — 00
Mo yr™) (102 ergs™) 23)
L
+0.24log — -4 GHz

(1022 W Hz 1)

Figure 18 shows the comparison between the combined Ha + 1.4 GHz
and the extinction-corrected Ly, luminosities.

The slope in the SFR-L 4 gy relation depends on the SFR indi-
cator used for the calibration. The tight correlation between the FIR
and 1.4 GHz luminosities results in a linear slope, but the FIR emis-
sion is not accurately tracing star-formation in low-luminosity, dust-
deficient galaxies. The combination of UV + IR emission as SFR indi-
cator (SFRo¢) results in a non-linear calibration because the UV used
to correct for the missing IR emission in the low-SFR galaxies also
traces stellar populations with older ages (up to 200 Myr) compared
to the radio emission. Instead, Ha gives a slope close to linear because

MNRAS 000, 1-20 (2020)
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Figure 17. The logarithm of the L; 4 gy, (W Hz™!) as a function of the [N 1] and (Balmer-decrement) extinction-corrected Ly, (left panel), and the Lgg
(right panel). This comparison involves 233 star-forming SFRS galaxies with radio and Ha photometry. Points are colour-coded depending on their sSFRo and
size-coded based on their stellar mass. The red dashed line represent the linear-regression fit (reported in Section 5.5), and the black dashed-dotted line shows a

linear correlation for reference. The error bars are smaller than the point sizes.

TN [T LI L D Ve

EN 43 === quality ¢ O L7

1 C C ] —-9.0 S
=T : <
% aoF 11, -
= 1179 =
T af 1 | -0
qi%m:_ 25 ] —10.5%
SUp e ] 0
| ] 2
I G ] %—11.0
:395,..|....|....|....|T

10 iy ) 13

IOg LH(L corr (Orgb‘il)

Figure 18. Combined observed Ha (corrected for the [N 11] contribution but
not for extinction) and radio 1.4 GHz luminosity as a function of the [N 11] and
(Balmer-decrement) extinction-corrected Ha luminosity. Points are colour-
coded based on their sSSFRy, and size-coded based on their stellar-mass. The
black dashed-doted line and the red dashed line represent the equality and
the linear-regression fit respectively. The error bars are smaller than the point
sizes.

it traces the same stellar populations ages as the radio. The minimum
sSFR for the SFRS galaxies (log sSSFRyq = —11.44 Mg yr_1 /Mg in
NGC 4491) is higher than log sSSFR > —12, the limiting sSFR below
which older stellar populations contribute to the UV ionization field
(Kouroumpatzakis et al. 2020). This ensures that the Ha-based SFRs
trace indeed the youngest stellar populations, which are expected to
correlate with the radio emission.

In order to investigate the increased dispersion in the radio/Ha
relation, Figure 19 compares the radio-to-Ha (gyq), radio-to-FIR
(g1r), and radio-to-24 um (g24;,;m) luminosity ratios as a function
of the galaxies’ stellar mass. Low-mass galaxies show on average a
deficit of radio to Ha emission compared to higher-mass galaxies.
This can be attributed to two mechanisms: a) the weak gravitational
field in lower-mass galaxies makes them more prone to the forma-
tion of galactic-scale winds and higher escape losses of relativistic
electrons, and b) dwarf galaxies do not have well-formed spiral arms
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Figure 19. The ratio between the radio 1.4 GHz, and the He (red circles), FIR
(black diamonds; calculated following Helou et al. 1988), and 24um (blue
squares) luminosities as a function of the galaxies’ stellar mass. The points
size is also a function of the galaxies’ stellar mass. The dashed red, black,
and dashed-dotted blue lines, represent their respective linear-regression fits
(reported in Section 5.5). The error bars are smaller than the point sizes.

and disk resulting in weaker large-scale magnetic fields (e.g., Graur
et al. 2017). The ratio between the FIR or the 24 um and radio
emission also shows a dependence on stellar mass, as also shown by
Delvecchio et al. (2021), who found gig « (0.15 + 0.01) log My
comparable to the SFRS g o (0.09 + 0.02) log M. However
this correlation is weaker in comparison to the He emission, where
que < 0.22 £ 0.04 log M. This difference can be attributed to the
inability of IR emission to follow SFR in low-mass dust-deficient
galaxies.



5.6 Contribution of AGNs in SFR measurements and
calibrations

Because the SFRS sample was blindly selected regarding the pres-
ence of AGN, it gives a representative picture of the presence of
AGN in the overall population of star-forming galaxies in the local
Universe. By covering the full range of 60 ym luminosity present
in the local Universe, it includes normal galaxies, low-luminosity
AGN, and even a few well known quasars (e.g., galaxies 3C 273,
and OJ 287). The SFRS galaxies were classified based on BPT di-
agrams of their nuclear emission-line ratios (Maragkoudakis et al.
2018, Section 2.1). This allows us to investigate the possible biases
introduced in the different SFR calibrations by the contribution of
the AGNSs to the relevant SFR tracers. The SFRS consists of 262
star-forming, 39 Seyfert, 26 Composite, 32 LINER galaxies, and 10
galaxies with unreliable or missing classifications. For the present
Ha sample, there are 224 star-forming, 28 Seyfert, 22 composite, and
26 LINER galaxies. The inferred SFRs of the Seyfert, composite, and
LINER galaxies will mistakenly include an AGN component.

Figure 20 shows the modes and 68% percentiles of the distribu-
tions of SFRs of the SFRS galaxies as inferred from different SFR
indicators for four different samples: all SFRS galaxies (full sample),
the star-forming galaxies (H 1) considered so far in this paper, the
non-H 1 (i.e., Seyfert, Composite, and LINER), and Seyfert galaxies.
The relative number of AGN or non star-forming galaxies slightly
differed between the SFR indicators we consider due to variations in
the photometric coverage for the different bands. The relative num-
bers are given in the bottom of the top panel of Figure 20. The SFR
distribution modes are not significantly biased by the presence of
AGN-hosting galaxies. A KS test was performed in order to obtain a
picture of the differences between the inferred SFR distributions of
the considered subsamples and the full sample. This way we examine
how much the distribution of SFRs in a survey blind to activity clas-
sification is affected by AGN galaxies. The corresponding p-values
are shown in Figure 20. The KS tests suggest that only for the 24 um
and Ha emission can we reject the null hypothesis that the SFR
distributions of the Seyfert galaxies and the full sample are drawn
from the same parent distribution, and with less confidence for the
non-H 1t versus the full sample. The Hur and full sample galaxies
show similar distributions for all SFR indicators. However, because
the full sample contains the individual subsets we are considering,
the KS tests can only be considered as indicative.

Overall, this comparison shows that for all the SFR indicators
except the 1.4 GHz emission, the bias introduced from AGNs in
the average SFR of samples blind to galaxy classification is not
significant. Due to the relative rarity of the luminous AGN in the local
Universe, those objects do not dominate the luminosity distribution
of galaxies, resulting to small bias in the corresponding SFRs. This
has the important implication that galaxy surveys that do not screen
AGN are not necessarily biased towards higher SFR both in terms of
their overall statistics and the inferred SFR distributions.

However, SFR measures for individual galaxies can be affected
by an AGN, which in turn may bias calibrations of SFR indicators.
Figure 20 shows the slopes of the linear-regression fits between var-
ious SFR indicators with SFRc:. In all cases except for the 1.4 GHz
emission, blindly including galaxies hosting AGNs in the samples
tends to flatten the slopes with the largest discrepancy in the case
of Seyfert galaxies. However, the Hir and the full samples (which
would be used in a blind survey) give consistent slopes within the
uncertainties. This is attributed to the fact that SFRS is a FIR selected
sample, which is biased towards star-forming galaxies, omitting the
bulk of luminous AGN (e.g., Lutz 2014).
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The AGN sample tends to show flatter slopes in the SFRyj o —SFRo¢
relation with respect to the H 11 and full samples. This is driven by an
Ha excess in the AGN sample in low luminosity galaxies. The flatter
relations of the 24 um and FIR-based SFRs with respect to the SFR¢o¢
could be due to the generally bluer IR SEDs of AGN in comparison
to star-forming galaxies (e.g., Green et al. 1992). In the case of
PAH 8 um SFR, the flatter slope with respect to the SFRoy is driven
by the preferential destruction of PAH molecules in the intense UV
field of luminous AGN. The calibrations between SFR| 4 gy, and
SFRyc is unaffected by AGNs. This could be because the majority
of AGN in our sample are low-luminosity AGN as indicated by the
comparison of their luminosity with the nuclear Ho luminosities of
star-forming galaxies (Maragkoudakis et al. 2018). In addition, the
radio luminosity distributions of AGN and Hu galaxies (Mahajan
et al. 2019) show that AGNs contribute in the higher luminosity
systems, where the contrast with star-forming activity is smaller.
Instead, in the low star-formation regime, the contribution of AGNs
is minimal resulting in similar behaviors between the SFR| 4 gy, and
SFR¢ot. The slopes of the one-to-one comparisons are more sensitive
to the AGN contribution in low-luminosity galaxies, while the modes
of the distributions are sensitive to the bulk of the population (most
at intermediate luminosities).

5.7 Metallicity and extinction

Given that the dust is composed of metals, one would expect a relation
between metallicity and extinction. Such a positive correlation has
been reported in previous studies (e.g., Boquien et al. 2009; Theios
et al. 2019; Shivaei et al. 2020a,b), although they show significant
scatter.

Maragkoudakis et al. (2018) measured the nuclear metallicities for
all star-forming galaxies in the SFRS sample. For the galaxies with
available long-slit spectra, Maragkoudakis et al. (2018) also provided
metallicities from large-aperture extractions encompassing the major
axis of the galaxy. We adopted these metallicities calculated through
the O3N2 calibration of Pettini & Pagel (2004):

[12 +10og(O/H)] =8.73 - 0.32 x O3N2 , 24)
where

f[Omhsom/fHﬁ

O3N2 = log , (25)

JINu] 16553 Ha
and f corresponds to each emission-line flux.

The metallicities of the SFRS galaxies range from sub-solar to
slightly super-solar values (8.1 < [12 + log(O/H)nuc] < 9) having
continuous coverage in between (Figure 21). The selection of the
SFRS galaxies was blind to metallicity, and the SFRS does not rep-
resent the full distribution of nearby galaxies’ metallicities. However,
it does give a good representation of the metallicity distribution of
common star-forming galaxies in the local Universe.

Figure 21 presents the SFRS galaxies metallicities as a function
of the extinction, calculated using each method we considered. We
only considered metallicities derived from the nuclear region because
the sample with metallicities tracing larger regions is much smaller
and biased to higher-metallicity galaxies (Figure 22). Nonetheless,
these are indicative of the average metallicities and can be used to
derive general correlations. For consistency, in this comparison we
use the nuclear Balmer-based extinction, in order to compare with
the metallicities derived from the same apertures.

The nuclear-region metallicities of the SFRS galaxies show a non-
linear behavior with respect to extinction. Galaxies with low extinc-
tion strongly correlate with low metallicities. Such galaxies are pre-

MNRAS 000, 1-20 (2020)
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Figure 20. Top: Modes and 68% confidence intervals of the distribution of
inferred SFRs of the complete SFRS (black), Hir (red), non-H 11 (blue), and
Seyfert (purple) galaxies for various SFR indicators. In the same column
with the points are the numbers of galaxies in each galaxy class, which may
differ based on each indicator’s photometric coverage. Next to the points are
p-values from the KS tests comparing the SFR distributions of each class
with the full SFRS sample. In each case the colours of the numbers match
the colour scheme of the galaxy classes. Bottom: The slopes S of linear-
regression fits of the form log SFRx = a + 8 10gSFR for different SFR
indicators and each galaxy class.

dominantly low-mass dwarf galaxies, while galaxies with extinction
E(B-V)Baimer = 0.5 have converged to the peak average metallicity
of our epoch [12+10g(O/H)pyc] =~ 8.75. This behavior is similar for
the considered extinction indicators, although the range of E(B-V)
is different. The comparison with the Balmer-decrement E(B-V)
shows a tighter relation because metallicity is measured from the
same nuclear regions, while the IRX and SED extinctions refer to
integrated-galaxy emission.

Unsurprisingly, low-mass galaxies tend to have lower metallicity
and extinction. This is the result of the well-studied mass/metallicity
relation (e.g., Lequeux et al. 1979; Tremonti et al. 2004; Somerville
& Davé 2015; Curti et al. 2020; Fontanot et al. 2021), which re-
flects the fact that low-mass galaxies have yet to build their stellar
component and thus the metal content of their ISM. Therefore, the
power component in Equation 26 describes the correlation between
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Table 5. Parameters for Eq. 26 describing the correlation between extinction
and metallicity.

Extinction indicator C Ey y
0.02 0.34 0.06
Balmer, nuclear 8.81% )5 09831  0.52*0 0
+0.03 +0.13 +0.12
IRX 8.76T5 0,  0.28T55  0.74T0 1
+0.02 +0.04 +0.16
SED ISM 8735501 0-16T50;  0.907 2

extinction and metallicity for the young galaxies that are still in the
process of building their stellar mass as well as their dust component.
However, intermediate and larger galaxies, have already reached the
average peak metallicity of our epoch, and as a result they have
increased dust mass, resulting in higher extinction.

The extinction—metallicity correlation can be described by a func-
tional form similar to that presented for the mass—metallicity relation
(Curti et al. 2020):

[12 +1log(O/H)] = C +log(1 - IO_E%y) , (26)

where E is the extinction, C is the asymptotic value of the [12 +
log(O/H)] metallicity after converging to the linear part of the corre-
lation, and E is the extinction at the turn-over of the relation. This
model was fitted with a MCMC using the Python emcee package
(Foreman-Mackey et al. 2013). The best-fit results for the different
extinction indicators are given in Table 5. Despite the significant
scatter in the data, Equation 26 describes quite well the correlation
as seen from the residuals plot. However, there is a group of points
with E(B—V)gaimer < 0.5 that tends to deviate from this relation.
This group of points (best seen in the residuals plot at the bot-
tom panels of Figure 21) share the common characteristic of being
dwarf highly star-forming galaxies (sSFR > 1079 M@yr_1 /Mop).
In dwarf galaxies experiencing intense star-formation, the bulk of the
Hea emission is expected to originate from individual star-formation
sites rather than their main body. Therefore, the measured extinction
also reflects attenuation by dust in the birth clouds rather than the
general ISM. Although these galaxies have lower overall dust content,
the larger optical depth towards these sites of star formation results
in higher measured extinction with respect to other galaxies of the
same metallicity. In addition, these galaxies are relatively small in
size, resulting in larger coverage of the star-forming regions by the
general ISM (Section 5.1) and therefore, larger extinction. The latter
is also supported by the fact that, with the use of the IRX extinction
indicator (which reflects emission from the full body of the galaxy
and not only the nuclear region), these galaxies show even larger
differences with respect to the overall relation.

6 SUMMARY

Through the use of the SFRS, a representative sample of local Uni-
verse star-forming galaxies this paper has:

(i) provided Ha photometry for 305 SFRS galaxies

(ii) provided calibrations of Ha-based SFRs with SFR¢y using
extinction corrections based on the Balmer decrement, IRX, and
SED fits, as well as corrections for the contribution of the [Nii]
emission.

(iii) compared the hybrid indicators of the 24 ym + He, 8 ym +
Ha, and FIR + FUYV, finding good agreement.

(iv) shown that SFRs derived through SED fits agree with the
SFRs based on FIR + FUV emission for SFR > 1 Mg yr~! but show
larger scatter for lower SFR.
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Figure 21. Metallicity of the SFRS star-forming galaxies as a function of extinction. Plots from left to right use Balmer decrement, IRX, and SED-based
extinction, respectively. The points are color-coded depending on their sSSFR, while their size reflects the logarithm of the stellar mass of the galaxies (larger
points indicate larger mass; See Figure 11 for reference). This comparison involves 250, 233, and 221 star-forming SFRS galaxies for the comparison with
extinction derived through the Balmer decrement, IRX, and SED fits respectively, depending on spectroscopic and photometric availability, and the quality of
the SED fits. The yellow dashed-dotted line shows the solar metallicity. The black dashed curve shows the best-fit relation (Table 5) and the shaded areas indicate
the fit uncertainties. The black error bar at the center-right of each panel indicates the median uncertainties. Subplots show the fit residuals.
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Figure 22. The distribution of metallicities [12 + log(O/H)] for the host and
nucleus of SFRS galaxies (Maragkoudakis et al. 2018) with orange and blue
continuous dashed-dotted lines respectively.

(v) proposed a new calibration for measuring SFRs from the radio
1.4 GHz emission, based on comparison with He emission

(vi) shown that low mass galaxies show a deficit in their radio
emission with respect to Ha emission

(vii) shown that AGNs bias the calibration of SFR indicators but
have a small effect when measuring the star-forming activity of large
samples of galaxies

(viii) provided a function that describes the correlation between
the nuclear-region metallicity with the IRX, Balmer decrement, and
SED-based extinction for a wide range of metallicity and extinction.
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The table columns are:

(1): SFRS ID.

(2): Common galaxy name.

(3): Right ascension (J2000).

(4): Declination (J2000).

(5): BPT classification presented by Maragkoudakis et al. (2018). Hi, Sy, TO, and LNR correspond to star-forming, Seyfert, transition object, and LINER galaxies respectively.
(6): Distance (Mpc) from Ashby et al. (2011).
(7):10g fia+[Nu] (erg s~ cm™2).

(8): log fHa+[Nu) (e1g s cm™2) 68% uncertainty.
9) fwise-1 (mly).

(10) fwisg-2 (mly).

(11) fwisg-3 (mly).

(12) fwisg-4 (mly).
(13): E(B-V)Balmer, nuclear Presented by Maragkoudakis et al. (2018).

(14): E(B=V)Baimer calculated as described in Section 4.2.

(15): E(B-V)rx presented by Mahajan et al. (2019).

(16): E(B-V)sgp from Maragkoudakis et al. in prep.

(17): log fiNu)/fHe presented by Maragkoudakis et al. (2018).

(18): [12 +10g(O/H)pucleus] presented by Maragkoudakis et al. (2018).

(19): [12 +1og(O/H)pest] presented by Maragkoudakis et al. (2018).

(20): log SFRy, (Mo yr‘l). Ha flux is corrected for the [N 11] contribution and extinction based on Balmer decrement.
(21): log SFRyot (Mg yr‘l) presented by Mahajan et al. (2019).

(22): log SFRggp (M@ yr~!) from Maragkoudakis et al. in prep.

(23): log SFRo4ym (Mo yr™1).

(24): log SFR24umiHe (Mo yr~1). Ha flux is corrected for the [N 1] contribution.
(25): log SFRpAH $um+Ha Mo yr‘l). Ha flux is corrected for the [N 1] contribution.
(26): log My (M) presented by Maragkoudakis et al. (2017).

(0202) 0T-1 ‘000 SYININ

@ ) 3 “ » © O ©® O do dn d2 a3 a4 ds de dn d® A9 (20 @hH  (22) (23) @@ (25 @26
1 IC486 08:00:20 +26:36:49 Sy 114.4 -12.46 0.03 35.9 33.17 72.99 208.56 0.61 0.38 0.25 0.64 0.07 0.62 047 0.41 1.07 1.02 0.5

2 1C2217 08:00:50 +27:30:02 Hm 76.1 -11.86 0.01 18.84 13.13 100.91 235.14 0.47 0.12 0.21 0.61 -0.42 8.77 8.72 0.73 0.61 0.71 0.58 0.82 0.9 10.48
3 NGC 2500 08:01:53 +50:44:14 LNR 15.0 -11.66 0.01 79.51 46.32 128.75 193.41 0.07 0.06 0.07 0.15 -0.45 -0.56 -0.28 -1.02 -0.99 -0.51 -0.35

4 NGC2512 08:03:08 +23:23:31 Hu 69.3 -12.19 0.14 0.43 0.37 -0.31 8.85 8.74 0.62 0.81 0.8 10.9
5 MCG6-18-009 08:03:29 +33:27:44 Hu 164.3 19.98 12.89 56.69 141.8 0.52 0.28 0.71 -0.29 8.8 1.03 1.07 1.17 11.24
6 MK 1212 08:07:06 +27:07:34 Hu 173.3 0.66 -0.28 8.74 1.31 10.95
7 IRAS08072+1847 08:10:07 +18:38:18 Hun 70.8 -13.25 0.02 0.9 0.59 -0.2 8.74 -0.17 0.88 0.78 10.01
8 NGC 2532 08:10:15 +33:57:24 Hu 77.6 -11.69 0.01 60.59 39.97 274.22 549.14 0.85 0.34 0.19 0.42 -0.42 8.76 8.72 1.21 093 0.96 0.89 1.07 1.19 11.11
9 UGC4261 08:10:56 +36:49:41 Hu 93.2 -12.34 0.07 8.05 5.31 30.56 112.35 0.33 0.05 0.13 0.43 -0.6 8.53 0.37 0.54 046 0.79 0.83 0.6 10.14

10 NGC 2535 08:11:13 +25:12:24 Hun 61.6 -11.83 0.09 39.01 22.81 126.37 265.92 0.32 0.15 0.17 0.45 -0.43 8.87 8.66 0.63 0.52 0.59 0.34 0.63 0.75 10.68
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