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ABSTRACT

We present kinematics of 6 local extremely metal-poor galaxies (EMPGs) with low metallicities

(0.016 − 0.098 Z�) and low stellar masses (104.7 − 107.6M�). Taking deep medium-high resolution

(R ∼ 7500) integral-field spectra with 8.2-m Subaru, we resolve the small inner velocity gradients

and dispersions of the EMPGs with Hα emission. Carefully masking out sub-structures originated by

inflow and/or outflow, we fit 3-dimensional disk models to the observed Hα flux, velocity, and velocity-

dispersion maps. All the EMPGs show rotational velocities (vrot) of 5–23 km s−1 smaller than the

velocity dispersions (σ0) of 17–31 km s−1, indicating dispersion-dominated (vrot/σ0 = 0.29− 0.80 < 1)

systems affected by inflow and/or outflow. Except for two EMPGs with large uncertainties, we find that

the EMPGs have very large gas-mass fractions of fgas ' 0.9 − 1.0. Comparing our results with other

Hα kinematics studies, we find that vrot/σ0 decreases and fgas increases with decreasing metallicity,

decreasing stellar mass, and increasing specific star-formation rate. We also find that simulated high-z

(z ∼ 7) forming galaxies have gas fractions and dynamics similar to the observed EMPGs. Our EMPG

observations and the simulations suggest that primordial galaxies are gas-rich dispersion-dominated

systems, which would be identified by the forthcoming James Webb Space Telescope (JWST) obser-

vations at z ∼ 7.

Keywords: Galaxy formation (595); Galaxy structure (622); Star formation (1569); Galaxy kinematics

(602); Dwarf galaxies (416)

1. INTRODUCTION

Primordial galaxies characterized by low metallicities
and low stellar masses are important to understand

galaxy formation. Cosmological and hydrodynamical

simulations (e.g., Wise et al. 2012; Yajima et al. 2022)

have predicted that primordial galaxies at z ∼ 10 would

form in low-mass halos with halo masses of ∼ 108 M�.

Such simulated primordial galaxies at z & 7 show low

gas-phase metallicities of . 1% of the solar abundance

(Z�), specific star-formation rates (sSFRs) of ∼ 100

Gyr−1, and low stellar masses of . 106 M�. Despite

their scientific relevance, it is difficult to observe primor-

dial galaxies due to their faintness. Isobe et al. (2022;

hereafter Paper IV) have estimated an Hα flux of a pri-

mordial galaxy with M∗ = 106 M� as a function of

redshift, and demonstrated that even the current-best

spectrographs such as Keck/LRIS or Keck/MOSFIRE

cannot observe the primordial galaxy at z & 0.5 without

any gravitational lensing magnification (e.g., Kikuchi-

hara et al. 2020).

Kinematics of high-z primordial galaxies can pro-

vide us a hint of what kind of mechanism (e.g., in-

flow/outflow) would impact on the early galaxy forma-

tion. We are still lacking a good handle on the detailed

gas dynamical state, often quantified in broad terms by

the relative level of rotation, via the vrot/σ0 ratio (e.g.,

Förster Schreiber et al. 2009). Integral-field unit (IFU)

observations (e.g., Wisnioski et al. 2015; Herrera-Camus

et al. 2022) have reported that star-forming galaxies

show vrot/σ0 ratios decreasing from vrot/σ0 ∼ 10 to ∼ 2

with increasing redshift from z ∼ 0 to 5.5, while such ob-

servations are currently limited to massive (∼ 1010 M�)

galaxies. It is important to directly determine whether

low-mass (. 106 M�) primordial galaxies are truly dom-

inated by dispersion.

Complementary to the high-z kinematics studies,

some studies have reported vrot/σ0 values of local galax-
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ies with lower stellar masses. Local galaxies are ad-

vantageous for conducting deep observations with high

spectral and spatial resolutions. The SHαDE survey

(Barat et al. 2020) has made a significant progress in

extracting vrot and σ0 values of local dwarf galaxies

with stellar masses down to ∼ 106 M�. These obser-

vations suggest that the ratio vrot/σ0 decreases down to

. 1 with decreasing M∗ down to ∼ 106 M�. However,

the SHαDE galaxies have gas-phase oxygen metallici-

ties1 higher than 12 + log(O/H) ∼ 7.69 that correspond

to Z ∼ 0.1 Z� (Asplund et al. 2021), which are still & 1

dex higher than that of the simulated high-z primordial

galaxy (Wise et al. 2012).

To understand the kinematic properties of chemically-

primordial galaxies, we investigate Hα kinematics of lo-

cal galaxies with Z ≤ 0.1 Z� that are often referred to

as extremely metal-poor galaxies (e.g., Kunth & Östlin

2000; Izotov et al. 2012), abbreviated as EMPGs (Ko-

jima et al. 2020, hereafter Paper I). Although EMPGs

become rarer toward lower redshifts (Morales-Luis et al.

2011), various studies have reported the presence of

EMPGs in the local universe. Representative and well-

studied EMPGs are SBS0335−052 (Izotov et al. 2009),

AGC198691 (Hirschauer et al. 2016), Little Cub (Hsyu

et al. 2017), DDO68 (Pustilnik et al. 2005), IZw18 (Izo-

tov & Thuan 1998), and Leo P (Skillman et al. 2013).

Izotov et al. (2018) have pinpointed J0811+4730 with a

low metallicity of 0.02 Z�.

Recently, a project “Extremely Metal-Poor Represen-

tatives Explored by the Subaru Survey (EMPRESS)”

has been launched (Paper I). EMPRESS aims to se-

lect faint EMPG photometric candidates from Sub-

aru/Hyper Suprime-Cam (HSC; Miyazaki et al. 2018)

deep optical (ilim = 26 mag; Aihara et al. 2019) images,

which are ∼ 2 dex deeper than those of SDSS. Conduct-

ing follow-up spectroscopic observations of the EMPG

photometric candidates, EMPRESS has identified new

12 EMPGs with low stellar masses of 104.2–106.6 M�
(Papers I, IV; Nakajima et al. 2022, hereafter Paper

V; Xu et al. 2022, hereafter Paper VI). Remarkably,

J1631+4426 has been reported to have a metallicity of

0.016 Z�, which is the lowest metallicity idenitifed so

far (Paper I).

Including the 12 low-mass EMPGs found by EM-

PRESS, Paper V summarizes 103 local EMPGs iden-

tified so far whose metallicities are accurately measured

with the direct-temperature method (e.g., Izotov et al.

2006). The 103 EMPGs show low metallicities of 0.016–

1 Drawn from the SDSS MPA-JHU catalog (Tremonti et al. 2004;
Brinchmann et al. 2004).

0.1 Z�, low stellar masses of ∼ 104–108 M�, and high

sSFRs of ∼ 1–400 Gyr−1 (Paper V). These features re-

semble the simulated primordial galaxy at z & 7 (Wise

et al. 2012), suggesting that EMPGs would be good lo-

cal analogs of high-z primordial galaxies (but see also

Isobe et al. 2021, hereafter Paper III).

This paper is the ninth paper of EMPRESS, reporting

Hα kinematics of EMPGs observed with Subaru/Faint

Object Camera and Spectrograph (FOCAS) IFU (Ozaki

et al. 2020) in a series of the Subaru Intensive Program

entitled EMPRESS 3D (PI: M. Ouchi). So far, EM-

PRESS has released 8 papers related to EMPGs, each of

which reports the survey design (Paper I), high Fe/O ra-

tios suggestive of massive stars (Kojima et al. 2021, here-

after Paper II; Paper IV), morphology (Paper III), low-Z

ends of metallicity diagnostics (Paper V), outflows (Pa-

per VI), the shape of incident spectrum that reproduces

high-ionization lines (Umeda et al. 2022, hereafter Pa-

per VII), and the primordial He abundance (Matsumoto

et al. 2022, hereafter Paper VIII).

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 explains

our observational targets. The observations are summa-

rized in Section 3. Section 4 reports Hα flux, velocity,

and velocity-dispersion maps of our targets. Our kine-

matic analysis is described in Section 5. Section 6 lists

our results. We discuss kinematics of primordial galaxies

in Section 7. Our findings are summarized in Section 8.

Throughout this paper, magnitudes are in the AB sys-

tem (Oke & Gunn 1983). We assume a standard ΛCDM

cosmology with parameters of (Ωm, ΩΛ, H0) = (0.3, 0.7,

70 km s−1 Mpc−1). The solar metallicity Z� is defined

by 12 + log(O/H) = 8.69 (Asplund et al. 2021).

2. SAMPLE

We select 6 EMPGs visible on the observing nights

(Section 3.1) and having relatively strong Hβ fluxes

at a given metallicity so that we obtain kinematics

of the EMPGs with high signal-to-noise (SN) ratios.

Details of the observational strategy will be reported

in Xu et al. (in prep.). The 6 EMPGs consists

of J1631+4426 (Paper I), IZw18 (e.g., Searle & Sar-

gent 1972), SBS0335−052E (e.g., Izotov et al. 1997),

HS0822+3542 (Kniazev et al. 2000), J1044+0353 (Pa-

paderos et al. 2008), and J2115−1734 (Paper I).

We note that the 4 EMPGs other than J1631+4426

or J2115−1734 have radio and/or optical integral-field

spectroscopy conducted by previous studies. IZw18

has H i observations with VLA (Lelli et al. 2012).

SBS0335−052E also has VLA H i observations (Pustil-

nik et al. 2001) as well as VLT/MUSE Hα observations

with a spectral resolution of R ∼ 3000 (Herenz et al.

2017). Our observations with FOCAS IFU are com-
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Table 1. Properties of the observed 6 EMPGs

# Name R.A. Decl. Redshift 12 + log(O/H) log(M∗) log(SFR) log(sSFR)

hh:mm:ss dd:mm:ss M� M� yr−1 Gyr−1

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9)

1 J1631+4426 16:31:14.24 +44:26:04.43 0.0313 6.90 ± 0.031 5.91 −1.31 1.8

2 IZw18NW 09:34:02.03 +55:14:28.07 0.0024 7.16 ± 0.012 7.13 −1.44 0.5

3 SBS0335−052E 03:37:44.06 −05:02:40.19 0.0135 7.22 ± 0.075 7.65 −0.44 1.0

4 HS0822+3542 08:25:55.44 +35:32:31.92 0.0020 7.45 ± 0.026 4.67 −2.28 2.2

5 J1044+0353 10:44:57.79 +03:53:13.15 0.0130 7.48 ± 0.016 6.07 −0.99 2.1

6 J2115−1734 21:15:58.33 −17:34:45.09 0.0230 7.68 ± 0.011 6.61 0.31 2.7

Note—(1) Number. (2) Name. (3) Right ascension in J2000. (4) Declination in J2000. (5) Redshift. (6) Metallicity. (7) Stellar
mass. (8) Star-formation rate based on Hα luminosity. (9) Specific star-formation rate. References: 1Paper I; 2Izotov & Thuan
(1998); 3Annibali et al. (2013); 4Thuan et al. (1997); 5Izotov et al. (2009); 6Kniazev et al. (2003); 7This paper; 8Kniazev et al.
(2000); 9Berg et al. (2016)

plementary to those previous observations of IZw18 and

SBS0335−052E because of our higher spectral resolution

(R ∼ 7500, Section 3.1). HS0822+3542 and J1044+0353

have Hα observations with 6-m BTA/Fabry-Perot inter-

ferometer having R ∼ 8000 (Moiseev et al. 2010). FO-

CAS IFU can detect emission lines ∼ 2 times fainter

than those of Fabry-Perot interferometer with a similar

spectral resolution.

Properties of the observed 6 EMPGs are listed in

Table 1. The 6 EMPGs have low metallicities of

12 + log(O/H) = 6.90–7.68, low stellar masses of

log(M∗/M�) = 4.7–7.6, and high specific star-formation

rates of log(sSFR/Gyr−1) = 0.5–2.7. These properties

indicate that the 6 EMPGs are the best available analogs

of primordial galaxies in the early universe. We em-

phasize that the 6 EMPGs include J1631+4426 having

12 + log(O/H) = 6.90 (Paper I), which is the lowest

gas-phase metallicity among galaxies identified so far.

3. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA ANALYSIS

3.1. Observations and Data Reduction

This section reports our spectroscopic observations

with FOCAS IFU (Ozaki et al. 2020). FOCAS IFU

is an IFU with an image slicer installed in FOCAS

(Kashikawa et al. 2002) mounted on a Cassegrain fo-

cus of the Subaru 8.2-m telescope. The large diame-

ter of the Subaru Telescope allows FOCAS IFU to per-

form deep integral-field spectroscopy with a 5σ limiting

flux of ∼ 1× 10−17 erg s−1 cm−2 arcsec−2 (Ozaki et al.

2020)2. The FoV of FOCAS IFU is 13.′′5 (slice length

direction; hereafter X direction) × 10.′′0 (slice width di-

2 Under the assumptions of an 1-hour exposure and an extended
source whose intrinsic line width is negligible with respect to the
instrumental broadening.

rection; hereafter Y direction). The pixel scale in a re-

duced data cube is 0.′′215 (X direction) and 0.′′435 (Y

direction).

We carried out spectroscopy with FOCAS IFU for

the 6 EMPGs (Section 2). The observing nights were

2021 August 13, November 24, and December 13. We

set pointing positions so that the whole structures of

EMPGs are covered with single FoVs.

We used the mid-high-dispersion grism of VPH680 of-

fering the spectral resolution of R ∼ 7500. We took com-

parison frames of the ThAr lamp. We observed Feige67,

HZ44, BD28, Feige110, and Feige34 as standard stars.

All the nights were clear with seeing sizes of ∼ 0.′′7.

We use a reduction pipeline software of FOCAS IFU3

based on PyRAF (Tody 1986) and Astropy (Astropy

Collaboration et al. 2013). The software performs bias

subtraction, flat-fielding, cosmic-ray cleaning, sky sub-

traction, wavelength calibration with the comparison

frames, and flux calibration. We estimate flux errors

containing read-out noises and photon noises of sky and

object emissions.

It should be noted that there remain systematic ve-

locity differences among the slices even after the wave-

length calibration with the comparison frames. We con-

ducted additional wavelength calibration with sky emis-

sion lines around observed wavelengths of Hα.

3.2. Flux, Velocity, and Velocity Dispersion

Measurement

At all the spaxels, we fit Hα lines using a single Gaus-

sian function (+ constant) to measure Hα fluxes, (rel-

ative) velocities, and velocity dispersions. We derive a

3 https://www2.nao.ac.jp/∼shinobuozaki/focasifu/

https://www2.nao.ac.jp/~shinobuozaki/focasifu/
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fi

fi+1

λi = 0 λi+1 = 4d

Approximation
f(λ) = aλ2 + bλ + c

i th slit i+1 th sliti–1 th slit

λi–1 = –4d

fi–1

λ–2d 2dλshift

Flux

w = 4d

Original
flux profile

X

Y

Sky

CCD

Slice width

Figure 1. Explanation of the slit-width effect. The inset
panel shows a schematic figure of an object on the celestial
sphere. The X (Y) direction denotes the slice length (width)
direction. The blue solid lines describe the position of the
single slice. The light coming into the slice (blue shaded) is
projected onto the CCD, where the Y direction in the sky
is parallel to the wavelength (λ) direction on the CCD. The
original spatial flux profile projected onto the CCD (black
dashed curve) provides fluxes of (i−1), i, and (i+1)th slices
(fi−1, fi, and fi+1, respectively). The original flux profile
is assumed to be approximated by the quadratic function
f(λ) = aλ2 +bλ+c (red solid curve) within the λ range from
−2d to 2d. We estimate the systematic wavelength shift orig-
inating from the slit-width effect (λshift) from a barycenter
of the flux following f(λ) intercepted by the slice.

line-spread function (LSF) by measuring widths of sky

lines. A typical sky line has a full-width half maximum

(FWHM) of ∼ 0.8–1 Å. Assuming that both the Hα

lines from the EMPGs and the sky lines agree well with

the Gaussian function, we obtain the intrinsic velocity

dispersions by subtracting the LSFs from the observed

velocity dispersions quadratically. We confirm that the

assumption is reasonable for most of the Hα lines and

the sky lines other than some turbulent regions with

multiple velocity components (Section 4).

We estimate the errors of the velocities and velocity

dispersions by running the Monte Carlo simulations sim-

ilar to the procedure of Herenz et al. (2016). We make

100 mock data cubes from our data cubes perturbed by

the noise data cubes, and measure the velocities and

velocity dispersions from each mock data cube. We re-

gard the standard deviations of the derived velocities

and velocity dispersions as the errors. The errors include

the uncertainties of the LSFs, the additional wavelength

calibration with the sky lines (Section 3.1), and the slit-

width effect correction (see Section 3.3), because we per-

form these corrections using each mock data cube. Typ-

ical uncertainties of the velocity and velocity dispersion

in each spaxel are ∼ 1.7 and ∼ 1.6 km s−1, respectively.

We self-consistently obtain the errors of the kinematic

parameters in Sections 5.2 and 5.3 based on the 100

mock data cubes, in the same manner as we measure

the errors of the velocities and velocity dispersions.

3.3. Slit-width Effect Correction

It should be noted that the observed velocities suf-

fer from systematic wavelength shifts known as the slit-

width effect (e.g., Bacon et al. 1995). Figure 1 illus-

trates the mechanism of the slit-width effect. The ar-

tificial wavelength shift is caused by a flux gradient in

the Y direction (in each slice) that follows the dispersion

(wavelength) axis (λ direction thereafter) on the CCD.

Assuming a 2D Gaussian function for the (spatial)

flux profile (i.e., assuming a point source), Bacon et al.

(1995) have derived the wavelength shifts originating

from the slit-width effect. Considering that all our tar-

gets are extended and complex sources, we expanded the

method to more flexible flux profiles. The wavelength

shift λshift can be estimated from a barycenter of the

flux intercepted by the slice as follows:

λshift =

∫ 0.5w

−0.5w
λf(λ)dλ∫ 0.5w

−0.5w
f(λ)dλ

, (1)

where w and f(λ) are a slice width projected onto the

CCD and a flux profile in the Y direction, respectively.

Because the pseudo slit width is sampled by 4 pixels for

each slice, w in the unit of Å is given by w = 4d, where

d is a dispersion in the unit of Å pixel−1.

We approximate f(λ) by a quadratic function f(λ) =

aλ2 + bλ+ c so that the function form is determined by

the 3 points (λi−1, fi−1), (λi, fi), and (λi+1, fi+1) in

Figure 1, where fi−1, fi, and fi+1 represent fluxes of

(i − 1)th, ith, and (i + 1)th slices, respectively. In this

case, λshift can be calculated as follows:

λshift =

∫ 2d

−2d
λ(aλ2 + bλ+ c)dλ∫ 2d

−2d
(aλ2 + bλ+ c)dλ

=
4bd2

4ad2 + 3c
. (2)

We derive a, b, and c from the equations below:

a=
fi−1 − 2fi + fi+1

16d2

b=
fi+1 − fi−1

4d
(3)

c= fi.

Using Equations 2 and 3, we obtain

λshift =
4(fi+1 − fi−1)

fi−1 + 10fi + fi+1
d. (4)

We infer from Equation 4 that high-dispersion dispersers

make the slit-width effect weak. VPH680 has only
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km s-1

(c) Corrected (d) Average (e) Residual(b) Slit-width effect(a) Observed

Figure 2. Confirmation of the slit-width effect correction using SBS0335−052E. (a) Observed velocity map. (b) Velocity shift
generated by the slit-width effect. (c) Velocity map corrected for the slit-width effect. (d) Average of the 2 velocity maps whose
position angles are different by 180 degree. (e) Residual of the corrected map and the average map. The gray contours illustrate
SN ratios in the order of 5, 10, 20, ... from the outside.

km s-1

Figure 3. (Left) Residual of the observed velocity map
and the average map in Figure 2. (Right) Residual of the
corrected map and the average map, i.e., same as panel (e)
in Figure 2, but with the smaller velocity range.

d = 0.22 Å pixel−1, which results in velocity shifts pro-

duced by the slit-width effect of only ∼ ±10 km s−1 un-

der the assumption of the seeing size of 0.′′7. Although

the velocity shift (∼ 10 km s−1) is small, it is impor-

tant to correct the slit-width effect because the low-mass

EMPGs are expected to have small velocity gradients

(Section 4).

Panel (a) of Figure 2 shows an observed velocity map

of one of the EMPGs (SBS0335−052E), and panel (b)

represents velocity shifts caused by the slit-width ef-

fect. A velocity map corrected for the slit-width effect

is shown in panel (c).

To test our slit-width effect correction, we observed

SBS0335−052E with 2 frames whose position angles are

different by 180 degree. We expect that an average of

the 2 velocity maps obtained from the 2 frames cancel

out the slit-width effect. Panel (d) of Figure 2 shows

the average map, and panel (e) represents residuals of

the corrected map and the average map. The residu-

als are smaller than the velocity shifts caused by the

slit-width effect. Figure 3 compares residuals of the ob-

served velocity map and the average map (i.e., residuals

NOT corrected for the slit-width effect; left) and resid-

uals of the corrected velocity map and the average map

(i.e., residuals corrected for the slit-width effect; right).

Figure 3 shows that the residuals get much smaller af-

ter the slit-width effect correction. The small residuals

of ∼ ±5 km s−1 also indicate that the corrected map

agrees well with the average map. Thus, we conclude

that our slit-width correction works well.

We evaluate the uncertainty of the slit-width effect

correction by performing Monte Carlo simulation based

on flux errors. A typical value of the uncertainty is 0.3

km s−1.

4. FLUX, VELOCITY, & DISPERSION MAPS

Figure 4 summarizes Hα flux, velocity, and veloc-

ity dispersion maps of the 6 EMPGs as well as gri

images cut out of the FoV of FOCAS IFU. We note

that only 2 EMPGs of #1 and 5 (i.e., J1631+4426 and

J1044+0353) have images of the HSC-Subaru Strategic

Program (SSP) Public Data Release (PDR) 3 (Aihara

et al. 2022). The deep HSC images of the 2 EMPGs are

shown in Figure 4, while the other gri images are taken

from the Pan-STARRS catalog (Flewelling et al. 2020).

We report morphological and kinematic features of each

EMPG below, checking the consistency with previous

IFU studies.

#1 J1631+4426: The HSC gri image illustrates that

J1631+4426 consists of a blue clump (indicated by the

cyan arrow) and a white diffuse structure elongated from

north to south (white arrow). We refer to the white

structure as the “EMPG tail” (Paper III). The Hα flux

map shows that the Hα flux of J1631+4426 is domi-

nated by the blue clump, which indicates that star for-

mation in J1631+4426 should mainly occur in that re-

gion. Paper I has confirmed that the blue clump has the

very low metallicity of 12 + log(O/H) = 6.90 (Section

2) based on the direct-temperature method, while the

EMPG tail can have a metallicity even lower than the

blue clump based on the [O iii]λ5007/Hα ratio (Kashi-

wagi et al. 2021). The velocity map shows that the blue

clump is discontinuously redshifted by ∼ 20 km s−1 with

respect to the EMPG tail, which indicates that the blue
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Figure 4. (Left) gri images of the 6 EMPGs cut out of the FoV of FOCAS IFU. The numbers correspond to those in Table
1. The images of #1 and 5 are drawn from the HSC-SSP PDR3 (Aihara et al. 2022), while the others are taken from the
Pan-STARRS catalog (Flewelling et al. 2020). (Middle left) Observed Hα flux maps. The flux values in each flux map are
normalized by the maximum flux value of each EMPG. The black crosses show flux peaks. The gray contours are the same as
those in Figure 2. (Middle right) Velocity maps showing relative velocities that fit well in the velocity range from −40 to 40 km
s−1. The velocity values are corrected for the slit-width effect (Section 3.3). (Right) Intrinsic velocity-dispersion maps (Section
3.3).
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clump and the EMPG tail are not in the same kinematic

structure. The blue clump itself shows a weak velocity

gradient of ∼ 10 km s−1 from east to west, while the

velocity dispersion is relatively high (∼ 25 km s−1).

#2 IZw18: IZw18 has 2 main blue clumps of IZw18

Northwest (NW) and IZw18 Southeast (SE), both of

which have been confirmed to be EMPGs (Izotov &

Thuan 1998). IZw18NW is blueshifted by ∼ 40 km s−1

with respect to IZw18SE (at around their flux peaks),

consistent with the H i gas kinematics (Lelli et al. 2012).

We thus think that IZw18NW and IZw18SE are not in

the same kinematic structure. IZw18NW shows a com-

plex morphokinematic structure. In the Hα flux map,

we find that the arc-like structure indicated by the gray

curve (Hα arc; Dufour & Hester 1990) has a velocity

similar to that of IZw18NW, which indicates that the

Hα arc and IZw18NW belong to the same kinematic

structure. In the velocity map, we also identify a ve-

locity structure that is redshifted by ∼ 20 km s−1 with

respect to the flux peak of IZw18NW (red circle). The

velocity structure has a relatively high velocity disper-

sion of ∼ 30 km s−1, which implies that the structure is

not settled. IZw18NW itself does not show a clear bulk

rotation (i.e., not likely to be dominated by rotation).

#3 SBS0335−052E: The gri image shows that

SBS0335−052E consists of a large blue clump (thick

cyan arrow) and a western subclump (thin cyan arrow).

In the velocity map, we confirm that SBS0335−052E

has a redshifted (∼ +20 km s−1) region at northeast

(red circle) and a blueshifted (∼ −30 km s−1) region at

northwest (blue circle). The redshifted and blueshifted

regions seem connected to the northeast and north fil-

aments identified with the wide-field MUSE Hα obser-

vations (Herenz et al. 2017), respectively. Both regions

have relatively high velocity dispersions of ∼ 60 km s−1,

which agree with the scenario that the 2 structures are

created by outflows (Herenz et al. 2017). The south-

ern area of SBS0335−052E generally shows a relatively

low velocity dispersion of ∼ 30 km s−1, which indicates

that the southern area is relatively settled. The south-

ern area shows a bulk velocity gradient of ∼ 20 km s−1

from northwest to southeast.

#4 HS0822+3542: HS0822+3542 consists of a blue

clump (cyan arrow) and a very diffuse EMPG tail elon-

gated from southeast to northwest (white arrow). The

Hα map indicates that the major star formation occurs

in the blue clump. We find a very weak velocity gra-

dient of ∼ 5 km s−1 in the blue clump from north to

south. HS0822+3542 shows a high velocity dispersion

of ∼ 20 km s−1, which is comparable to the previous

observations (Moiseev et al. 2010).

#1 #2 #3

#4 #5 #6

Figure 5. Mask map. The white regions correspond to the
masked regions (Section 5.1).

#5 J1044+0353: The deep HSC image shows that

J1044+0353 is composed of a western giant blue clump

(thick cyan arrow), an eastern small blue clump (thin

cyan arrow), and 3 white clumps between the 2 blue

clumps (white arrow)4. We regard the 3 white clumps

as the EMPG tail. The Hα map indicates that the ma-

jor star formation occurs in the giant blue clump. We

obtain similar velocity and velocity dispersion maps to

Moiseev et al. (2010)’s result, while we show more clearly

that the small blue clump emits Hα. We find that the

2 blue clumps are redshifted by ∼ 20 km s−1 with re-

spect to the EMPG tail, which indicate that the 2 blue

clumps and the EMPG tail are not in the same kine-

matic structure. We find that the giant blue clump has

a weak velocity gradient of ∼ 20 km s−1 from southeast

to northwest, while the velocity dispersion (∼ 30 km

s−1) is quite high.

#6 J2115−1734: J2115−1734 consists of a blue clump

(cyan arrow) and a north-east EMPG tail (white arrow).

The majority of star formation is likely to occur in the

blue clump. The EMPG tail is redshifted by ∼ 40 km

s−1 with respect to the blue clump. Although the ob-

served velocity field continuously changes between the

blue clump and the EMPG tail, J2115−1734 shows a

relatively high velocity dispersion of ∼ 40 km s−1 orig-

inating from 2 different velocity components. The blue

clump itself has a weak velocity gradient of ∼ 20 km s−1

from northeast to southwest with a velocity dispersion

of ∼ 30 km s−1.

In summary, all 6 EMPGs look irregular and domi-

nated by dispersion rather than rotation. Their rotation

velocities are not likely to be significant. In Section 5,

we analyze the kinematics of the EMPGs more quanti-

tatively.

4 Using the 300B grism with a wide wavelength coverage, we detect
[O iii]λλ4959,5007 lines at z = 0.27 from the southern red object
(orange arrow). This means that the red object is a background
galaxy and thus not related to J1044+0353.
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5. KINEMATIC ANALYSIS

5.1. Masking

Below, we quantify the level of rotation of the EMPGs

by assuming that those systems are represented by a sin-

gle rotating disk. The dynamical center of the disk is

thought to be located at the Hα flux peak of the main

blue clump (IZw18NW for IZw18) under the assump-

tions of the gas-mass dominance on the galactic scale

(cf. e.g., Herrera-Camus et al. 2022) and the empir-

ical positive correlation between the gas mass surface

density Σgas and the SFR surface density ΣSFR (a.k.a.

Kennicutt-Schmidt law; Kennicutt 1998). We confirm

that these assumptions are reasonable by deriving the

mass profile of each EMPG (Section 6.2). In the fol-

lowing analysis, we use only the region within the Kron

radius of the main blue clump to remove the contami-

nation from EMPG tails (IZw18SE for IZw18). We also

mask spaxels with velocity dispersions higher than the

flux-weighted 84th percentile of the distribution of the

velocity dispersions because such regions are thought to

be highly turbulent (Egorov et al. 2021). The white

regions of Figure 5 show the masked regions.

5.2. Non-parametric Method

We calculate a shearing velocity vshear of each EMPG,

which is a non-paramteric kinematic property widely

used in the literature (e.g., Law et al. 2009; Herenz et al.

2016). We derive vshear from

vshear =
1

2
(vmax − vmin), (5)

where vmax (vmin) is the 95th (5th) percentile of the

velocity distribution (Herenz et al. 2016). We note that

high vshear values do not necessarily imply the existence

of rotation because different velocity components in the

complex velocity fields can mimic rotation patterns at

small scales. In this sense, vshear can be regarded as an

upper limit of the rotation velocity. The global velocity

dispersion can be quantified by the flux-weighted median

of the distribution of the velocity dispersions (σmed).

We calculate the errors of the vshear and σmed values

(∆vshear
and ∆σmed

, respectively) by running the Monte

Carlo simulations explained in Section 3.2. We list vshear

and σmed of the 6 EMPGs in Table 2. The medians

of our vshear/∆vshear
and σmed/∆σmed

values are 22 and

73, respectively. These values are comparable to those

of Herenz et al. (2016)’s observations, whose spectral

resolutions and SN ratios of Hα are similar to those of

our observations. Herenz et al. (2016)’s vshear/∆vshear ∼
22 and σmed/∆σmed

∼ 108, respectively.

5.3. Parametric Method

We conduct detailed dynamical modeling with the 3D

parametric code GalPaK3D (Bouché et al. 2015). Con-

straining morphological and kinematic properties simul-

taneously from 3D data cubes, GalPaK3D provides the

deprojected maximum rotational velocity (vrot) that is

irrespective of the inclination. GalPaK3D also calculates

σ0 free from the velocity dispersions driven by the self

gravity (e.g., Genzel et al. 2008) or mixture of the line-

of-sight velocities. Because GalPaK3D does not support

rectangular spaxels, we divide the spaxels in the Y direc-

tion based on the linear interpolation so that the pixel

scale in the Y direction is the same as that in the X di-

rection. We have 10 free parameters of XY coordinates

of the disk center, systemic redshift, flux, inclination (i),

position angle, effective radius of Hα (re,Hα), turnover

radius (rt), vrot, and intrinsic velocity dispersion σ0. We

assume that all 6 EMPGs have thick disks with rotation

curves of the arctan profiles:

v(r) = vrot sin(i)
2

π
arctan(r/rt), (6)

where r is a radius from the dynamical center. We note

that i is determined by the axis ratio and the disk height,

where the disk height of the thick-disk model is fixed to

0.15re,Hα (Bouché et al. 2015). We also assume that

the surface-brightness (SB) profiles follow Sérsic profiles

with Sérsic indices n = 1, which are inferred from i-

band SB profiles (Paper III). We have confirmed that

these assumptions do not change vrot and σ0 much. We

also use a point-spread function (PSF) obtained from

standard stars with a Moffat profile whose FWHM and

power index are 0.′′7 and 2.5, respectively. Figure 6 sum-

marizes fitting results. Table 2 lists kinematic proper-

ties extracted by the GalPaK3D analysis. We estimate

the errors of the vrot and σ0 values by carrying out the

Monte Carlo simulations (Section 3.2). We note that

vrot can be regarded as an upper limit of the actual rota-

tion velocity because the small-scale velocity differences

in the complex velocity field can mimic rotation patterns

(see also Section 5.2).

5.4. Mass Profile

The best-fit disk models obtained in Section 5.3 pro-

vide an estimate of the radial profiles for dynamical

masses Mdyn. The dynamical mass Mdyn is expected

to be a sum of stellar mass M∗, gas mass Mgas, dark-

matter (DM) mass MDM, and dust mass Mdust. Note

that Mdust is negligible in all 6 EMPGs because of their

low E(B−V ) values (e.g., Paper I). Hereafter, we derive

radial profiles of Mdyn, M∗, Mgas, and MDM.

5.4.1. Dynamical mass profile
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Table 2. Kinematic properties of the 6 EMPGs

# Name vshear σmed vshear/σmed vrot σ0 vrot/σ0

km s−1 km s−1 km s−1 km s−1

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

1 J1631+4426 10.3 ± 1.3 25.6 ± 0.4 0.40 ± 0.05 7.9 ± 1.8 25.6 ± 0.3 0.31 ± 0.08

2 IZw18NW 7.7 ± 0.4 23.2 ± 0.5 0.33 ± 0.02 6.6 ± 2.9 22.9 ± 0.4 0.29 ± 0.13

3 SBS0335−052E 14.3 ± 0.4 24.6 ± 0.3 0.58 ± 0.02 19.7 ± 2.9 27.1 ± 0.3 0.73 ± 0.12

4 HS0822+3542 5.6 ± 0.7 16.9 ± 0.6 0.34 ± 0.07 4.5 ± 2.9 16.6 ± 0.5 0.27 ± 0.17

5 J1044+0353 5.5 ± 0.2 30.8 ± 0.3 0.18 ± 0.01 14.8 ± 4.2 31.4 ± 0.3 0.47 ± 0.14

6 J2115−1734 9.8 ± 0.4 29.7 ± 0.2 0.33 ± 0.01 23.4 ± 8.4 29.3 ± 0.1 0.80 ± 0.30

Note—(1) Number. (2) Name. (3) Shearing velocity. (4) Median velocity dispersion. (5) vshear/σmed. (6) Rotation velocity.
(7) Intrinsic velocity dispersion. (8) vrot/σ0.

Table 3. Morphological and additional kinematic properties
of the 6 EMPGs

# Name re,Hα i P.A. rt

pc deg deg pc

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

1 J1631+4426 248 44 178 61

2 IZw18NW 149 72 68 339

3 SBS0335−052E 211 25 320 258

4 HS0822+3542 33 41 91 1.1

5 J1044+0353 90 41 159 106

6 J2115−1734 176 43 222 387

Note—(1) Number. (2) Name. (3) Hα effective radius. (4)
Inclination. (5) Position angle. (6) Turnover radius.

We derive Mdyn enclosed within the radius r from the

equation

Mdyn(< r) = 2.33× 105

(
r

kpc

)
×[(

v(r)

km s−1

)2

+ 2
( σ0

km s−1

)2
]
M� (7)

under the assumption of the virial equilibrium. Figure

7 presents mass profiles of all 6 EMPGs. The red curves

correspond to Mdyn(< r). Dynamical masses within re

are listed in Table 4.

5.4.2. Stellar mass profile

The stellar masses of 4 out of the 6

EMPGs (J1631+4426, J2115−1734, IZw18NW, and

SBS0335−052E) are drawn from the literature (Paper

I; Izotov & Thuan 1998; Izotov et al. 2009). For the

other two targets (J1044+0353 and HS0822+3542), we

provide here an estimate of their stellar mass.

We use the spectral energy distribution (SED) inter-

pretation code of beagle (Chevallard & Charlot 2016).

The beagle code calculates both the stellar continuum

and the nebular emission using the stellar population

synthesis code (Bruzual & Charlot 2003) and the nebu-

lar emission library of Gutkin et al. (2016) that are com-

puted with the photoionization code cloudy (Ferland

et al. 2013). We fit the SED models to SDSS ugriz-

band photometries (DR16; Ahumada et al. 2020). We

run the beagle code with 4 free parameters of maxi-

mum stellar age tmax, stellar massM∗, ionization param-

eter U , and V -band optical depth τV whose parametric

ranges are the same as those adopted in Papers III and

IV. We fix metallicities Z to be the gas-phase metallici-

ties 12 + log(O/H) listed in Table 1. We also assume a

constant star-formation history and the Chabrier (2003)

IMF in the same manner as Papers III and IV.

We note that we conduct the SED fitting with almost

the same setting as that of Paper I for J1631+4426 and

J2115−1734, except for Z and τV. In Paper I, the Z

is treated as a free parameter, and the τV is fixed to

be 0, while it has no impact on M∗ of J1631+4426 and

J2115−1734 because both 2 EMPGs are dust-poor (Pa-

per I). We also confirm that the stellar masses of the 6

EMPGs are different only by . 0.3 dex from those de-

rived from i-band magnitudes based on the same mass-

to-light ratio. We include this systematic error of 0.3

dex into the total error of the M∗ profile.

To obtain M∗ profiles, we assume that azimuthally-

averaged M∗ distributions of the EMPGs follow Sérsic

profiles. J1631+4426 has an i-band effective radius (re,i)

of 137+9
−7 pc and an i-band Sérsic index (ni) of 1.08+0.15

−0.13

(Paper III). Because the i-band surface-brightness dis-

tribution is expected to trace the M∗ distribution well

(Paper III), we assume that J1631+4426 has a stellar ef-

fective radius (re,∗) and a stellar Sérsic index (n∗) equal

to re,i and ni, respectively. We also assume that the

other 5 EMPGs have re,∗ within the range from re,Hα/2

to re,Hα because re,i of J1631+4426 is ∼ 2 times smaller
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Figure 6. GalPaK3D fitting of J1631+4426. The top, middle, and bottom panels show Hα flux, velocity, and velocity-
dispersion maps, respectively. The left, center, and right panels illustrate observed, model, and residual (= observed − model)
maps, respectively. Note that the velocity maps in this figure denote relative velocities with respect to the systemic redshift
obtained with GalPaK3D (Section 5.3).

than re,Hα of J1631+4426 (see Table 3)5. We confirm

that the assumed re,∗ of the 5 EMPGs are comparable to

re,i of EMPGs (Paper III). The 5 EMPGs are assumed

to have n∗ within the range from 0.7 to 1.7 inferred from

the typical ni value of EMPGs (Paper III). We include

these uncertainties of re,∗ and n∗ into the error of the

M∗ profile. The yellow shaded regions in Figure 7 rep-

resent cumulative M∗ profiles with their uncertainties.

Stellar masses within re are listed in Table 4.

5.4.3. Gas mass profile

We obtain Mgas distributions from the Hα flux dis-

tributions, using the Kennicutt-Schmidt law (Section

5.1). However, observational studies (e.g., Shi et al.

2014) have reported that some EMPGs have Σgas values

∼ 1 dex larger than those inferred from the Kennicutt-

Schmidt law, which can be interpreted as the lack of

5 This result also suggests that EMPGs would have Hα halos as
discussed in Herenz et al. (2017).

metals suppressing efficient gas cooling and succeed-

ing star formation (e.g., Ostriker et al. 2010; Krumholz

2013). Given the uncertainty of the Kennicutt-Schmidt

law at the low-metallicity end, we add this 1 dex upper

error to the original scatter of the Kennicutt-Schmidt

law (∼ 0.3 dex; Kennicutt 1998). The cyan shaded re-

gions in Figure 7 indicate cumulative Mgas profiles with

their uncertainties. We note that the H i observations

of Lelli et al. (2012) and Pustilnik et al. (2001) have re-

ported that IZw18NW and SBS0335−052E have Mgas ∼
1 × 108 and ∼ 1 × 109 M� within wide scales of ∼ 0.2

and ∼ 3 kpc, respectively, which are consistent with

the extrapolations of the Mgas profiles that we derive.

Gas masses within re are listed in Table 4. We obtain

gas mass fractions at re,Hα from the following equation

fgas = Mgas(< re,Hα)/[Mgas(< re,Hα) +M∗(< re,Hα)].

5.4.4. Dark-matter mass profile

We estimate MDM profiles under the assumption that

the MDM (density) profile follows the NFW profile
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Figure 7. Enclosed mass profiles of the 6 EMPGs. The red, yellow, cyan, and black curves represent dynamical, stellar, gas,
and dark-matter mass profiles, respectively. The vertical dotted lines show re,Hα. The edge of the plots correspond to the outer
most radii used for the kinematic analysis.

Table 4. Enclosed dynamical, stellar, gas, and DM masses, gas mass fraction, and Toomre Q

# Name log[Mdyn(< re,Hα)] log[M∗(< re,Hα)] log[Mgas(< re,Hα)] log[MDM(< re,Hα)] fgas Q

M� M� M� M�

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

1 J1631+4426 7.90 ± 0.06 6.0 ± 0.3 7.0+1.0
−0.3 7.1 ± 0.3 0.91+0.06

−0.34 5.1+2.1
−1.6

2 IZw18NW 7.56 ± 0.02 7.0 ± 0.3 6.8+1.0
−0.3 6.7 ± 0.3 0.42+0.38

−0.32 11.6+56.7
−3.2

3 SBS0335−052E 7.88 ± 0.02 7.4 ± 0.3 7.9+1.0
−0.3 7.0 ± 0.3 0.74+0.17

−0.51 2.6+4.7
−0.7

4 HS0822+3542 6.64 ± 0.03 4.4 ± 0.3 5.9+1.0
−0.3 5.2 ± 0.3 0.97+0.03

−0.07 5.4+0.2
−2.5

5 J1044+0353 7.63 ± 0.07 5.8 ± 0.3 7.5+1.0
−0.3 6.2 ± 0.3 0.98+0.01

−0.09 3.1+3.2
−0.0

6 J2115−1734 7.86 ± 0.06 6.4 ± 0.3 7.6+1.0
−0.3 6.8 ± 0.3 0.94+0.04

−0.18 1.9+0.5
−0.6

Note—(1) Number. (2) Name. (3) Dynamical mass enclosed in re,Hα. (4) Stellar mass enclosed in re,Hα. (5) Gas mass enclosed
in re,Hα. (6) Dark-matter mass enclosed in re,Hα. (7) Gas mass fraction within re,Hα. (8) Global Toomre Q parameter (Section
7.2).

(Navarro et al. 1996). At the virial radius r200 within

which the spherically-averaged mass density is 200 times

the critical density ρc, the NFW profile can be described

by

ρ(r) = ρc
δ

c200x(1 + c200x)2
, (8)

where

δ =
200

3

c3200

ln(1 + c200)− c200/(1 + c200)
(9)

and x = r/r200. The concentration parameter c200 is

defined as the ratio r200/rd controlling where the slope

equals −2 as it changes from −3 at large radii to a cen-

tral value of −1. We obtain r200 from the virial mass

M200 using the equation

r200 =

[
3M200

4π(200ρc)

]1/3

. (10)
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We derive M200 from an empirical stellar-to-halo mass

ratio of dwarf galaxies (Brook et al. 2014) of

M200 = 7.96× 107

(
M∗
M�

)1/3.1

M�. (11)

We note that the scatter of the observed stellar-to-halo

mass ratios of dwarf galaxies around Equation 11 is ∼
0.3 dex (Prole et al. 2019). We include this uncertainty

into the error of the MDM profile. We also obtain c200

from M200 using a halo mass-concentration relation for

the Planck cosmology (Dutton & Macciò 2014):

log(c200) = 0.905− 0.101 log(M200/1012h−1M�), (12)

where h = H0/(100 km s−1 Mpc−1)6. The gray shaded

regions in Figure 7 denote MDM profiles with their un-

certainties. DM masses within re are listed in Table 4.

6. RESULTS

6.1. Rotation and Dispersion

Table 2 summarizes vshear, σmed, vrot, and σ0 of the

6 EMPGs. Note that vshear and σmed (vrot and σ0) are

based on the non-parametric (parametric) method ex-

plained in Section 5.2 (5.3). We find that all 6 EMPGs

have low vshear (5.5–14.3 km s−1), high σmed (16.9–30.8

km s−1), and thus low vshear/σmed (0.18–0.58). Regard-

ing SBS0335−052E, Herenz et al. (2017) also obtain

vshear/σmed = 0.68, which is close to our measurement

of vshear/σmed = 0.58 ± 0.02. The 6 EMPGs also have

low vrot (4.5–23.4 km s−1), high σ0 (16.6–31.4 km s−1),

and low vrot/σ0 (0.27–0.80). Using the 2 different meth-

ods, we confirm that all 6 EMPGs are dominated by

dispersion (i.e., vshear/σmed, vrot/σ0 < 1).

The top left panel of Figure 8 shows vrot/σ0 values of

the 6 EMPGs (red circle) as a function of metallicity. We

compare our results with other surveys of Hα kinemat-

ics of star-forming dwarf galaxies (SHαDE; Barat et al.

2020) and star-forming galaxies (SAMI; Barat et al.

2019; DYNAMO; Green et al. 2014), whose metallicities

are drawn from the SDSS MPA-JHU catalog (Tremonti

et al. 2004; Brinchmann et al. 2004). The SHαDE,

SAMI, and DYNAMO galaxies have 12+log(O/H) ∼ 8–

9. We find that vrot/σ0 decreases with decreasing

12 + log(O/H). The top middle and top right panels

of Figure 8 show vrot/σ0 as a function of M∗ and sSFR,

respectively. The SFRs are derived from Hα luminos-

ity. The M∗ and sSFR potentially have uncertainties

6 We use h = 0.7 for consistency with our analysis based on the
standard ΛCDM cosmology (Section 1), while we confirm that
h = 0.67 based on the Planck cosmology does not change our
conclusion.

of ∼ 0.3 dex under different assumptions such as initial

mass functions (cf. Section 5.4.2). Although it should be

noted that the EMPGs are biased toward lower metallic-

ities, we also find that vrot/σ0 decreases as M∗ decreases

and sSFR increases. These results suggest that galaxies

in earlier stages of the formation phase may have lower

vrot/σ0.

6.2. Mass Fraction

Figure 7 summarizes radial profiles of Mdyn (red), M∗
(yellow), Mgas (cyan), and MDM (black). We find that

the 4 EMPGs other than IZw18NW or SBS0335−052E

have the M∗ profiles ∼ 2 dex below the Mdyn profiles

within radii up to several times re,Hα, which means

that the 4 EMPGs are dominated by Mgas or MDM

on galactic scales. On the other hand, IZw18NW and

SBS0335−052E have the M∗ profiles comparable to the

Mdyn profiles. We also find that the Mdyn profiles of

all 6 EMPGs can be explained by the Mgas profiles

within the uncertainties (see Section 5.4.3). We con-

firm that the MDM profiles of all 6 EMPGs are ∼ 1

dex below the Mdyn profiles within radii up to several

times re,Hα. We thus conclude that the masses of the

4 EMPGs except for IZw18NW and SBS0335−052E are

dominated by Mgas on galactic scales. We note that

IZw18NW and SBS0335−052E indeed have large Mgas

values of ∼ 1 × 108 and ∼ 1 × 109 M� inferred from

the H i observations within ∼ 0.2 and ∼ 3 kpc, respec-

tively (Section 5.4.3). Within these larger scales, we

can say that both IZw18NW and SBS0335−052E are

gas-rich (i.e., fgas ∼ 1). This conclusion is consistent

with those in Pustilnik et al. (2020a,b, 2021) based on

H i observations. It should also be noted that Equations

10 and 11 suggest that EMPGs with ∼ 106 M� have

M200 ∼ 7 × 109 M� at r200 ∼ 30 kpc, whereas we can

only observe the area within at most ∼ 1 kpc. There-

fore, it is natural that MDM has negligible effects on the

mass profile in this study.

The middle left panel of Figure 8 shows fgas of the

6 EMPGs as a function of metallicity. Except for

IZw18NW and SBS0335−052E with large fgas uncer-

tainties, we find that the EMPGs are gas-rich with high

fgas values of ∼ 0.9–1.0. Comparing with the litera-

ture, we find that galaxies with lower metallicities tend

to have higher fgas values. The fgas values also increase

at lower M∗ and higher sSFR. These results indicate

that galaxies in the earlier formation phase would have

higher fgas, which are consistent with previous obser-

vations (e.g., Maseda et al. 2014) as well as models

of galaxy formation based on the ΛCDM model (e.g.,

Geach et al. 2011). It should be noted that Mgas of

the SHαDE and DYNAMO galaxies are estimated from
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Figure 8. Diagrams of vrot/σ0, fgas, and global Q as functions of 12 + log(O/H), M∗, and sSFR. The red circles represent
the EMPGs, while the blue squares, the green diamonds, and the black circles indicate the SHαDE (Barat et al. 2020), SAMI
(Barat et al. 2019), and DYNAMO galaxies (Green et al. 2014), respectively. Because IZw18NW has the large uncertainty of
the global Q (see Table 4), we exclude the data point of this EMPG from the bottom panels.

Kennicutt-Schmidt law (i.e., correlation between ΣSFR

and Σgas) in the similar way as our analysis (cf. Section

5.4.3). Thus, it is natural that we find a tight correlation

between sSFR and fgas.

7. DISCUSSION

7.1. Origin of Low vrot/σ0

In Section 6.1, we report that all 6 EMPGs have low

vrot/σ0 < 1. We also find that vrot/σ0 decreases with

decreasing 12+log(O/H), decreasing M∗, and increasing

sSFR (Figure 8). Below, we investigate well-discussed

three contributors (e.g., Glazebrook 2013; Barat et al.

2020) to such a low vrot/σ0 < 1.

7.1.1. Thermal expansion

The first possible contributor to the low vrot/σ0 is the

thermal expansion of H ii regions (e.g., Krumholz et al.

2018; Fukushima & Yajima 2021, 2022). We estimate a

velocity dispersion of the thermal expansion (σth) from

the line-of-sight component of the Maxwellian velocity

distribution (σth =
√
kTe/m; e.g., Chávez et al. 2014;

Pillepich et al. 2019), where k, Te, and m represent

the Boltzmann constant, the electron temperature, and

the hydrogen mass, respectively. We obtain σth = 9.1

km s−1 under the assumption of Te = 10000 K, which

is consistent with the typical electron temperature of

O ii (i.e., H ii) regions of the EMPGs (e.g., Paper I).

Subtracting σth from σ0 quadratically, we obtain veloc-

ity dispersions being free from the thermal line broad-

ening (σno therm = 14–30 km s−1). We confirm that

vrot/σno therm values are still lower than unity (0.31–

0.84) for all 6 EMPGs. We thus conclude that the ther-

mal expansion cannot explain vrot/σ0 < 1.

7.1.2. Merger/inflow

The second possible contributor is merger/inflow

events (e.g., Glazebrook 2013). The merger (inflow) can

raise velocity dispersions by tidal heating (releasing po-

tential energies of infalling gas). This scenario can ex-

plain all the trends seen in Figure 8 because we can ex-
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pect that both gas-rich minor merger and inflow would

supply metal-poor gas and trigger succeeding starbursts.

Especially for J1631+4426, IZw18NW, SBS0335−052E,

and J2115−1734, we find the velocity differences from

the EMPG tails (IZw18SE for IZw18NW) suggestive of

merger (Section 4).

7.1.3. Stellar feedback

The third possible contributor is the stellar feedback

(e.g., Lehnert et al. 2009). This includes the super-

nova (SN) feedback (Dib et al. 2006) as well as stellar

winds and the radiative pressure from young massive

stars (Mac Low & Klessen 2004). Outflowing gas from

SNe and/or young massive stars would raise velocity

dispersions. This stellar feedback scenario can directly

explain the decreasing trend between vrot/σ0 and sSFR

(the top right panel of Figure 8). Given the expectation

that young galaxies (i.e., with high sSFRs) would have

low 12 + log(O/H) and M∗, this scenario can indirectly

reproduce the trend that vrot/σ0 decreases with decreas-

ing 12 + log(O/H) and M∗. IZw18NW, SBS0335−052E,

and J1044+0353 especially show outflow signatures in

flux, velocity, and velocity-dispersion maps (see Section

4), which imply the dominance of the stellar feedback.

We thus conclude that the stellar feedback can also be

one of the main contributors of vrot/σ0 < 1 at the low-

metallicity, low-M∗, and high-sSFR ends. Cosmological

zoom-in simulations will provide a hint of what kind of

feedback is the main contributor.

7.2. Toomre Q Parameter

To compare with other kinematic studies, we derive

the Toomre Q parameter (Toomre 1964) of the EMPGs.

In general, if the Q value of a rotating disk is greater

than unity (i.e., Q > 1), the disk is thought to be grav-
itationally stable. On the other hand, the disk is grav-

itationally unstable if Q < 1. However, note that it is

unclear if this criterion is applicable for the EMPGs be-

cause they may not have rotating disks (Section 4). An

average of Q within a disk so called the global Q (e.g.,

Aumer et al. 2010) is calculated from the equation

Q =
σ0

vrot

a

fgas
, (13)

where a is a parameter with values ranging from 1 to 2

depending on the gas distribution (Genzel et al. 2011).

Here, we adopt a =
√

2 assuming the constant rotational

velocity.

Table 4 lists the global Q of the 6 EMPGs. We find

that all the 6 EMPGs show Q > 1, albeit one of the

6 EMPGs (IZw18NW) with the large Q uncertainty.

The bottom panels of Figure 8 illustrate the global Q

of the EMPGs as a function of metallicity (bottom left),

M∗ (bottom center), and sSFR (bottom right), while

we exclude IZw18NW due to its large Q uncertainty.

We also find that the global Q increases with decreas-

ing 12+log(O/H), decreasing M∗, and increasing sSFR.

However, the large global Q values are inconsistent with

the large sSFR values because star-formation activities

are not likely to become aggressive in a gravitationally-

stable disk.

This inconsistency probably originates from the fact

that the globalQ parameter is not a reliable indicator for

gas-rich galaxies (Romeo et al. 2010; Romeo & Agertz

2014). Instead, it can be important to investigate if

the EMPGs lie on a tight relation based on observables

such as H i angular momentum (Romeo 2020; Romeo

et al. 2020). We need high-resolution H i observations

to discuss gravitational instability of EMPGs precisely.

7.3. Connection to High-z Primordial Galaxies

The trend that vrot/σ0 (fgas) decreases (increases)

with decreasing (increasing) 12 + log(O/H) and M∗
(sSFR) suggests that primordial galaxies at high red-

shifts would be dispersion-dominated gas-rich systems.

This suggestion agrees with the decreasing trend of

vrot/σ0 with the redshift reported by both observational

(e.g., Wisnioski et al. 2015) and simulation (Pillepich

et al. 2019) studies.

Here, we investigate kinematics of simulated primor-

dial galaxies at high redshifts. In this study, we choose a

z = 7.3 primordial galaxy of Wise et al. (2014)’s cosmo-

logical radiation hydrodynamics simulation because the

simulated galaxy has a low gas-phase metallicity (∼ 4%

Z�), a low stellar mass (3.8×106 M�), a large fgas (∼ 1),

a large sSFR (∼ 5 Gyr−1), and a small half-mass radius

(∼ 200 pc), all of which are comparable7 to those of the

EMPGs (Sections 2 and 5.4.2). Wise et al. in prep.

(hereafter W23) extract Hα flux, velocity, and velocity-

dispersion maps from the simulated galaxy. The FoV

of the extracted region is 3.71 kpc with the spatial res-

olution of 3.71/252 = 0.015 kpc pixel−1. The spectral

resolution of the datacube is 0.1 Å. W23 use cloudy

(Ferland et al. 2013) to derive Hα fluxes from the fol-

lowing 5 quantities: Hydrogen number density, temper-

ature, metallicity, incident radiation intensity, and H i

column density, along with enough parametric ranges

and number of datapoints (1.8 million points in total).

For each cell in the data cube of the 5 quantities, W23

linearly interpolate the emissivity table in 5D. To calcu-

late the velocity map, W23 sum the line-of-sight veloc-

7 Under the assumption that the half-mass radius is comparable to
the rest-frame i-band effective radius.
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σmed = 18.2 km s-1
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Figure 9. Hα luminosity (top left), velocity (top right), velocity-dispersion (bottom left), and mask maps (bottom right) of
the z = 7.3 primordial galaxy in Wise et al. (2014). The luminosity is in units of 1035 erg s−1 Å−1 in log scale. The maximum
luminosity value (7× 1039 erg s−1 Å−1) corresponds to a flux of 3× 10−15 erg s−1 cm−2 Å−1 at z = 0.03125. The gray contours
illustrate Hα luminosity values in the order of 1/16, 1/8, 1/4, and 1/2 of the maximum luminosity value.

ities weighted by the H-alpha fluxes. To calculate the

velocity dispersion map, W23 use the same method as

Pillepich et al. (2019; Equation A3), using the H-alpha

flux as the weights. We note that the velocity disper-

sions include the thermal broadening.

We coarsen the data cube to a spatial resolution of 180

pc, similar to the resolution of our observations, to make

a more relevant comparison. The top left, top right, and

bottom left panels of Figure 9 are Hα flux, velocity, and

velocity-dispersion maps of the simulated galaxy, respec-

tively. We find that the simulated galaxy has an irregu-

lar morphology with multiple kinematic sub-structures

and localized turbulent regions. These features can be

seen in the EMPGs as well (Figure 4). Masking out

the kinematic sub-structures and the turbulent regions,

we also derive kinematics properties of vshear and σmed

in the same manner as we do for the EMPGs (Sec-

tions 5.1 and 5.2). We find that the simulated galaxy

has a low vshear (8.5 km s−1) and a high σmed (18.2

km s−1), which are comparable to those of the EMPGs

(vshear = 5.5–14.3 km s−1, σmed = 16.9–30.8 km s−1; see

Section 6.1). Consequently, the simulated galaxy has a
low vshear/σmed = 0.47 below unity suggesting that the

simulated galaxy is dominated by dispersion as well as

the EMPGs. Given that the local EMPGs, analogs of

high-z primordial galaxies, and the simulated high-z pri-

mordial galaxies are both dispersion-dominated systems,

we expect that high-z primordial galaxies are likely to

be dispersion-dominated galaxies.

The forthcoming James Webb Space Telescope

(JWST) can directly investigate Hα kinematics of high-

z primordial galaxies. Paper IV has simulated Hα fluxes

of primordial galaxies with M∗ = 106 M� at redshifts

ranging from 0 to 10. Comparing the Hα fluxes with the

limiting flux of JWST/NIRSpec, we estimate that NIR-

Spec can detect Hα fluxes of primordial galaxies with

M∗ = 106 M� at z . 1 without gravitational lensing.

With a ∼ 2 dex magnification from gravitational lens-
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ing, NIRSpec can detect Hα fluxes of primordial galaxies

with M∗ = 106 M� at z ∼ 7. We infer from this esti-

mation that NIRSpec could observe primordial galaxies

with M∗ ∼ 107 M� at z ∼ 7 with a realistic magni-

fication of ∼ 1 dex. The top middle panel of Figure

8 shows that most of galaxies with M∗ ∼ 107 M� al-

ready have low vrot/σ0 < 1 and high fgas > 0.5. Lens-

ing cluster surveys using JWST such as GLASS (PI:

T. Treu) and CANUCS (PI: C. Willott) will potentially

pinpoint low-mass galaxies with M∗ ∼ 107 M� at z ∼ 7,

and follow-up IFU observations with JWST may iden-

tify dispersion-dominated gas-rich galaxies.

8. SUMMARY

We present kinematics of 6 local extremely metal-

poor galaxies (EMPGs) with low metallicities (0.016 −
0.098 Z�) and low stellar masses (104.7 − 107.6M�;

Section 2). Taking deep medium-high resolution

(R ∼ 7500) integral-field spectra with 8.2-m Subaru

(Section 3), we resolve the small inner velocity gradi-

ents and dispersions of the EMPGs with Hα emission.

Carefully masking out sub-structures originated by in-

flow and/or outflow, we fit 3-dimensional disk models to

the observed Hα flux, velocity, and velocity-dispersion

maps (Sections 4 and 5). All the EMPGs show ro-

tational velocities (vrot) of 5–23 km s−1 smaller than

the velocity dispersions (σ0) of 17–31 km s−1, indicat-

ing dispersion-dominated systems with small ratios of

vrot/σ0 = 0.29−0.80 (Section 6.1) that can be explained

by turbulence driven by inflow and/or outflow (Section

7.1). Except for two EMPGs with large uncertainties,

we find that the EMPGs have very large gas-mass frac-

tions of fgas ' 0.9 − 1.0 (Section 6.2). Comparing

our results with other Hα kinematics studies, we find

that vrot/σ0 (fgas) decreases (increases) with decreas-

ing metallicity. We compare numerical simulations of

first-galaxy formation and identify that the simulated

high-z (z ∼ 7) forming galaxies have gas-fractions and

dynamics similar to the observed EMPGs. Our EMPG

observations and the simulations suggest that primor-

dial galaxies are gas-rich dispersion-dominated systems,

which would be identified by the forthcoming JWST

observations at z ∼ 7 (Section 7.3).
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Figure 10. GalPaK3D result of IZw18NW.
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APPENDIX

Figures 10–14 show GalPaK3D fitting results of the 5 EMPGs other than J1631+4426.
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