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ABSTRACT

We present a 0.3–4.5 µm 16-band photometric catalog for the Spitzer/HETDEX Exploratory Large-

Area (SHELA) survey. SHELA covers a ∼ 27 deg2 field within the footprint of the Hobby-Eberly

Telescope Dark Energy Experiment (HETDEX). Here we present new DECam imaging and a rizKs-

band-selected catalog of four million sources extracted using a fully model-based approach. We validate

our photometry by comparing with the model-based DECam Legacy Survey. We analyze the differences

between model-based and aperture photometry by comparing with the previous SHELA catalog, finding

that our model-based photometry can measure point sources to fainter fluxes and better capture the

full emission of resolved sources. The catalog is 80% (50%) complete at riz ∼ 24.7 (25.1) AB mag, and

the optical photometry reaches a 5σ depth of ∼ 25.5 AB mag. We measure photometric redshifts and

achieve 1σ scatter of ∆z/(1 + z) of 0.04 with available spectroscopic redshifts at 0 ≤ z ≤ 1. This large

area, multi-wavelength photometric catalog, combined with spectroscopic information from HETDEX,

will enable a wide range of extragalactic science investigations.

1. INTRODUCTION

Hobby-Eberly Telescope Dark Energy Experiment

(HETDEX) (Gebhardt et al. 2021) is an unbiased

integral-field spectroscopic survey aiming to measure

Lyα emission from one million galaxies at z = 1.9 − 3.5

in a 540 deg2 region. The SHELA survey (Papovich

et al. 2016) is a wide-field multi-wavelength photomet-

ric survey targeting a ∼ 27 deg2 field within the foot-

print of HETDEX. It is designed to study the physi-

cal processes, intrinsic and environmental, driving the

growth of galaxies from z = 1.9− 3.5. The SHELA sur-

vey has obtained optical imaging using DECam, near-

infrared (NIR) imaging using NEWFIRM, and mid-

infrared imaging using Spitzer/IRAC, and is supple-

mented by a large amount of publicly available ground-

based imaging data.

Early SHELA observations have resulted in three pub-

lished catalogs. Papovich et al. (2016) presented a

3.6 and 4.5 µm catalog of the SHELA Spitzer/IRAC

dataset. Wold et al. (2019) used data from the first

phase of SHELA DECam observations and presented

an riz-selected catalog with DECam ugriz photome-

try along with the existing IRAC data and JKs data

from the VICS82 survey (Geach et al. 2017). Ste-

vans et al. (2021) presented a Ks-selected catalog com-

bining the previous dataset with Ks-band observations

from the NEWFIRM HETDEX Survey. Since then, we

have completed the second and final phase of our DE-

Cam imaging campaign in SHELA. In this paper, we
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present a new photometric catalog by combining our

complete 27-deg2 DECam imaging dataset with the ex-

isting SHELA NEWFIRM and Spitzer/IRAC observa-

tions. Apart from the new DECam imaging data that

increase both the width and depth of our survey, we

discuss below several key differences of this new catalog

from the previous ones.

In this catalog, we benefit from a number of publicly

available imaging datasets in addition to our own imag-

ing campaign. A crucial addition from the previous cat-

alogs is the Hyper Suprime-Cam Subaru Strategic Pro-

gram (HSC-SSP, Aihara et al. 2021), which has observed

the SHELA field in grizy as a part of its autumn field.

The publicly available HSC-SSP images in the SHELA

field are ∼ 0.5− 1 mag deeper than the DECam images

in Wold et al. (2019). Combining these deep HSC-SSP

images with our DECam dataset allows precise measure-

ment of the optical spectral energy distribution (SED)

and constrains the physical properties of galaxies. For

example, deeper g-band imaging is important in reduc-

ing the contamination rate in the selection of z & 3 − 5

galaxies.

The full coverage of the SHELA field with both DE-

Cam and NEWFIRM supplemented by HSC-SSP now

allows us to select galaxies using the optical and NIR

bands simultaneously. As opposed to riz only in Wold

et al. (2019), we will be able to detect, using the Ks

band, very red galaxies that peak in the NIR, such as

massive quiescent galaxies, dusty star-forming galaxies

and z ≥ 7 Lyman break galaxies. On the other hand,

the Ks-band selected catalog in Stevans et al. (2021) is

limited by its depth of ∼ 22.4 mag, and the inclusion of

deep optical imaging in this catalog that is ∼ 2− 3 mag

deeper will significantly increase the completeness, such

as for z ∼ 2 − 5 star-forming galaxies whose rest-frame

UV emission falls in the optical wavelengths.

The previous SHELA catalogs were created entirely

or partially based on aperture photometry using tools

such as SourceExtractor (Bertin & Arnouts 1996).

In such an approach, the images in each band will be

homogenized to a common PSF, leading to the degra-

dation of spatial resolution in the images. An alterna-

tive approach is to model the light profile of sources

convolved with the measured PSF. Recently, the image

modeling code the Tractor (Lang et al. 2016) has

been developed to to perform such model-based pho-

tometry. It has since been implemented by a number of

imaging surveys, including the DECam Legacy Survey

(DECaLS, Dey et al. 2019) and COSMOS2020 catalog

(Weaver et al. 2022). The model-based approach is cru-

cial in extracting IRAC photometry, which has a sub-

stantially larger PSF than the optical bands. For this

catalog, we extract fully model-based photometry using

the software package The Farmer (Weaver et al. 2022),

which generates photometry using the Tractor.

The large area, multi-wavelength photometric catalog

of SHELA will enable a variety of extragalactic studies.

In particular, studies that focus on galaxies spanning a

wide range of physical parameters, galaxies residing in

a variety of environments or the search for rare objects

will benefit the most from the large area of SHELA.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we

describe our observations and the composition of our

imaging dataset. Section 3 describes the data reduction

procedures for the images. The photometry extraction

using The Farmer and the photometry validation pro-

cess are described in Section 4. Section 5 presents the

photometric redshift measurements. We give a descrip-

tion of the catalog published with this paper in Sec-

tion 6. In this paper we assume a Planck Collaboration

et al. (2020) cosmology of H0 = 67.4 km s−1 Mpc−1,

Ωm = 0.315 and ΩΛ = 0.685.

2. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA

We observed the SHELA field using the DECam im-

ager on the Blanco 4m telescope at CTIO in the u-, g-,

r-, i-, z- filters. New data were obtained over 3 nights in

the 2019B semester (PI: Papovich; NOAO PID: 2019B-

0080). Our program also includes data obtained over 5

nights in the 2013B semester presented in Wold et al.

(2019). The complete program consists of eight slightly

overlapping pointings covering a total area of 23 deg2.

The 2013B data covered six of the eight pointings, while

the new 2019B data completed the last two pointings

and obtained additional exposures in the previous posi-

tions.

The SHELA field has been observed with DECam by
other programs, most notably the Dark Energy Survey

(DES, Dark Energy Survey Collaboration et al. 2016)

and DECaLS (Dey et al. 2019). We supplement our data

with archival DECam imaging data within the footprint

of the SHELA field in the ugriz bands. We also include

archival data in Y band, which was not observed by our

proprietary program. All such archival data available

through the NOIRLab Astro Data Archive1 released

prior to March 3 2021 were included for this catalog.

This results in a total of [200, 719, 735, 688, 720, 468]

exposures in the [u, g, r, i, z, Y ] bands. We show the

DECam ugrizY weight maps in the SHELA field in Fig-

ure 1 to demonstrate the footprint and relative depths

of the DECam data.

1 https://astroarchive.noirlab.edu/
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Figure 1. SHELA DECam ugrizY weight maps demonstrating the survey’s footprint and relative depths. The field is covered
by eight DECam pointings, and is divided into seven tiles of 1.◦98 × 2.◦145, labelled T1 to T7, so that the tiles are roughly
square. Our survey combines ugriz images from our observations with grizY archival images released prior to March 3 2021.
We note that T1 has substantially deeper Y -band imaging due to a large number of repeated exposures in the archive.
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We incorporate multi-wavelength imaging data from

surveys overlapping with the SHELA field. Previous

SHELA programs have obtained data in the near- and

mid-infrared wavelengths. This includes NEWFIRM

Ks-band images from the NEWFIRM HETDEX Sur-

vey (Stevans et al. 2021) and mid-infrared mosaics in

3.6 µm and 4.5 µm with Spitzer/IRAC presented in Pa-

povich et al. (2016). We also make use of publicly avail-

able data from PDR3 of HSC-SSP (Aihara et al. 2021)

within the SHELA field. Finally we include J and (shal-

lower) Ks images from the VICS82 survey (Geach et al.

2017) obtained with VISTA and CFHT. We show the

coverage of all the surveys included in this catalog in

Figure 2. Figure 3 shows the filter transmission curves

of all the photometric bands used in this catalog.

3. DATA REDUCTION

To perform model-based photometry with The
Farmer, images in each photometric band need to be

resampled and stacked to the same pixel grids. In this

section, we describe the procedures to obtain the stacked

images and zero-points in each photometric band.

3.1. DECam Images

We begin the stacking of DECam images with the

NOAO DECam Community Pipeline (CP) resampled

images of each individual exposure. The NOAO DE-

Cam CP resampled images have been photometrically

and astrometrically calibrated to a common pixel scale

of 0.′′27 per pixel. The DECam exposures in our data

set were observed through a seven-year period, and the

images were reduced using different versions of the CP.

Therefore, we re-calibrate the astrometry and flux scal-

ing of each image uniformly prior to stacking.

3.1.1. Astrometric and Flux-scaling Calibration

We tie the astrometry of each pre-stack image to the

Gaia EDR3 catalog (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2021).

For each image, we first generate an initial source cat-

alog using SEP (Barbary 2016), a Python library that

implements the core algorithm of SourceExtractor
(Bertin & Arnouts 1996). We match sources in this cat-

alog to the reported coordinates of astrometry stars in

the Gaia EDR3 catalog. We first identify stars using

their Gaia catalog colors (Bailer-Jones et al. 2019). We

then select astrometry stars as those with a G band S/N

greater than 10 and proper motion less than 10′′yr−1

in the Gaia EDR3 catalog, and no extraction flags in

our SEP catalog. We then calculate the median x- and

y-offset required to match the good stars to the Gaia

coordinates in each image.

Before stacking, it is common to first scale the images

to a common count level to account for differences in

exposure time and extinction. To do so, we measure

a flux scaling factor for each image from a set of PSF

stars. PSF stars are defined as astrometry stars from

above with no neighbours within 5′′ in our initial cat-

alog. We measure the flux of these PSF stars in a 2.′′5

radius aperture, as well as an aperture that, on median,

contains 70% of the 2.′′5 aperture flux. The 2.′′5 aper-

ture is a proxy for the total flux except for very bright

stars, but it includes substantial noise for fainter stars.

The 70% aperture provides a more robust measurement

of flux for stars of a range of brightness. We divide the

70% aperture flux by a factor of 0.7 to obtain the total

flux measurements of the PSF stars.

We then calculate the flux scaling factor required to

scale each image to the count level of a reference image.

For each band, the reference image is selected in the T4

tile at the center of the SHELA field, and is required

to have seeing in the lower half of all images and at

least 1000 PSF stars identified. The count level of the

reference image is then propagated to the rest of the

SHELA field from a list of overlapping images satisfying

the seeing and PSF star criteria, resulting in a catalog

of PSF stars at the reference count level for the entire

SHELA field. The flux scaling factor is calculated by the

median ratio between the catalog counts and measured

counts of the PSF stars in the image.

3.1.2. Image Stacking

We stack the exposures to seven tiles of 1.◦98 × 2.◦145

with a pixel scale of 0.′′27 per pixel using SWarp (Bertin

2010). Each tile overlaps with its neighbouring tile by

approximately 3′. We apply the astrometric correction

and flux scaling factors obtained above using an exter-

nal header file. We remove any CCDs within a DECam

exposure if the number of bad pixels in the data quality

mask (DQM) exceeds 20% of the total number of pixels.

We also exclude the S7 CCD from all exposures as it

is known to have a defective amplifier. This leaves us

with 61 working CCDs for most DECam pointings. For

a small number of exposures, some other CCDs display

a strong variable background and discontinuity between

the two amplifiers, and are removed from our stacking.

Bleed trails from bright stars that are not removed by

the CP are identified and masked. We then stack the ex-

posures using the surface-brightness-optimized weights

following Gawiser et al. (2006):

wSB
i =

(
1

pirmsi

)2

, (1)

where pi is the flux scaling factor and rmsi is the pixel-

by-pixel rms of the background in the science image.

Pixels with a nonzero DQM value are assigned a weight
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Figure 2. Exposure map of the IRAC imaging overlaid with the coverage of data from all the surveys used in this catalog.
The area included this catalog is defined by the coverage of our own DECam program, which is completely filled by the HSC
grz-bands and VICS82 imaging.
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Figure 3. Ralative transmission curves for the photometric bands used. The effects of the filter, atmosphere, detector and
optics are included.

of zero. We utilize the recommended Lanczos3 inter-

polation function to resample and co-add the images.

3.2. Non-DECam Images

We construct non-DECam images in the same tiles

and tangent points. The source images in these bands

have been previously calibrated, and stacked to different

tile schemes than our SHELA tiles. We resample and

moasic the source images to match with the DECam

stacks. We first update the astrometry of each image to

match Gaia EDR3 using the same astrometric correc-

tion procedures described in Section 3.1.1. We do not

calculate a flux-scaling factor or surface-brightness op-

timized weight, as these are calibrated stacked images.

We use the available DQM and weight maps for masking

and weighting. The exceptions are NHS Ks and IRAC

images, for which only exposure maps are available in-

stead of weight maps. For these bands, we scale the ex-

posure maps with the background rms to create inverse-

variance weight maps. The publicly available HSC-SSP

images are previously stacked to “patches” with over-

lapping edges with neighbouring ones, so we trim each

image accordingly to avoid double-counting weights in

those regions. The images are then resampled and mo-

saiced using the same SWarp configurations as the DE-

Cam images.

3.3. Detection Images

For each tile, we construct a detection image by co-

adding the DECam r, i, z and NHS Ks bands using the

CHI-MEAN co-addition in SWarp. The CHI-MEAN co-

addition method is the normalized quadrature sum of

the signal-to-noise in each band offset to be centered at

zero (see Drlica-Wagner et al. 2018). We select the r,

i, z and Ks bands to optimize the detection of higher

redshift galaxies, as many will drop out in the u and

g bands.

3.4. Zero-point Determination

We calibrate the zero-point of the DECam images

to the Pan-STARRS1 (PS1) DR2 catalog for the

grizY bands, and to the SDSS DR16 for the u band,

which is not covered by PS1. We first identify F0 stars

with S/N > 10 in the reference catalogs using a color

cut on their catalog magnitudes. We select F0 stars

because of their relatively flat SED and large number

density. We determine the expected colors of an F0 star

using the PS1 and SDSS filter transmission curves and

the Kurucz (1993) F0 SED template. We adopt the
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following color cuts for the PS1 and SDSS catalogs to

obtain > 2000 F0 stars in the SHELA field:

(gPS1 − rPS1 − 0.11)2 + (rPS1 − iPS1 + 0.04)2

+(iPS1 − zPS1 + 0.08)2 + (zPS1 − yPS1 + 0.04)2

<0.272 (2)

(uSDSS − gSDSS − 0.96)2 + (gSDSS − rSDSS − 0.14)2

+(rSDSS − iSDSS + 0.03)2 + (iSDSS − zSDSS + 0.09)2

<0.22. (3)

We calculate the zero-points of the g, r, i, z and

Y bands using the PS1 catalog and that of the u band

using the SDSS catalog following the procedures in Wold

et al. (2019). Since the DECam filter transmission

curves are not identical to those of PS1 or SDSS, we

calculate the expected DECam magnitude using a lin-

ear color relation with the reference catalog magnitude.

For example, in the g band, we assume

gAB
PS1 = gDECam + ZPT + α(gAB

PS1 − rAB
PS1), (4)

where gDECam is the g band instrumental DECam mag-

nitude, ZPT is the zero-point, and α is the color slope.

We solve for the zero-point and the color slope in each

band and tile by performing a least square fit to the lin-

ear relation. The DECam magnitude is measured using

the 70% flux aperture described in Section 3.1.1.

For the u band, a sharp 4000Å break in stellar spectra

makes the color a poor predictor of the DECam flux (see

Wold et al. 2019). We instead compute the zero point

by computing the expected magnitude offset between

the DECam and SDSS filters (∆ufilter) from the filter

transmission curves and F0 SED template. The zero-

point is given by

ZPT = median(uAB
SDSS − uDECam − ∆ufilter). (5)

We subtract 0.04 from the zero-point to bring the SDSS

magnitudes in alignment with AB magnitudes2.

The HSC-SSP, NHS, VICS82 and IRAC stacks are

constructed from calibrated images, and their zero-

points are preserved throughout the stacking procedure.

We verify the final zero-points using a similar procedure

as above, and find that they are consistent within un-

certainty. We thus adopt the documented zero-points

for these bands.

4. SOURCE DETECTION AND PHOTOMETRY

2 https://www.sdss.org/dr16/algorithms/fluxcal/

4.1. The Farmer

Source detection and photometry are performed us-

ing The Farmer, a software package that utilizes The
Tractor to perform source modeling and photometry

on multi-wavelength data. A detailed description of The
Farmer software package can be found in Weaver et al.

(2022). To facilitate parallel computation, each tile is

divided into 156 “bricks” with dimensions of approxi-

mately 10′× 10′. Source detection, modeling and forced

photometry are performed in each brick independently.

In this section, we describe each step in The Farmer.

4.1.1. Source Detection

Before source detection, we mask extremely extended

and resolved sources in the brick images since they can

result in non-convergence in the modeling process and

lead to inaccurate photometry of sources in their vicin-

ity. We perform an initial source detection procedure

on the detection image in each brick using SEP with a

minimum detection area of 8000 pixels to create a seg-

mentation map of very extended sources. The object re-

gions in the segmentation map are dilated on each side

by 15 pixels to create an extended object mask. In the

HSC-SSP images, the extended object mask is dilated by

95 pixels because of the larger bright star halos for the

instrument. The extended object masks are combined

with the masks for the detection image and modeling

images of each band.

Source detection in The Farmer utilizes SEP. We use

the weight maps generated in Section 3.1.2 and masks

generated above. The values of the source detection pa-

rameters used are shown in Table 1. After source detec-

tion, The Farmer uses the segmentation map to iden-

tify crowded regions with multiple nearby sources, and

groups them into “blobs”. The blobs are the smallest

units for source modeling, meaning that all the sources

in a blob are modelled simultaneously.

4.1.2. PSF Creation

To model the source profiles across multiple bands

with inhomogeneous PSFs, we need to first model the

PSF in each band and in each tile. This is achieved

using PSFEx, which is integrated into The Farmer.

A catalog of bright sources is first constructed using

SourceExtractor in each tile. Unsaturated point

sources are then selected visually using the half-light ra-

dius versus apparent magnitude diagram. The selected

point sources are then used for PSF modeling, where

we allow spatial variations in each tile using a third de-

gree polynomial. This allows a spatially dependent PSF

model which accounts for variations in the image quality

across each the tile.

https://www.sdss.org/dr16/algorithms/fluxcal/
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Table 1. Source Detection Parameters

Parameter Value

THRESH 1.5

MINAREA 3

DEBLEND NTHRESH 32

DEBLEND CONT 0.0001

FILTER KERNEL gauss 1.5 3×3.conv

FILTER TYPE matched

BW 128

BH 128

FW 3

FH 3

Table 2. Farmer Decision Tree Pa-
rameters

Parameter Value

PS SG THRESH1 0.8

EXP DEV THRESH 0.5

CHISQ FORCE EXP DEV 1.05

CHISQ FORCE COMP 1.5

4.1.3. Source Modeling

After creating the PSF models, source modeling is per-

formed on a user-defined set of “modeling bands”, which

is usually a subset of all the available bands. In this cat-

alog, our modeling bands include the DECam r, i, z and

NEWFIRM Ks bands. This is because all the detection

bands have to be used in modeling so that every de-

tected source can be modeled. Additionally, we include

the HSC r and z bands, which have improved depth and

spatial resolution over the same DECam bands. The

HSC i band is not included since it does not fully cover

the SHELA field. The modeling bands are then simulta-

neously fitted to determine the best-fit source profiles for

each source. The Farmer allows five different models

to describe the source profiles:

1. PointSource models are used to describe unre-

solved sources. They are simply the PSF of each

individual band, parametrized by the flux and

source centroid.

2. SimpleGalaxy models are used to describe

barely resolved sources. They are a special case

of an exponential light profile, where the profile

is circularly symmetric and has a fixed effective

radius of 0.′′45.

3. ExpGalaxy models are exponential light profiles

parametrized by the flux, effective radius, axis ra-

tio, position angle and source centroid.

4. DevGalaxy models are de Vaucouleurs light pro-

files parametrized by the flux, effective radius, axis

ratio, position angle and source centroid.

5. CompositeGalaxy models are the concentric su-

perposition of the ExpGalaxy and DevGalaxy

models. They are parametrized by the source cen-

troid, total flux and flux ratio between the two

models, as well as the effective radius, axis ratio,

position angle of each of the two models.

The best fit model is chosen using a decision tree in The
Farmer. Briefly, it progresses from a simpler model to

a more complex model if either the improvement in χ2

is greater than a user-defined threshold or the simpler

model χ2 exceeds a certain value. We select the decision

tree parameters by testing different parameters in steps

on a small number of bricks. A set of parameters that

balances between sufficient modeling and overfitting is

chosen by visually inspecting the resulting source counts

as a function of magnitude. The decision tree parame-

ters are shown in Table 2. Figure 4 shows the distribu-

tion of sources within a certain model as a function of

HSC r band magnitude. Faint sources with r & 24 are

mostly modelled by the PointSource and SimpleGalaxy

models, as they are unresolved or barely resolved due

to their low surface brightness. The ExpGalaxy and

DevGalaxy models dominate an intermediate range of

20 . r . 24, while the most complex CompositeGalaxy

model are mostly found at r . 22, as the sources become

better resolved at brighter magnitudes.

4.1.4. Forced photometry

After a source profile model is chosen using the model-

ing bands, forced photometry is performed on all of the

remaining bands that are not used in the modeling pro-

cess. This is achieved by fitting each force photometric

band individually by fixing the source profiles, convolved

with the PSF of each band, and only allowing the flux

normalizations to vary. Additionally, a small positional

offset is allowed in each band to account for any po-

tential imperfect astrometry. A Gaussian prior with a

standard deviation of 0.3 pixels is applied to the posi-

tion to prevent excessive offsets. In Figure 5, we show

the image, model map and residual map of an example

blob containing a pair of sources separated by ∼ 1′′ for



8 Leung et al.

14 16 18 20 22 24 26
r Mag (AB)

102

103

104

105

Nu
m

be
r

PointSource
SimpleGalaxy
DevGalaxy
ExpGalaxy
CompositeGalaxy
Total

Figure 4. Distribution of source models as a function of
HSC r magnitude in T1. Sources are more resolved at
brighter magnitudes. The unresolved PointSource model and
barely resolved SimpleGalaxy model dominate fainter mag-
nitudes of r & 24. The resolved ExpGalaxy and DevGalaxy
models dominate brighter magnitudes of 20 . r . 24. The
most complex CompositeGalaxy model is mostly found at
r . 22.

the HSC r, NEWFIRM Ks, and IRAC [3.6] bands. The

forced photometry results in the complete photometry

in all the photometric bands in this catalog.

4.1.5. Duplicates

Since there is a small overlap between tiles, we iden-

tify and remove duplicate sources in these regions. Any

source within 0.′′5 of a source in another tile is considered

a duplicate, and the source that has a larger χ2 in the

DECam r-band is removed from the combined catalog.

We note that the raw data covering these overlapping re-

gions are identical. The only difference between the tile

images is the different resampling schemes. We verified

that the photometry of duplicate pairs are consistent

within their uncertainties.

4.2. Completeness

We perform simulations to estimate the complete-

ness of the catalog. We insert fake point sources with

no color, i.e., equal AB magnitudes between bands, to

the science images, and attempt to recover them using

the same detection and photometry procedures as the

catalog sources. For each tile, we randomly generate

15,000 locations and fluxes for source insertion. The

fluxes are drawn from a power-law-plus-constant distri-

bution between 20 and 27 mag. Point source profiles

are constructed by multiplying the normalized position-

dependent PSF stamps in each band with the desired

HS
C 
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2"

Image Model Residual

NE
W

FI
RM

 K

2"

IR
AC

 [3
.6

]

2"

Figure 5. Demonstration of model fitting and forced pho-
tometry by The Farmer. A blob containing a pair of neigh-
boring sources separated by ∼ 1′′ is shown. The image,
model and residual maps are shown from left to right. The
HSC r, NEWFIRM Ks and IRAC [3.6] bands are shown
from top to bottom. 2′′-diamater apertures centered at the
source positions are shown in red for reference. The sources
are modeled simultaneously using the rizKs bands. Forced
photometry is performed to all the bands by fixing the source
profiles, convolved with the PSF of each band, and only al-
lowing the flux normalizations to vary.

flux. These fake point sources are then inserted into the

science images of each band at the same set of locations.

We then construct the CHI-MEAN detection image, gen-

erate bricks and detect sources in the same procedures.
Figure 6 shows for fraction of fake sources recovered as

a function of magnitude. Our simulations show that

our catalog is 80% complete at ≈ 24.7 mag. After this

threshold, the completeness declines to 50% at ≈ 25.1

mag.

4.3. Photometric Errors

We estimate point-source photometric errors using the

same set of simulations and compare them with the flux

errors reported by The Farmer. After source detec-

tion, we proceed to measure the fluxes of the recovered

sources in each band by performing our modeling and

forced photometry on the blobs containing the recovered

sources. We then measure the photometric errors by

comparing the recovered and input fluxes in each tile and

photometric band. As an example, Figure 7 shows the

median and 68th-percentile of the fractional difference
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Figure 6. The fraction of simulated sources recovered as
a function of input magnitude. The simulated sources have
zero color, i.e. equal AB magnitudes between bands. The
simulations show an 80% (50%) completeness threshold of
∼ 24.7 (∼ 25.1) mag.

between the input and recovered fluxes as a function

of the input magnitude for the DECam r, NEWFIRM

Ks and IRAC [3.6] bands in T1. We also show the me-

dian error reported by The Farmer in the same plot.

The recovered error is generally larger than but follows

a similar trend as the error reported by The Farmer,

showing that the errors reported by The Farmer are

underestimated. We therefore estimate the true photo-

metric error by applying a correction to the error re-

ported by The Farmer.

We parametrize the fractional photometric error as(
σtotal

f

)2

= σ2
sys + C2

(
σFarmer

f

)2

, (6)

where σtot is the total photometric error, f is the flux

density, σsys is the dimensionless systematic error, C is

a dimensionless correction factor, and σFarmer is the er-

ror reported by The Farmer in flux density. In each

magnitude bin, we take half of the central 68-percentiles

of the recovered fractional flux error as σtotal/f , the me-

dian Farmer error as σFarmer, and the flux corresponding

to the magnitude bin center as f . We then perform a

least squares fit to Equation 6 to find the values of σsys

and C. As the recovered fluxes fluctuate strongly at very

faint magnitudes, we only make use of the data points

brighter than than m = 25 in our fitting for the optical

bands and m = 23 for the infrared bands.

The systematic error term is typically ∼ 5% of the

flux. A major source of systematic uncertainty is from

the PSF model. PSFEx does not return uncertainties

for the PSF stamps and the Tractor engine assumes

the PSF models to be the truth. Therefore, the error

reported by The Farmer does not account for the effect

of the uncertainty in the PSF model.

The correction factor is typically ∼ 1.2 − 1.5 for the

optical and VICS82 bands. Larger correction factors of

2 and 5 are required for the NHS Ks and IRAC bands,

respectively. The need for a correction factor for the

statistical error is likely due to correlated pixels. The
Farmer error, which is calculated by a weighted quadra-

ture sum of pixel errors, gives the total error under the

assumption of independent data points, i.e., uncorre-

lated pixel values, and therefore have zero covariance

terms. The science images have been interpolated and

resampled from their native pixel scales, which leads to

correlation between neighbouring pixels. Furthermore,

when the PSF is significantly wider than the pixel size,

a considerable number of pixels within the PSF can be-

come correlated. These factors invalidate the assump-

tion of uncorrelated pixels, and lead to non-zero covari-

ance terms and thus underestimation of the true statis-

tical error. In fact, the bands that require the largest

correction factors are the IRAC bands, followed by the

NHS Ks band, which have the largest PSF and native

pixel size.

For each source, the total photometric error from the

simulations is given by

σtotal,i =
√

(σsysfi)2 + (CσFarmer,i)2, (7)

where fi and σFarmer,i are the measured flux and error

from The Farmer for the source, and σsys and C are

the values measured by the simulations for the tile and

band. In the catalog, we report the total error derived

from Equation 7 as well as the error returned by The
Farmer. The total error is likely an conservative upper

limit of the actual error, since a small fraction of recov-

ered sources could be mismatched to a different source,

which can lead to overestimation of the recovered flux

error. We also note that we have only simulated point

sources in our analysis, since there is an infinite number

of possible resolved source profiles. As a result, these

errors are only formally applicable to point sources.

4.4. Detection Limits

We estimate our point-source detection limits using

the photometric errors obtained in the previous section.

For each tile and band, we calculate the S/N by dividing

the flux by the photometric error. We then estimate

the 5σ detection limit by finding the median magnitude

for point sources at 4.8 < S/N < 5.2. We calculated
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Figure 7. Demonstration of our measurement of flux error by simulation of injected sources in the DECam r, NEWFIRM
Ks and IRAC [3.6] bands in T1. The data points and error bars show the median and central 68-percentiles of the fractional
flux difference between the injected and recovered sources, respectively, in each magnitude bin. The shaded region shows the
median fractional error reported by The Farmer (σFarmer/Fin). The dotted, dashed and solid black lines show the best-fit
systematic, statistical and total errors, respectively, as defined in Equation 6. The recovered error is substantially larger than
the error reported by The Farmer in the NEWFIRM and IRAC bands. This is likely due to a combination of larger PSF and
native pixel sizes, resulting in more correlated pixels.

Table 3. Point-source Detection Limits (5σ, AB)

DECam HSC VISTA CFHT NEWFIRM IRAC

Tile u g r i z Y g r i z Y J Ks J Ks Ks [3.6] [4.5]

Simulation

1 25.1 25.5 25.1 24.8 24.3 22.9 26.1 25.6 25.1 24.8 23.4 22.7 21.9 22.4 21.8 22.6 21.9 21.9

2 25.3 25.4 25.0 24.7 23.9 22.5 26.0 25.7 25.4 24.5 24.2 22.3 21.7 - - 22.4 21.9 22.0

3 25.4 25.4 25.1 24.7 24.1 22.3 26.1 25.8 25.7 24.5 24.3 22.3 21.8 - - 22.2 21.9 22.0

4 25.5 25.3 25.0 24.5 24.1 22.3 25.9 25.6 25.6 24.3 24.3 22.4 21.8 22.0 21.6 21.5 22.0 22.0

5 25.4 25.4 25.0 24.5 24.1 22.1 25.7 25.2 25.0 24.6 24.1 21.7 21.7 22.0 21.7 21.9 22.0 22.0

6 25.4 25.6 25.3 24.7 24.0 22.1 25.1 25.1 24.7 24.7 23.5 22.2 21.7 - - 22.3 21.9 22.0

7 25.3 25.1 24.8 24.4 24.1 22.3 25.4 24.9 24.8 24.6 - 22.1 21.0 - - 22.5 21.9 22.0

The Farmer

1 25.7 25.9 25.6 25.3 24.7 23.6 26.4 26.1 25.3 25.0 23.9 23.1 22.4 23.0 22.4 23.4 23.7 23.7

2 25.7 25.8 25.4 25.0 24.5 22.5 26.3 26.2 25.7 24.8 24.5 22.7 22.1 - - 23.2 23.7 23.7

3 25.8 25.7 25.4 25.0 24.4 22.5 26.3 26.2 25.8 24.8 24.5 22.9 22.3 - - 23.2 23.7 23.7

4 25.7 25.7 25.2 24.8 24.4 22.4 26.3 26.2 25.8 24.7 24.5 22.9 22.3 22.6 22.1 23.2 23.7 23.7

5 25.8 25.8 25.3 25.0 24.3 22.4 26.2 25.9 25.2 24.9 24.4 22.6 22.2 22.6 22.2 23.1 23.7 23.7

6 25.8 26.2 25.6 25.0 24.5 22.4 26.2 25.6 25.1 25.0 23.8 22.8 22.2 - - 23.1 23.7 23.7

7 25.8 25.4 25.3 24.7 24.3 22.5 26.1 25.6 25.0 24.9 - 22.6 21.8 - - 23.3 23.7 23.7

Note—Simulation detection limits are calculated using flux errors obtained by injecting and recovering simulated point sources in
the science images. The Farmer detection limits are calculated using the flux errors reported by the Tractor. See Section 4.3
for a detailed discussion of the differences between the two flux error measurements.
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detection limits both using the simulation-based errors

and the values from The Farmer, and the results are

listed in Table 3. The simulation-based detection limits

are generally shallower than The Farmer-based ones

by ∼ 0.3−0.5 AB mag in the ugrizY -bands and VICS82

bands, ∼ 0.8 AB mag in the NEWFIRM Ks-band, and

∼ 1.7 AB mag in both IRAC bands.

Here we compare our simulation-based 5σ detection

limits with previous studies. Comparing with the previ-

ous SHELA DECam catalog by Wold et al. (2019), our

DECam u-band depths of ∼ 24.9 − 25.2 AB mag are

in agreement with their results, valued between their

deeper “sky aperture” and shallower “simulation” de-

tection limits. Our DECam griz-bands depths are gen-

erally ∼ 0.5 AB mag deeper than the deeper “sky aper-

ture” in Wold et al. (2019) thanks to our additional ex-

posures. Our NEWFIRM Ks-band reaches a depth of

∼ 22.3 AB mag, similar to the 22.4 AB mag in Ste-

vans et al. (2021) based on 2′′-diameter apertures on

the same Ks dataset. Our IRAC 3.6 µm- and 4.5 µm-

bands reach very uniform depths of ∼ 22.0 AB mag, and

are in excellent agreement with Papovich et al. (2016)

using the same IRAC dataset. In the VICS82 bands,

our detection limits of ∼ 22.3 and ∼ 21.7 AB mag in

J and Ks are ∼ 0.8 AB mag deeper than those re-

ported in Geach et al. (2017) based on 2′′-diameter aper-

tures. This difference could be due to the better seeing

in VICS82. Our model-based photometry and errors are

based on fitting the light profile convolved with the PSF

model, and are effectively an optimal extraction based

on the actual seeing of the images. We speculate that

the 2′′-diameter apertures in Geach et al. (2017) could

be too large for their images, which have a typical seeing

FWHM of 0.8−0.9′′ at VISTA, resulting in the inclusion

of noise and thus a shallower measured detection limit.

In comparison, the NEWFIRM Ks images in Stevans

et al. (2021), which are also measured by 2′′-diameter

apertures and are in agreement with our results, have a

typical seeing FWHM of ∼ 1.2′′.

4.5. Number Counts

An important test of the detection and photometry

of the catalog is to compare the galaxy number counts

to the literature. In Figure 8, we plot the differential

galaxy number counts against the measured DECam r-

band magnitude. We also plot in the same figure the

best-fit line log(N) = −3.52 + 0.34R to 20 < R < 24

galaxies presented in Gawiser et al. (2006). Known stars

in our catalog are removed by cross-matching with the

SDSS DR17 star catalog. Our measured number counts

agree with the reported relation up to r ≈ 25, beyond

which the number counts fall below the relation. The
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Figure 8. Differential number counts of galaxies versus DE-
Cam r-band magnitude. Poisson error bars are smaller than
the data point markers. The black line shows the best-fit
line in Gawiser et al. (2006). Our measured number counts
agree with the reported relation up to our 50% completeness
limit of r ≈ 25, beyond which the number counts fall below
the relation.

agreement at r < 25 shows that a smooth transition

from the resolved to unresolved models is achieved dur-

ing the modeling process. The decline beyond r ≈ 25

is consistent with our completeness simulation results,

which show an 80% completeness threshold of r ≈ 24.7.

We use the DECam r band here instead of the deeper

HSC r band because the HSC r filter is bluer than the

MOSAIC II R filter in Gawiser et al. (2006) by an ef-

fective wavelength of 330 Å. The DECam filter, bluer

by only 130 Å, provides a more direct comparison with

Gawiser et al. (2006). The HSC number count follows

a similar trend, but is slightly shifted towards fainter

magnitudes.

4.6. Comparison to DECaLS

The DECaLS Survey (Dey et al. 2019) DR9 presents

photometry using DECam imaging in the grz-bands ob-

served through March 2019. The DECaLS data encom-

pass most of the observing dates of those used in this

catalog, and the footprint covers the SHELA field. Thus,

it provides an independent reference catalog to verify

the photometry in our catalog. Moreover, the DECaLS

photometry is also based on source modeling by the
Tractor, allowing an “apples-to-apples” comparison

with this catalog. In Figure 9, we plot the difference

in measured magnitude between this catalog and DE-

CaLS as a function of the magnitude in the catalog for

the DECam grz-bands. The photometry is in excellent
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Figure 9. Difference between the measured magnitudes in this catalog (L22) and DECaLS DR9 (LS) as a function of magnitude
in this catalog. The median magnitude difference is shown in each panel. DECaLS covers the grz-bands in DECam. Both
catalogs employ model-based photometry. The photometry is in excellent agreement between the catalogs with a median offset
of ≤ 0.03 mag.

agreement between the two catalogs. The median mag-

nitude offset is −0.01 mag in g, and 0.03 mag in r and

z.

4.7. Comparison to Previous SHELA Catalog

We also compare our photometry with the previous

aperture photometry catalog presented in the DECam

catalog of Wold et al. (2019). In Figure 10, we show

the magnitude difference as a function of magnitude for

the DECam ugriz and HSC griz bands. We use the

“AUTO” magnitudes based on Kron apertures in Wold

et al. (2019) for this comparison. Since this catalog in-

cludes additional photometric bands than Wold et al.

(2019), the HSC bands here are compared against the

corresponding DECam bands. The magnitudes in this

catalog are generally within 0.1 mag of those in Wold

et al. (2019), with a absolute median offset of < 0.07

mag.

We further examine the relation between the magni-

tude offset and the light profile models of the sources in

the IRAC bands, where source blending due to its lower

resolution is expected to lead to the largest difference

between model-based and aperture photometry. We

compare the difference between the model-based mag-

nitudes in this catalog and the “AUTO” magnitudes

based on Kron apertures in the IRAC [3.6] band from

the IRAC catalog of Papovich et al. (2016). In Figure 11,

we show the magnitude difference for sources with the

PointSource, SimpleGalaxy, DevGalaxy and ExpGalaxy

models. The PointSource model, which represents un-

resolved sources and dominates at > 24 AB mag, have

generally similar magnitudes as those in Papovich et al.

(2016), showing a median offset of -0.01 mag. This

suggests that point source fluxes are accurately mea-

sured in both model-based and aperture photometry. By

contrast, the SimpleGalaxy, DevGalaxy and ExpGalaxy

models, which represent resolved sources, have gener-

ally brighter magnitudes compared with Papovich et al.

(2016), showing a median offset of ∼ −0.1 mag. This

suggests that a substantial fraction of the flux can be

missed by the use of a fixed aperture on these resolved

sources, and the modeling of the light profile and PSF

is needed to capture all the flux from these sources.

5. PHOTOMETRIC REDSHIFTS

We measure photometric redshifts using the photo-

metric redshift code EAZY Brammer et al. (2008). We

include fluxes in all the photometric bands that have

χ2 < 10 and we use the photometric uncertainties in-

clusive of the systematic error terms and scaling factors

derived from our simulations. We require the objects

to have five valid flux measurements to ensure a well-

cosntrained SED. We use a redshift grid from 0.01 to 15

with a step size of 0.01. We utilize the included EAZY

template set, “tweak fsps QSF v12 v3,” which uses a

Chabrier (2003) initial mass function, a Kriek & Con-

roy (2013) dust attenuation law and solar metallicity.

We also include an additional set of six templates in

Larson et al. (2022) covering bluer colors than the in-

cluded templates, which improves photometric redshifts

for bluer galaxies.

We compare our photometric redshifts with spectro-

scopic redshifts in SDSS DR17. The vast majority of the

sources with available spectroscopic redshifts are at z ≤
1. In Figure 12, we compare the results for the 13,895

sources at z ≤ 1. The median (zphot−zSDSS)/(1+zSDSS)

is 0.002, and the normalized median absolute deviation

(see Brammer et al. 2008), defined as

σNMAD = 1.48 × median

(∣∣∣∣∆z − median(∆z)

1 + zSDSS

∣∣∣∣) , (8)

is 0.037. We find that 8% of the sources are 5σNMAD

outliers. The outliers are mostly attributed to imper-

fect source modeling for nearby galaxies, where bright,
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Figure 10. Comparison between the measured magnitudes in this catalog (L22) and the AUTO magnitudes using Kron
apertures in Wold et al. (2019, W19). The photometry in this catalog are generally within 0.1 mag of that in Wold et al. (2019),
with a absolute median offset of < 0.07 mag.
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Figure 11. Comparison between IRAC [3.6] magnitudes in
this catalog and the aperture-based SHELA IRAC catalog
(Papovich et al. 2016, P16) for sources with different models.
The magnitudes in P16 are measured in Kron apertures. The
unresolved PointSource model results in fainter magnitudes,
while the resolved SimpleGalaxy, DevGalaxy and ExpGalaxy
models result in brighter magnitudes in this catalog. This
suggests that model-based photometry is more capable at
capturing all the flux from resolved source.

resolved structures are not adequately described by any

of the light profiles used. An indicator of an inadequate

fit is the χ2 of the source modeling process. We find that

the median χ2 in the DECam r-band for the 5σNMAD

outliers is 3.0 compared with 1.9 for all the sources, sug-

gesting a generally worse fit in the outliers. This shows

that the photometry of these outliers are less accurate

than the rest of the sample. The number of outliers can

be significantly reduced by applying a χ2 threshold dur-

ing sample selection. We note that this effect is the most

prominent for the bright, z ≤ 1 sources that are being

compared here, since these sources can be sufficiently

resolved that none of the model light profiles used can

adequately describe the observed light distribution. In

general, the χ2 values are close to unity at magnitudes

& 22 mag, indicating good photometry. Furthermore,

the comparison here includes any available photometric

redshift measurements in the catalog, while in actual

applications, it is common to apply additional phys-

ically motivated selection criteria such as flux and/or

S/N thresholds in specific photometric bands, which is

expected to further reduce the outlier fraction. None of

the zSDSS ≤ 1 galaxies compared here have a photomet-

ric redshift of zphot ≥ 10.

6. THE SHELA PHOTOMETRIC CATALOG

We publish with this paper the full SHELA photo-

metric catalog. In Table 3, we show a sample of the

SHELA photometric catalog. The catalog contains a
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Figure 12. Comparison between photometric redshifts in this catalog and SDSS spectroscopic redshifts for 13,895 sources. In
the left panel, the dashed black line shows where the photometric redshift and spectroscopic redshift are equal. In the right
panel, the black points and error bars show the median and 68%-tiles, respectively. Outliers are mainly due to bright and highly
resolved sources at z ≤ 1 that are not adequately modelled by the available light profiles and tend to get set to specific values
of zphot.

unique source ID and J2000 coordinates for each source.

We also report the best-fit light profile model selected by

The Farmer. For each band, we report the measured

flux, the flux errors from both The Farmer and our

simulations, and the χ2 of the light profile fit. Fluxes

and flux errors are in µJy. We recommend using the

simulation-based flux errors for most purposes. We ad-

vise against using fluxes with a corresponding χ2 � 10

for science. Finally, we list the photometric redshift in-

formation from EAZY, inculding the best-fit redshift,

68- and 95-percentiles, number of filters used in the fit,

and the χ2 of the fit. Entries with no valid data are

shown as −99.

7. SUMMARY

In this paper, we have presented the ugrizY JKs plus

3.6 and 4.5 µm photometric catalog that reaches a 5σ

depth ∼ 25.5 AB mag for over four millions sources

in the ∼ 27 deg2 SHELA field. We performed fully

model-based photometry using The Farmer, and val-

idated our photometry with the model-based DECaLS

DR9 catalog. We compared the model-based photome-

try with the previous aperture photometry catalogs. We

find that model-based photometry can accurately mea-

sure point source fluxes and capture the full extended

emission of resolved sources. We also presented photo-

metric redshifts for the catalog, which show good agree-

ment with available spectrosopic redshifts. The large

area, multi-wavelength photometric catalog of SHELA

will enable a wide range extragalactic studies.
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