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ABSTRACT

We present the star formation histories (SFHs) of early-type dwarf galaxies, dSphs and dEs, in the local universe

within z = 0.01. The SFHs of early-type dwarf galaxies are characterized by pre-enriched, metal-poor old stellar

populations, absence of moderately old stars that have ages of a few Gyr. There are some differences in the SFHs of

dSphs and dEs. In particular, dSphs formed old (∼> 10 Gyr old) metal-poor stars ∼ 2 times more than dEs. The effects

of reionization and feedback from supernova explosions are thought to be strong enough to remove the gas left, which

prevent moderately old stellar populations in dSphs. In contrast, the ejected gas are not completely removed from dEs

and fall back to ignite burst of star formation at a few Gyr after the first period of violent bursts of star formation,

showing a suppression of star formation at lookback time ≈ 9.6 Gyr. The second peak of star formation at lookback

time ≈ 4.5 Gyr in dEs produce moderately old stellar populations. Distinction between dSphs and dEs is useful to

examine the SFHS of the early-type dwarfs since the cumulative SFHs are most closely related to their morphology.

The stellar mass plays an important role in the SFHs of the early-type dwarfs as a driver of star formation, especially

in galaxies with primordial origin.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Dwarf galaxies are most abundant in the local universe. They
are thought to be building blocks of more massive galaxies
in the framework of Λ cold dark matter (ΛCDM) cosmology
(Blumenthal et al. 1985; Navaro, Frenk & White 1997). Some
dwarf galaxies survive to the present time as isolated galaxies
or satellites of larger galaxies. Among dwarf galaxies, early-
type dwarf galaxies such as dwarf spheroidal galaxies (dSphs)
and dwarf elliptical galaxies (dEs) are of special interest be-
cause they could be primordial objects that evolved to the
present form. It is also likely that they are transformed ones
from late-type galaxies if they are observed in group/cluster
environment where a variety of mechanisms that transform
late-type galaxies to early-type dwarfs are operable (e.g., Fat-
tahi et al. 2018, references therein).

Some early-type dwarf galaxies that have primordial origin
are thought to be fossils of primordial galaxies whose star for-
mation had quenched before or during re-ionization (Gutcke
et al. 2022). The majority of stars in these galaxies have ages
older than 10 Gyr with metallicities lower than [Fe/H]≈ −2
since re-ionization is thought to occur at Z ≈ 6 (Becker et
al. 2001). Quenching of star formation was driven by the me-
chanical feedback from supernova explosions followed by the
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bursts of star formation at an early epoch of cosmic evolu-
tion. Mechanical energy from the supernova explosions blows
out the gas from the primordial galaxies which have shal-
low potentials due to small masses (Vader 1986; Dekel & Silk
1986; Slvadori, Ferrara & Schneider 2008). Examples of such
fossil objects are the Sextans dwarf spheroidal galaxy in the
LG (Bettinelli et al. 2018). The ultra faint dwarf spheroidal
(UDF) Segue 1 is also supposed to be fossil object (Frebel et
al. 2014; Webster, Frebel & Bland-Hawthorn 2016).

The dEs comprise the most abundant population of galaxy
clusters such as the Virgo cluster (Binggeli, Sandage & Tam-
mann 1985) while the dSphs are mostly found in the Lo-
cal Group (LG). Whether they are morphologically distinct
or not, they are mostly satellites of bright giant galaxies
(Makarov et al. 2015; Ann 2017). In the Local Group, most
satellites of the Milky Way (MW) and Andromeda (M31),
located within ∼ 300 kpc from their host galaxies, are dSphs
(McConnachie 2012). They are thought to be accreted into
the host galaxies earlier than ∼ 6 Gyr ago (D’Souza & Bell
2021; Barmentloo & Kautun 2023) but Hammer et al. (2023)
argued that most dwarfs of MW are newcomers based on
energy arguments. Some of them could be primordial ob-
jects but the majority of them are thought to be trans-
formed from gas-rich dwarf irregulars which lost their cold
gas by tidal stripping (Moore et al. 1996; Moore, Lake &
Katz 1998; Mayer et al. 2001a,b; Kravtsov, Gnedin & Klypin
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2 Seo & Ann

2004; Paudel & Ree 2014; Kazantzidis et al. 2017; Fattahi et
al. 2018) and/or ram pressure stripping (Gunn & Gott 1972;
Abadi et al. 1999; Koppen et al. 2018). The spiral arm fea-
tures revealed in the unsharp masked images of a number of
dEs in the Virgo clusters (Jerjen, Kalnajs & Binggeli 2000;
Lisker, Grebel & Binggeli 2006) support the transformed late-
type galaxies as their origin. The gas-rich late-type galaxies
can be deprived of their gas by ram pressure stripping (Gunn
& Gott 1972) and starvation (Larson, Tinsley & Caldwell
1980).

Besides the favorable environment for morphology trans-
formation for early-type dwarfs, there are some observations
that support the non-primordial origin of dEs. They are the
embedded spirals observed in some dEs (Jerjen, Kalnajs &
Binggeli 2000; Barazza et al. 2002; Graham. Jerjen & Guz-
man 2003; De Rijcke et al. 2003; Lisker, Grebel & Binggeli
2006) and fast rotations which imply rotationally supported
systems (Pedraz et al. 2002; Simien & Prugniel 2002; Geha,
Guhathakurta & van der Marel 2003; van Zee, Skillman &
Haynes 2004; De Rijcke et al. 2005; Chilingarian et al. 2009;
Geha et al. 2010; Toloba et al. 2015; Penny et al. 2016) to-
gether with the blue-cored dEs, which implies presence of
cold gas at the central regions of a significant number of dEs
in the Virgo Cluster (Lisker et al. 2007; Hamraz et al. 2019).
The presence of blue-cored dEs are also observed in the For-
nax Cluster and Coma Cluster with much larger fractions
(Hamraz et al. 2019). Actually, there are some HI gas-rich
dEs in the Virgo Cluster (Conselice et al. 2003; Hallenbeck
et al. 2012) and in the Fornax Cluster (Buyle et al. 2005). On
the other hand, there has been no report on the embedded
spirals in dSphs. Most dSphs are dispersion-supported sys-
tems except for some dSphs which are supposed to be formed
by mergers (Lokas et al. 2014). But the paucity of rotation-
supported dSphs does not necessarily admit that they are
not transformed from late-type galaxies because the dwarf
irregulars seem to be dispersion-supported (Wheeler, Pace &
Bullock 2017).

A non-negligible fraction of dEs and dSphs are isolated
early-type dwarf galaxies of which origins could be primor-
dial objects because they have no chance to interact with
other galaxies. A recent CMD analysis for the star formation
history (SFH) of an early-type dwarf galaxy Sextans (Bet-
tinelli et al. 2018) shows that the majority of the stellar com-
ponent formed before the end of the reionization which is
assumed to be fixed at ∼ 12.77 Gyr (Becker et al. 2001).
Existence of early-type dwarf galaxies whose cold gas was
completely exhausted in the early phase of galaxy evolution
suggests different gas-loss mechanisms. Examples of the pro-
posed gas-loss mechanisms are photoevaporation (Barkana &
Loeb 1999; Gnedin 2000; Shapiro, Iliev & Raga 2004), su-
pernova (SN) feedback (Dekel & Silk 1986; Ferrara & Tolstoy
2000; Marcolini et al. 2006; Bovill & Ricotti 2009), interac-
tion with gaseous filaments (Benitez-Llambay et al. 2013).
Dissolving star cluster scenario (Assmann et al. 2013) is an-
other way to explain the formation of isolated dSph galaxies.

There has been no consensus on the morphological classi-
fication of dwarf galaxies. Simple classification scheme is to
divide them as early-type dwarfs and late-type dwarfs. Aside
from the late-type dwarfs which are designated by dIrrs or
dIs, early-type dwarfs are frequently divided into two sub-
types of galaxies, dEs and dS0s, where the former include
their faint cousins dSphs (Sandage & Binggeli 1984). Most

studies (eg., Binggeli, Sandage & Tammann 1985; Lisker,
Grebel & Binggeli 2006) used the dE/dS0 division for early-
type dwarf galaxies following Sandage & Binggeli (1984) al-
though the terminology dwarf spheroidals (dSphs) have been
used for the satellite galaxies of the MW and M31. Kormendy
& Bender (2012) also neglect the sub-type dSph in propos-
ing a new scheme for morphological classification which ex-
tends the parallel sequence of van den Bergh (1976). They
used Sph rather than dE to represent the early-type dwarfs
which include dE and dS0 galaxies in Binggeli, Sandage &
Tammann (1985) and considered that dSphs are merely a
smaller version of dEs. Buta et al. (2015) also used the no-
tation Sph to describe the dE/dS0 galaxies observed in the
Spitzer Survey of Stellar Structure in Galaxies (S4G). On the
hand, the Updated Nearby Galaxy Catalog (Karachentsev et
al. 2013, UNGC) employed a different approach to classify-
ing galaxies in the Local Volume (LV) within 11 Mpc. They
distinguished dSphs from dEs but they used Sph rather than
dSph to denote dSphs. They classify dwarf galaxies based on
surface brightness and color. In their classification, dE and
Sph galaxies are classified to have red colors but with dif-
ferent surface brightness: high surface brightness for dE and
normal to extremely low surface brightness for Sph. For com-
parison, dS0 galaxies have normal surface brightness with red
colors. Another example of dwarfs with high surface bright-
ness is BCD but BCD galaxies have blue colors. The explicit
use of dSph was made by Ann, Seo & Ha (2015) to represent
early-type dwarf galaxies similar to dE but shallower gradient
in surface brightness distribution. The luminosity and colors
of dSphs are a little bit less luminous and bluer than dEs
but the majority of dSphs are brighter than Mr = -13, which
overlaps the luminosity range of dEs.

In contrast to the morphology classification grid proposed
by Graham (2019) where dwarf elliptical galaxies are treated
as merely small versions of normal early-type galaxies, the
early-type dwarfs, dSphs and dEs, can be distinguished from
giant elliptical galaxies by their surface brightness distribu-
tion, which is better represented by the Sérsic profile (Sérsic
1968) with n = 1 − 3 (Geha, Guhathakurta & van der Marel
2003; Seo & Ann 2022). There is a slight difference in the
mean Sérsic index n between dSphs and dEs in the sense
that dSphs have smaller n (Seo & Ann 2022) which leads
to shallower surface brightness distribution of dSphs. In con-
trast to the most previous studies (eg., Binggeli, Sandage &
Tammann 1985; Lisker, Grebel & Binggeli 2006; Kormendy
& Bender 2012), we distinguish dSphs from dEs. One of the
reasons why we distinguish dSphs from the dEs is that dSph
galaxies are mostly dispersion-supported systems (Walker et
al. 2009; Salucci et al. 2012) while a considerable fraction of
dE galaxies is supported by rotation (Geha et al. 2010). Their
origins might be different. The difference in luminosity of dEs
and dSphs are apparent because there is no dEs fainter than
MB ≈ −13, at least in the LG. However, In the luminos-
ity ranges between MR = −13 and MR = −16, a significant
fraction of early-type dwarf galaxies is thought to be dSphs
according to their morphology (Ann, Seo & Ha 2015).

Since the morphology of a galaxy is an integral property
that reflects the physical properties such as dynamical struc-
ture and stellar populations. The former property is revealed
by the apparent shape and surface brightness distribution
while the latter is reflected by the luminosity, color and metal
abundance. Since the stellar population of a galaxy is deter-

MNRAS 000, 1–16 (2019)



SFHs of dSphs and dEs 3

mined by the SFH, galaxies with similar morphology may
experience similar SFHs. Thus, we can expect a link between
morphology and SFH of galaxies, although it is apparent
that a considerable fraction of the satellite galaxies in the
LG shows somewhat different SFHs for the same morpholog-
ical type (Weisz et al. 2014a). Since the SFHs of the 40 dwarf
satellites of the LG were derived from the color-magnitude di-
agrams obtained from HST imaging, their SFHs are thought
to be precise enough to reveal fine details of the evolution of
these galaxies. The different SFHs of the dSphs in the LG
might be due to differences in mass and environment. The
mass range of the LG dSphs inferred from the luminosity
range of ∼ 8 mag is large enough to drive different SFHs in
the early stage of evolution. Lower mass dwarfs are likely to
be quenched earlier by the supernova feedback (Dekel & Silk
1986; Ferrara & Tolstoy 2000; Marcolini et al. 2006; Bovill
& Ricotti 2009) than higher mass dwarfs. It is also not sur-
prising that the star formation of the satellites at smaller
distances from the host galaxy (MW or M31) is quenched
earlier than those at a large distance by the environmental
effects of their host halos (Boselli et al. 2008; Penny et al.
2012; Zhou et al. 2020).

Thus, it is necessary to analyze the stellar populations of
early-type dwarfs to derive their SFHs. The most accurate
method to analyze the stellar populations of a galaxy is to
compare observed color-magnitude diagrams (CMDs) of re-
solved stars with synthetic CMDs (Tolstoy, Hill & Tosi 2009,
references there in). But this method has been applied mostly
to dwarf galaxies in the LG (Monelli et al. 2010a,b; de Boer
et al. 2012; Hidalgo et al. 2012, 2013; Weisz et al. 2014a; Gal-
lart et al. 2015) because it requires deep imaging that reach
the oldest main-sequence turn-off (MSTO). Up to now, most
distant galaxies of which CMDs are deep enough to derive
the oldest populations are limited within the local volume of
10 Mpc. Thus, it seems obligate to use integrated spectra of
galaxies that are located outside the local volume of 10 Mpc.
We used the population synthesis code STARLIGHT (Cid
Fernandes et al. 2005) which has been widely used for spec-
tra observed in the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (York et al. 2000,
SDSS). Recently, there are a number of studies (e.g., Cid Fer-
nandes et al. 2013), applying STARLIGHT to explore stellar
populations across galaxies using the spectra obtained from
integral-field spectroscopic observations such as the Calar
Alto Legacy Integral Field Area Survey (Sanchez, Kennicutt
& Gil de Paz 2012, CALIFA) and Mapping Nearby Galaxies
at Apache Point Observatory (Bundy et al. 2015, MaNGA).
Among others, the Cid Fernandes et al. (2013) and Riffel et
al. (2021) are examples of using STARLIGHT to the stellar
population of galaxies in CALIFA and in MaNGA, respec-
tively.

We are wondering that the morphological differences ob-
served in the bright early-type dwarf galaxies are caused by
the SFHs which are supposed to be closely related to their
origins. The connection between the SFHs and the structural
properties is also expected because the spatial distribution of
stellar populations determines the structure of a galaxy. The
flatter surface brightness distribution of dSphs which corre-
sponds to smaller Sérsic index n than dEs is thought to be
caused by the shallow potential of the dSphs. We expect ear-
lier quenching of star formation in dSphs than in dEs due to
their mass difference. The difference in quenching epoch can
be traced by the stellar populations.

Most previous studies of SFHs of dSphs and dEs using
CMD analysis were confined to those in the LG (Hermendez,
Gilmore & Valls-Gabaud 2000; Aparicio et al. 2001; Dol-
phin 2002; Carrera et al. 2002; Lee et al. 2009; Monelli et al.
2010a,b; de Boer et al. 2012; Hidalgo et al. 2012, 2013; Brown
et al. 2014; Weisz et al. 2014a; Gallart et al. 2015; Savino,
Salaris & Tolstoy 2015; Santana et al. 2016; Makarova et al.
2017; Skillman et al. 2017; Bettinelli et al. 2018, 2019; Savino
et al. 2019; Weisz et al. 2019; Gallart 2021; Rusakov et al.
2021; Navabi et al. 2021) except for a few cases (e.g., Weisz
et al. 2011; Cignoni et al. 2019, references therein). Weisz et
al. (2011) derived SFHs of 60 dwarf galaxies from the ACS
Nearby Galaxy Survey Treasury (ANGST). They are located
within ∼ 4 Mpc except for DDO 165 of which distance is
4.6 Mpc and masses in the range M∗ ∼ 105−11M�. This is
because the derivation of SFHs requires high-quality CMDs
that can be obtained for the galaxies of which constituent
stars can be resolved. Because of the low luminosity of dEs
and dSphs, their SFHs derived from the color-magnitude dia-
grams are confined to those in the local volume, mostly those
in the LG.

Population synthesis of the dwarf galaxies beyond the LG
was performed for the 12 dSphs in Cen A group at a distance
of 3.8 Mpc (Muller et al. 2021) using integrated spectra ob-
tained from the MUSE integral field spectrograph mounted at
UT4 of the VLT on Cerro Paranal, Chile (Bacon et al. 2010).
The dSphs have old and metal-poor stellar populations and
follow the stellar metallicity-luminosity relation defined by
the dwarf galaxies in the Local Group.

Here, we report an analysis of the SFHs of the early-type
dwarf galaxies listed in the catalogue of visually classified
galaxies in the local (z ∼< 0.01) universe (Ann, Seo & Ha
2015, CVCG). To derive the SFHs of the early-type dwarfs,
we applied a population synthesis code STARLIGHT (Cid
Fernandes et al. 2005) to the optical spectra of two sub-types
of the early-type dwarf galaxies (dSphs and dEs) observed in
the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS; York et al. (2000)).

The present paper is organized as follows. In Section 2,
selection of sample galaxies and observational data are de-
scribed. The method and basic results of this study are pre-
sented in Section 3. The cumulative SFHs of the dSphs and
dEs are described in section 4. Discussion of the SFHs of the
early-type dwarfs is given in Section 5. Summary and conclu-
sions are given in the last section.

2 SAMPLE SELECTION AND DATA

2.1 Selection of dwarf spheroidals and dwarf ellipticals

We selected the two sub-types of early-type dwarf galaxies,
dSphs and dEs, from the galaxies in the CVCG which pro-
vides detailed morphological types of 5638 galaxies located
in the local universe. The galaxies listed in the CVCG are
mostly taken from KIAS-VAGC (Choi, Han & Kim 2010)
which is a value-added catalogue based on the Sloan Digital
Sky Survey (SDSS) Data Release 7 (DR7). The CVCG sup-
plements the original catalogue with galaxies brighter than
r = 14.5 whose redshifts were taken from literature (Choi,
Han & Kim 2010, references there in). The CVCG took about
1000 galaxies from the NASA Extragalactic Database (NED)
which were not included in the KIAS-VAGC due to selec-
tion criteria adopted. Thus, the CVCG is nearly complete
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Figure 1. SDSS color images of four early-type dwarfs. Galaxies in

the upper row are dwarf spheroidal galaxies and those in the lower

row are dwarf elliptical galaxies. Left panels for non-nucleated
dwarfs and right panels for nucleated dwarfs. The box size in one

dimension is ∼ 100 arcsec. North is up, and East to the left.

for galaxies brighter than r = 17.77 for the regions surveyed
by the SDSS. Ann, Seo & Ha (2015) distinguished dSph and
dE from other early-type morphology such as dS0 and dEbc,
which are dwarf lenticular galaxy and blue-cored dwarf el-
liptical galaxy, respectively. We confined our sample galaxies
to dSphs and dEs for population synthesis studies because
morphological features such as disc and lens are observed in
dS0s and young stellar populations are dominant in the cores
of dEbc sub-types, which implies that they are not genuine
primordial dwarfs although both of them are considered to
be early-type dwarfs.

Figure 1 shows the color images of four sample galaxies, the
upper row for dSphs and the lower row for dEs. We provide
nucleated and non-nucleated dwarfs for each sub-type. Al-
though the sub-types of early-type dwarfs are classified by the
morphological characteristics (Ann, Seo & Ha 2015), there are
some difference in luminosity and colors of dSphs and dEs.
The luminosity difference between dEs and dSphs is appar-
ent because there is no dEs fainter than MB ≈ −13, at least
in the LG. For the present sample of dSphs and dEs, on av-
erage, dSphs are ∼ 1.5 mag fainter than dEs. However, as
shown in Figure 2, there is a range of luminosity, Mr = −13
∼ Mr = −16, where a significant fraction of dSphs and dEs
are present. The majority of dSphs and dEs are located along
the red sequence (Strateva et al. 2001) but some deviate a lot
from it. The large spread in the u− r colors of dSphs seems
to be due to large photometric errors in u-band magnitudes
which occurred frequently in faint galaxies.

2.2 Data

We used the SDSS spectra of the selected dSphs and dEs
which were downloaded from the SDSS DR7. The SDSS spec-
tra are obtained by fibers of 3′′ in diameter placed at the focal

Figure 2. Color-magnitude diagram of early-type dwarf galaxies.

Dwarf spheroidal galaxies are represented by filled blue circles and
dwarf elliptical galaxies are plotted by open red circles.

plane of the 2.5 m telescope of the Apache Point Observatory.
The SDSS spectrograph use 320 fibers with exposure time of
45 minutes or longer to achieve a fiducial signal-to-noise ratio.
The spectra cover a wavelength range of 3800 to 9200 Åwith
a mean spectral resolution of λ/∆λ ∼ 1800. The wavelength
and flux are calibrated using pipeline developed by the SDSS
team. Since the average effective radius (Re) of the sample
galaxies is ∼ 12′′ (Seo & Ann 2022), the spectra we use in
the present study reflect the stellar populations in the cen-
tral regions of sample galaxies, ∼ 13% of Re. We could obtain
most of the spectra from SDSS DR7 but for a small fraction
of sample galaxies (∼< 5%), we did not find relevant spectra.
We present the spectrum of one of dSphs whose r− magni-
tude is similar to the median values of the sample galaxies
in Figure 3. The spectrum shows the typical features of early
type dwarf galaxies. We use the observational data listed in
the CVCG such as distance, luminosity (Mr), color (u − r),
morphological type as well as coordinates and redshifts.

3 STAR FORMATION HISTORIES

3.1 Methods

We applied STARLIGHT (Cid Fernandes et al. 2005) to the
SDSS spectra of 200 dSphs and 234 dEs to obtain the most
probable mix of stellar populations as a function of stellar
age and metallicity. The STARLIGHT, a synthesis code, is
well described by Cid Fernandes et al. (2004, 2005) and a
recent application is found in Riffel et al. (2021). It fits an
observed spectrum with the model spectrum derived from
a combination of N simple stellar population (SSP) based
on the evolutionary synthesis models of Bruzual & Charlot
(2003, BC03). BC03 provides spectral evolution of SSPs of
various metallicities (Z = 0.0001, 0.0004, 0.004, 0.008, 0.02,
and 0,05) at ages between 1 × 105 and 2 × 1010 yr with a
resolution of 3 Åacross the wavelength range from 3200 to
9500 Å. They used the IMF of Chabrier (2003) with lower
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Figure 3. Spectrum of VCC 1917 adopted from SDSS DR7. Some
absorption features are designated.

and upper mass cut-offs mL = 0.1M� and mU = 100M�.
The basic stellar evolutionary tracks are those from Padova
groups complemented by Geneva groups with the STELIB
library (Le Borgne et al. 2003).

In STARLIGHT, stellar motions projected to the line-of-
sight are modeled by a Gaussian distribution (G) centered
at radial velocity v with velocity dispersion σ. The extinc-
tion due to foreground dust is taken into accounted using
the V-band extinction AV . Thus, the model spectrum Mλ is
expressed as

Mλ = Mλ0(

N∗∑
j=1

xjbj,λrλ) ⊗G(v∗, σ∗) (1)

where bj,λ is the jth SSP spectrum normalized at λ0, rλ =
10−0.4(Aλ−Aλ0 ), Mλ0 is the synthetic flux at the normaliza-
tion wavelength λ0, and xj is the fractional contribution of
the SSP for jth population that have age tj and metallicity
Zj . The best fitting model is determined by selecting a model
that minimizes the Ξ2 = Σ[(Oλ −Mλ)wλ]2 where Oλ is ob-
served spectrum and wλ is the inverse of error applied (see
Cid Fernandes et al. (2004) for detailed description).

Since STARLIGHT compares the model spectrum at rest
frame, we corrected for the interstellar reddening and red-
shift before resampling the observed spectrum. The reddening
correction was made by multiplying 100.4Aλ to the observed
spectrum where Aλ is interstellar extinction at λ. We derived
Aλ by using the reddening law of Cardelli et al. (2010) with
E(B-V) obtained from the dustmaps (Schlegel, Finkbeiner &
Davis 1998) by assuming the total-to-selective extinction ra-
tio (RV ) of 3.1. After reddening correction, we shifted the
observed wavelength to the rest frame wavelength using the
relation λrest = λobs/(1 + z) where z is the redshift. We also
applied the dimming of the flux due to cosmic expansion by
multiplying (1 + z)3 to the reddening corrected flux. We re-
sampled the corrected spectrum with a sampling width of δλ
= 1 Å by applying a linear interpolation between the two
nearest data points for the STARLIGHT input spectrum.

For the analysis of the star formation histories,
STARLIGHT provides luminosity fraction (xj) and mass

Figure 4. Mock test with S/N = 5, 10, 20, 30. The colors are

assigned to distinguish S/N : 5 (green), 10 (blue), 20 (cyan), and

30 (red). The black solid lines are one-to-one relation lines.

fraction (µj) for j-th stellar population as a function of stellar
age. The xj and µj are divided into six stellar metallicities
(Z = 0.0001, 0.0004, 0.004, 0.008, 0.02, and 0.05), It assumes
[α/Fe] = 0. The output of STARLIGHT gives two mass frac-
tions, µini and µcor, which represent initial mass and mass
corrected for the mass returned to the interstellar medium,
respectively. We used the µcor for the mass fraction of stellar
populations while we used the µini to derive the star forma-
tion rates.

3.2 Mock spectra with noises from a Gaussian pertubation

We applied STARLIGHT to the mock spectra to test the
robustness of the stellar populations we derived. We con-
structed the mock spectra using the model fluxes from the
STARLIGHT output which fits the observed spectra of sam-
ple galaxies. The flux of a mock spectrum is calculated as

F (λ) = Fmodel(λ) + Fmodel(λ)/(S/N) ×G(λ) (2)

where G(λ) is a number randomly drawn from a Gaussian
normal distribution N(0, 12) at wavelength λ (Eq. 6 of Wang
et al. (2022)). We used four signal-to-noise ratios (S/N) of
5, 10, 20, and 30, which well cover the S/N of the observed
spectra of sample galaxies. The total number of mock spectra
is 1736 since four mock spectra were constructed for each
model flux of 434 early-type dwarf galaxies.

Figure 4 shows the mean ages and metallicities of mock
galaxies compared with those of model galaxies whose stel-
lar populations were determined from the observed spectra
of sample galaxies using STARLIGHT. As shown in Figure
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4-(a), the method we employed to determine the stellar pop-
ulations seems to well reproduce the ages of mock galaxies
of which spectra were perturbed by noises proportional to
S/N−1. The metallicities of mock galaxies are also well re-
produced except for those from mock spectra with S/N = 5.
As shown in Figure 4-(b), they are overestimated by ∼ 0.3
dex for solar metallicity and ∼ 0.7 dex for metallicities of
log(Z/Z�) < −0.5. It implies that the metallicity determi-
nation is more affected than the ages by spectral noises. It
seems to be partially due to incomplete templates in BC03
SSPs and the resemblance of the SSP spectra for the old
metal-poor populations in BC03.

However, the ill reproduction of metalliciies from the mock
spectra that have S/N = 5 is not a severe problem for the
present study because most SDSS spectra of the sample
galaixes have S/N greater than 5. It is also worth to note
that the fluxes at wavelengths with large errors are masked
during the fitting process in STARLIGHT so that the best
fitted model fluxes are not much affected by the large errors
in the observed fluxes which result in the small S/N.

3.3 Stellar Mass

The stellar masses of sample galaxies are calculated from the
model fluxes determined by STARLIGHT using the distances
in the CVCG. They are mostly in the range of 106 ∼ 108

M�. But they are not the total stellar masses of galaxies
because they are calculated from the model fluxes fitted to
the observed spectra through the 3′′ fiber which covers a small
fraction of a galaxy image. In order to obtain the total stellar
mass, we applied aperture correction (AC) calculated as

AC =
2 ×

∫ Re
0

f(r)dr∫ Rf
0

f(r)dr
(3)

where Re and Rf are the effective radius and the fiber ra-
dius, respectively, and f(r) is the Sérsic profile (Sérsic 1968).
We use the Re and Sérsic index (n) that were determined
by Seo & Ann (2022). For galaxies with unknown Re and n,
we use the mean Re and n derived for dSphs and dEs. They
are Re ≈ 12′′ and n ≈ 0.9 for dSphs and Re ≈ 11′′ and
n ≈ 1.3 for dEs, respectively. The number of galaxies with
unknown Sérsic parameters is ∼ 10% of the sample galaxies.
The stellar masses of dSphs are on average 4 times smaller
than those of dEs, which corresponds to a magnitude differ-
ence of ∆m = 1.5 if we assume the same mass-to-luminosity
ratio for both types. This magnitude difference is consistent
with the magnitude difference shown in Figure 2.

Figure 5 shows a comparison between the present estimates
of the total stellar mass and those from SDSS DR12. The
total stellar masses provided by SDSS DR12 were derived
from multi-band photometric images following Kauffmann et
al. (2003) and Brinchmann et al. (2004). About 10% of sample
galaxies are missed in the stellar mass table of SDSS DR12.
In particular, ∼ 20% of dSphs are missed in the SDSS DR12.
There is a good correlation between the two sets of stellar
masses. There are some outliers in the stellar masses from
SDSS DR12 as well as the present estimates. We suppose that
the outliers are mostly caused by large errors in the distances
of galaxies because most of the distances are derived from the
redshifts. In particular. the stellar masses larger than 1010M�
are thought to be due to the larger distances applied to these

Figure 5. Comparison of the stellar mass from STARLIGHT cor-

rected for fiber aperture and the stellar mass from SDSS DR12.
The horizontal axis for the stellar mass from STARLIGHT (Msp)

and the vertical axis for the stellar mass from SDSS DR12 (Mph).
Dwarf spheroidal galaxies are represented by filled blue circles and

dwarf elliptical galaxies are plotted by open red circles.

galaxies. However, the tight correlation for the majority of
sample galaxies is remarkable because the two approaches
are completely independent. This confirms the robustness of
the population synthesis applied in this study.

3.4 Luminosity and Mass Fraction

Figure 6 and 7 show the mean luminosity and mass frac-
tions of the stellar populations as a function of stellar age for
dSphs and dEs, respectively. We applied sigma clipping that
excludes galaxies deviate more than 3σ from the mean. The
number of rejected galaxies is less than ∼ 3% of the whole
sample. The SFHs of 200 dSphs and 234 dEs are provided in
supplemented material as a tabular form, respectively. Some
galaxies formed the majority of stars at early epochs of log
(tL) ∼> 10 where tL is the lookback time in unit of yr, while
others form most stars at later times, log (tL) < 10. The gen-
eral trend of SFHs of the early-type dwarfs is the multiple
bursts of star formation with decreasing strength toward the
present time. The active periods of star formation ended just
after log (tL) ≈ 9 and resumed at log (tL) ≈ 8 with much
more reduced strength. The period of quenched star forma-
tion between log (tL) ≈ 9 and 8 is frequently observed in
the SFHs of the early-type dwarfs in the LG (Tolstoy, Hill
& Tosi 2009). The recent star formation, which is virtually
negligible in stellar mass fractions, is marginally noticeable
sin luminosity fractions due to the high luminosity of young
massive stars. There is not much difference between dSphs
and dEs for the SFHs after log (tL) ≈ 8.

The most notable feature of the SFHs of early-type dwarfs
is the presence of two periods of active star formation. The
first period is peaked at log (tL) = 10 and the second period
occurs at log (tL) = 9.4. There are some differences in the
characteristics of the double peaks between dSphs and dEs.
In dSphs, the peak of the first period is ∼ 6 times higher than
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that of the second period in stellar mass fractions and ∼ 3
times higher in luminosity fractions, whereas similar strength
in stellar mass fractions and reversed fractions in luminosity
for dEs. It is apparent that majority of stars in dSphs are the
stars formed in the first period. They contribute ∼ 80% of
the present stellar mass and ∼ 55% of the present luminosity.
More than 80% of their mass is contributed by the stars older
than ∼ 10 Gyr. The difference in the strength of the initial
bursts is thought to be due to the difference in the effect of
stellar feedback which depends on the mass of galaxies. In
our sample of early-type dwarfs, dEs are, on average, 4 times
more massive than dSphs.

The difference in the fraction of stars in the second period
of active star formation between dSphs and dEs is also related
to the mass dependent stellar feedback. The stars formed in
the second period of active star formation in dSphs is only
half of that in dEs. This difference is thought to be caused by
the different influence of stellar feedback due to their mass
difference. The strong suppression of star formation after the
initial starbursts in dSphs is caused by supernova feedback
which heats and expels the gas left to the halo. The almost
complete removal of gas in less massive dSphs is due to the
explosive starbursts in the early phase of galaxy formation.
The lower mass of dSphs also provides a favorable condition
for gas removal in the low mass dSphs. The reionization feed-
back also plays a considerable role for the gas removal in low
mass dSphs because reionization feedback is more effective in
low mass galaxies (Dawoodbhoy et al. 2018).

The general behavior of star formation after the second pe-
riod of star formation in dSphs is similar to that of dEs. It
is characterized by a short period of quenched star formation
until log (tL) ≈ 8 followed by increasing star formation ac-
tivity toward the present time. However, the total percentage
of mass contribution by stars younger than ∼ 0.1 Gyr is less
than 5%. The almost quenched star formation between log
(tL) ≈ 9 and 0 resulted in the absence of intermediate-age
stars older than ∼ 0.1 Gyr. This feature of a highly sup-
pressed star formation of intermediate age stars is also ob-
served in some early-type dwarfs in the LG (Weisz et al.
2014a). The suppression of star formation is thought to be
caused by stellar feedback such as supernova explosion and
stellar wind. The cold gas of galaxies was heated and eas-
ily expelled to the halo of early-type dwarfs. After that, star
formation was resumed and continued to the present time
with multiple starbursts to produce young stellar populations
which contribute ∼ 5% of the present luminosity and ∼< 0.2%
of the stellar mass in total. The resumed star formation at log
(tL) ≈ 8 is thought to be driven by the accretion of cold IGM
because the metallicities of stars formed just after the period
of quenched star formation can be explained if we assume
accretion of metal free IGM as described below.

3.5 Metallicity Dependent Mass Fractions

3.5.1 Dwarf Spheroidal galaxies

Figure 8 shows the mean mass fractions of the stellar popu-
lations of 200 dSphs, divided into 6 metallicity groups, as a
function of stellar age. As described above for the derivation
of mean luminosity and mass fractions, we applied a sigma
clipping method to exclude outliers. The stellar metallicities
we used are Z = 0.0001, Z = 0.0004, Z = 0.004, Z = 0.008,

Figure 6. Mean luminosity and mass fractions as a function of stel-

lar age for 200 dwarf spheroidal galaxies.

Figure 7. Mean luminosity and mass fractions as a function of stel-

lar age for 234 dwarf elliptical galaxies.

Z = 0.02, and Z = 0.05. The most pronounced feature of the
SFH of dSphs is the explosive star formation at log (tL) = 10
which produced ∼ 40% of the present stellar mass. More than
99% of them are metal poor (Z = 0.0004) stars and the rest
have metallicities of Z = 0.0001 and Z = 0.004 with negligible
fractions.

The first period of star formation continued to form metal-
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poor stars until log (tL) ≈ 9.8 and contributes 80% of the
present stellar mass. In terms of luminosity, the metal poor
stars formed in the first period of star formation contribute
54% to the present luminosity. Since the majority of the old-
est stars formed at log (tL) ∼> 10 have a metallicity of Z =
0.0004, which corresponds to [Fe/H] = -2.6 assuming the solar
abundance of 0.01524 (Bressan et al. 2012), the first genera-
tion stars in dSps are assumed to be formed from pre-enriched
gas. The metals from stellar evolution enriched the gas left,
but a larger fraction of metals was thought to be ejected into
the halo (Emerick et al. 2019). We expect some halo metal
fell back to the nuclear region to enrich the gas left further.

The metallicity distribution of the stars formed in the sec-
ond period of the active star formation is much different from
that of the first period. A variety of metallicities from Z =
0.0001 to Z = 0.05 are involved in the stars formed in the
second period. It begins with Z = 0.004 at the beginning of
the second period and increases with decreasing stellar age
nearly monotonically. At the end of the second period at log
(tL) ≈ 8.9, the metallicity of stars becomes Z = 0.05. As
the stellar ages become younger, the metallicity of stars in-
creases to become Z = 0.05 at the end of the second period.
The dominant stellar populations of the second period of ac-
tive star formation are stars of intermediate metallicity (Z =
0.004 and Z = 0.008), with a slightly higher fraction of Z =
0.008.

The stellar populations formed in the second period of star
formation contribute 20% of the present stellar mass. Among
the stellar populations formed in the second period, the mass
of the extremely metal-rich stars is ∼ 4% of the present stel-
lar mass. The presence of a considerable amount of metal-rich
populations suggests that a rapid chemical evolution had oc-
curred in the majority of dSphs.

The third period of star formation, from log (tL) ≈ 8 to
the present time, shows several episodes of a starburst with
very weak intensity. The stars in this period have a variety
of metallicity, from Z = 0.0001 to Z = 0.05 with a large
contribution of extremely metal poor stars formed at log (tL)
≈ 6.7. These bursts produced stars that contribute negligible
fractions (∼< 0.1%) to the present stellar mass.

Since there is negligibly small amount of extremely metal-
poor stars formed in the first and second periods of star for-
mation in dSphs, the extremely metal-poor stars formed re-
cently could not be formed from the gas that fell into the
potential well of the dark matter halo in the early phase of
its formation. Rather, they were formed from the gas that
came in recently from the surrounding cold IGM because the
metallicity of the gas in the nuclear regions of a galaxy in-
creases monotonically unless pristine IGM is accreted onto
the nuclear regions. The presence of HI gas around galaxies is
well established (Danforth & Shull 2008) with more frequent
in field galaxies than in group galaxies (Wakker & Savage
2009). However, there are two possibilities for the origin of
the gas out of which the stars that have metallicities higher
than Z = 0.0001 form. One is that it is the gas ejected into the
halo of dSphs which cooled and settled down into the nuclear
regions of the galaxy to form stars. The variety of metallic-
ity for the young stellar populations can be explained if the
metals ejected into the halo do not distribute uniformly. The
other is that it is the cold IGM which is inhomogeneously
mixed with the metals in the halo of the galaxy. Since dSphs
are mostly consisted of old stellar populations (Gallagher &

Figure 8. Mean mass fractions of stellar populations as a function

of stellar age for 200 dwarf spheroidal galaxies. Stellar populations
are divided by their metallicities.

Wyse 1994; Grebel, GaLLagher & Harbeck 2003) and they do
not have cold gas out of which stars form. These young stel-
lar populations are thought to be formed from the accreted
IGM. In any case, the accretion of IGM played an important
role because it seems to be metal free, which is required to
produce the extremely metal-poor stars.

3.5.2 Dwarf Elliptical galaxies

The mean SFH of dEs, divided according to stellar metallicity
as a function of stellar age, is presented in Figure 9. The
characteristics of SFH, distinguished by stellar metallicities,
are much different from that of dSphs shown in Figure 8.
First of all, the early bursts occurred at log (tL) ∼> 10.1 is very
explosive that made rapid metal enrichment of the interstellar
medium from which generations of stars form. The explosive
star formation of the initial burst is already seen in Figure
7, but here we see a rapid chemical evolution at the earliest
phase of galaxy formation. The explosive bursts at log (tL)

∼> 10.1 produced four kinds of metallicity, from Z = 0.0004 to
Z = 0.05 but the contribution by the extremely metal rich (Z
= 0.05) stars is negligibly small, ∼ 0.3%. It seems difficult to
consider the presence of extremely metal rich stars as a real
feature since it requires an unusually large number of cycles
of star formation. If it is a real feature, there is an extremely
inhomogeneous mixing of metals to make extremely metal
rich stars. Pre-enrichment may have some role for rapid metal
enrichment. The fraction of metal rich (Z = 0.02) stars is
considerable enough to confirm a rapid chemical evolution in
dEs although the majority of stars formed in the first period
of active star formation are metal poor stars.

The chemical evolution of dEs during the second period of
star formation is similar to that of dSphs, that is, it started
with intermediate metallicities (Z = 0.004 and Z = 0.008) and
ended with extremely metal rich stars. The most dominant
metallicity in the second period of star formation is higher
intermediate metallicity (Z = 0.008) which amounts to more
than half of stars formed in the second period. The larger
contribution of stars with Z = 0.008 than dSphs is due to
the more rapid enrichment in dEs. Owing to rapid enrich-
ment, extremely metal rich stars are found over a large range
of stellar ages. Virtually, all generations of stars formed in
the first and second periods of star formation have extremely
metal rich stars, although they contribute to the present stel-
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Figure 9. Mean mass fractions of stellar populations as a function
of stellar age for 234 dwarf elliptical galaxies. Stellar populations

are divided by their metallicities.

lar mass negligibly small except for the stars formed in the
late phase of the second period at log (tL) ≈ 9.1.

Aside from the pronounced differences between dEs and
dSphs, one notable difference in SFHs between dEs and dSphs
is observed in the fractions of the extremely metal poor (z =
0.0001) stars. The contribution of the extremely metal poor
star to the present stellar mass is less than 1% in dEs while
that in dSphs is slightly larger than 2%. This difference is
more pronounced in the fractions of the oldest populations
which contribute the highest fractions to the extremely metal
poor stars. The extremely metal poor stars in the oldest pop-
ulation of dEs contribute only 0.2% of the present stellar mass
while those of dSphs contribute 0.8%.

The metallicity distribution of stars formed after the sec-
ond period of star formation is not much different from that
of dSphs. There is a very weak star formation after the end of
the second period at log (tL) ≈ 8. Only ∼< 0.2% of the present
mass was formed after the second period.

4 CUMULATIVE STAR FORMATION HISTORIES

We derived the cumulative star formation history (cSFH) of
dSphs and dEs to examine the mass assembly history of early-
type dwarf galaxies. We analyzed two parameters related to
the cSFH. One is the epoch of maximum starburst which
shows the formation time of the dominant stellar population.
The other is the quenching time which is defined as the look-
back time when most of the galaxy mass is assembled. There
are some advantages to use cSFH rather than SFH because
cSFH circumvents the uncertainties derived in the absolute
SFHs (Joshi et al. 2021) as well as suppresses the noise caused
by the limited resolution of stellar ages.

4.1 Epoch of Maximum Star Formation

It is well known that there is a bi-modality in the age of stel-
lar populations of galaxies demonstrated by two peaks in the
galaxy age distribution (Gallazzi et al. 2005, 2008). One peak
is caused by the old early-type galaxies and the other peak by
young star forming galaxies. The distribution of stellar ages
presented in Figures 6 - 9 strongly suggests a bi-modality
of star formation in early-type dwarf galaxies, especially in

Figure 10. Frequency distribution of the epochs of maximum star-

bursts.

dEs. The reason for a weak bi-modality in the SFHs of dSphs
seems to be due to feedback of supernova explosion which
heats the cold gas to blow out (Dekel & Silk 1986). Figure 10
shows the distribution of epochs of starbursts. It is clear that
star formation in early-type dwarfs is not a single event but
multiple episodes of starbursts. The first epoch of starbursts
occurs at log (tL) ∼> 10.1 for both dSphs and dEs. This epoch
includes the first and second bursts shown in Figures 6 - 9.
The fraction of galaxies which form stars at the first epoch
of starburst is about 30% of dSphs and 43% of dEs, respec-
tively. The first epoch of starburst is the second-high peak in
dSphs while it is the highest peak in dEs. The 86% of dSphs
and 76% of dEs result in starbursts during the first period
of star formation. The highest peak of the second period of
star formation in dSphs occurs at log (tL) ≈ 9.4. This peak is
made of 10 dSphs only. Thus, the bi-modality of star forma-
tion in dSphs is very weak compared to that of dEs of which
44 galaxies (∼ 20%) have starbursts at this epoch. There
are some bursts of star formation after the second period of
star formation in dSphs, but it occurs in ∼ 2% of dSphs.
It is greatly contrasted with the bi-modality of star forma-
tion commonly observed in starburst galaxies (Cid Fernandes
2018).

4.2 Quenching Epoch

In past studies of the SFHs of galaxies, it is a common prac-
tice to present the characteristics of SFHs in a graphical
form such as the figures in the previous sections. Weisz et
al. (2014a,b, 2015) introduced a parameter, quenching time
τ90, which is defined as the lookback time at which 90% of
stellar mass is formed, to quantify the cSFHs of galaxies. Fig-
ure 11 shows the histograms of τ90 for the 200 dSps and 234
dEs. As expected from the difference in SFHs of dSphs and
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Figure 11. Frequency distribution of quenching time τ90.

dEs shown in the above, there is a clear difference in the dis-
tribution of τ90. In particular, a significant fraction of dSphs
have log (τ90) > 10 while only a negligible fraction of dEs
have log (τ90) > 10. The extremely early quenching of ∼ 20%
of dSphs is thought to be due to small mass of these galax-
ies since low mass dwarfs are known to be quenched earlier
(Digby et al. 2019; Garrison-Kimmel et al. 2008; Joshi et al.
2021). Besides it, there are two other differences between the
dSphs and dEs. One is the highly concentrated distribution
of τ90 in dEs compared with the broad distribution of τ90 in
dSphs. In both dSphs and dEs, the peak, i.e., the maximum
frequency, occurs at log (tL) ≈ 9.7, but the peak height is ∼ 2
times higher in dEs than dSphs. The other is that virtually
no dEs have log (τ90) less than 8. It seems highly probable
that the dSphs with log (τ90) > 10 are bona fide primordial
objects. The paucity of such early quenched dEs may imply
that most of dEs are not primordial objects.

4.3 Dependence on Morphology, Stellar Mass and
Environment

We investigated the dependence of cSFHs on the morphology,
stellar mass, and environment of early-type dwarfs. We used
the present estimates of the total stellar mass and the local
background density derived from the data in the CVCG.

4.3.1 Morphology

Figure 12 shows the cSFHs of early-type dwarfs as a function
of lookback time, grouped by the two morphological types,
dSph and dE. We selected galaxies with the local background
density around the median density (Σm), i.e., Σm−1σ < Σ <
Σm+1σ to avoid the effect of the local background density on
the cSFHs. We present the mean cSFHs and ±1σ boundaries.
There is a significant difference in the cSFHs between dSphs

Figure 12. Cumulative SFHs of dSphs and dEs. We selected galaxies

with the local background density, Σm − 1σ < Σ < Σm + 1σ
where Σm and σ is the median and standard deviation of the

local background density, respectively. We plot the mean cSFHs of

dSphs (blue solid line) and dEs (red solid line) together with 1σ
boundaries (dotted lines).

and dEs from log (tL) ≈ 10 to log (tL) ≈ 9.5. It amounts
to ∼ 0.8σ from the mean cSFH of dEs at log (tL) ≈ 9.8.
This difference is mainly due to the explosive bursts of star
formation in dSphs at log (tL) ≈ 10, as shown in Figure 8.
It causes a rapid increase in cSFH of dSphs after log (tL) =
10. Owing to the rapid assembly of stellar mass in early-type
dwarfs, it becomes 62% of the present stellar mass in dSphs
and 52% of the present stellar mass in dEs at log (tL) = 10.

The evolution of cSFHs of dSphs and dEs shows three char-
acteristic features. The first feature is the very steep slopes
of dSphs and dEs at log (tL) ∼> 10. Both types have nearly
the same slopes in this period. The second feature is the sig-
nificant difference in the cSFHs in the second period of star
formation from log (tL) ≈ 9.7 to log (tL) ≈ 9. There is a
break in the cSFH of dSphs while dEs have a nearly constant
slope. The slope before the brake at log (tL) ≈ 9.8 is similar
to that of dEs while the slope after the brake is shallower
than that of dEs. The cSFHs are nearly constant after log
(tL) ≈ 9 for both types due to quenching at log (tL) ≈ 9.

As can be inferred from the 1σ upper boundary of the
cSFH of dSphs in Figure 12, a significant fraction of dSphs
make ∼ 90% of their stars during the first period of star
formation. This is one of the reasons why we think most of
dSphs are primordial objects while a significant fraction of
dEs are transformed ones.

4.3.2 Stellar Mass

As can be seen in Figure 5, it is apparent that dSphs and
dEs have different stellar mass distributions. The distinction
of cSFH of dSphs from that of dEs shown in Figure 12 may be
caused by the different stellar masses of the two types. Thus,
it is of interest to see which is the main cause of the different
cSFHs of the two types. There are two ways to separate the
effects of morphology and stellar mass. One is to examine
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Figure 13. Cumulative SFHs of dSphs and dEs for the two stellar

mass groups divided by the median mass of the whole sample which
is 5 × 107M�. The cSFHs of galaxies in the low mass group are

plotted in the upper panel and those of the high mass group are

presented in the lower panel. The cSFHs of different morphology
are distinguished by colors: dSphs (blue), dEs (red).

the dependence of cSFHs of the two types by constraining
the stellar mass, and the other is to see dependence of cSFHs
on the stellar mass by fixing the morphological type. To do
this, we used the stellar masses of galaxies determined by
population synthesis using STARLIGHT, corrected for the
fiber aperture.

Figure 13 shows the dependence of cSFHs of early-type
dwarfs on their detailed morphology. We divide the sample
galaxies in two mass groups using the median stellar mass of
the whole sample (∼ 5 × 107M�). It is clear that the cSFH
of dSphs is much different from that of dEs, regardless of
their masses. Of the two mass groups, the high mass group
shows more significant difference than the low mass group
as the cSFHs of the two types differ about 1σ from others,
which results in the probability of the K-S test as small as
p = 0.03. The feature seen in Figure 12, i.e., more rapid star
formation in dSphs than dEs, is confirmed here. The stellar
mass dependence of cSFHs can be seen if we compare the
cSFHs for the low mass group with those for the high mass
group. The difference between low mass group and high mass

Figure 14. Cumulative SFHs of dSphs and dEs for the two stellar

mass groups. Galaxies in the low mass group have total stellar
mass (m) less than the median mass (mm) - 0.5σ and those in

the high mass group have m greater mm + 0.5σ. Here, mm is the

median mass calculated for each type. Upper panel presents the
cSFHs of dSphs and lower panel displays those of dEs.

group is more pronounced in the cSFH of dSphs than dEs.
It suggests that the SFHs of the low mass early-type dwarfs
are more affected by the stellar mass than that of the high
mass early-type dwarfs. Since morphology is closely related
to the SFHs of early-type dwarfs regardless of their masses,
together with a moderate dependence of cSFHs of dEs on
stellar mass, morphology seems to be more important in the
SFHs of early-type dwarfs than the stellar mass.

Figure 14 shows the dependence of cSFHS of dSphs and dEs
on the stellar mass. It is apparent that the cSFHs of both
types depend on the stellar mass with somewhat stronger
dependence in dSphs. Here we used two mass groups sepa-
rated by 1σ difference in their total stellar mass. The cSFH
of dSphs in the high mass group is ∼ 60% higher than that of
the low mass group until log (tL) = 10. The difference in the
cSFHs between the low mass dSphs and the high mass dSphs
becomes largest at log (tL) ≈ 10.1, and decreases smoothly
until log (tL) ≈ 8.7. Thereafter, the two cSFHs are almost the
same. The cSFH of the low mass dSphs is similar to the lower
1σ boundary of the cSFH of the high mass dSphs. The K-S

MNRAS 000, 1–16 (2019)



12 Seo & Ann

test shows that the two groups are significantly different with
the probability of p = 0.03. Thus, dSphs with significantly dif-
ferent stellar mass are likely to have different star formation
histories. A similar but less pronounced difference is observed
in the cSFHS of dEs. This means that, regardless of morphol-
ogy, mass is thought to play an important role in the SFHs
of early-type dwarfs. The main cause of the difference in the
cSFHs between the two mass groups of early-type dwarfs is
largely due to the initial explosive bursts of star formation in
more massive galaxies. One of the reasons for the less active
star formation in the low mass early-type dwarfs seems to be
the supernova feedback that removes a large amount of gas
left after the initial bursts of star formation. If we consider
Figure 13 and Figure 14 together, morphology is, at least,
as important as stellar mass for the SFHs of the early-type
dwarfs.

4.3.3 Local Background Density

The environment of dwarf galaxies in connection with galaxy
morphology has been explored by van den Bergh (1994),
Karachentsev, Kaisina & Makarov (2014), and Ann (2017),
respectively for the LG, the local volume within 10Mpc, and
the local universe z ∼< 0.01. We calculated the local back-
ground density (Σ) by the nth nearest neighbor method with
n = 5 and normalized by their mean values. We used the
linking distance of LD = 1 Mpc and linking velocity of ∆V ∗

= 1000 km s−1 adopted by Ann (2017). Figure 15 shows
the cSFHs as a function of the lookback time for dSphs and
dEs in two density groups. As is the case for the dependence
on the stellar mass, we used the median (Σm) and σ to as-
sign groups. As can be seen, the cSFH of dSphs and dEs
in the high density regions is much different from that for
the low density regions, for log (tL) > 9.2. It seems plau-
sible that early-type dwarfs in the high density regions are
assembled earlier than those in the low density regions be-
cause dynamical time scale such as gravitational collapsing
time is inversely proportional to the square root of gas den-
sity, i.e., τdyn ∼ ρ−1/2. Galaxies formed in the high density
regions collapse more rapidly than those in the low density
regions. The local density dependence observed in the cSFHs
of dSphs and dEs is understandable if they are formed from
the primordial gas clouds which collapse by gravitation. In
the earliest phase of galaxy formation at log (tL) ∼> 10.1, the
gas cloud out of which the first generation of stars formed
collapse more rapidly than those in the low density regions,
regardless of their morphology. The initial explosive bursts of
star formation observed in dEs seems to be the outcome of
the fast collapse at log (tL) ∼> 10.1

For dEs of primordial origin, the gas out of which stars
formed in this period is the gas expelled to the halo by su-
pernova feedback caused by the initial explosive bursts of star
formation and accreted to the galaxy after being cooled. In
this case, the low background density is more favorable to the
gas cooling than the high density regions because interactions
with the ambient hot intergalactic medium is less effective in
the low density regions. If most of dEs are transformed from
late-type galaxies, the opposite trend is expected because gas
removal is more effective in the high density regions by ram
pressure stripping (Gunn & Gott 1972) which is thought to
be the major mechanism to remove the gas from the late-type
galaxies. Figure 16 shows the very feature that supports the

Figure 15. Cumulative SFHs of dSphs and dEs for the low and high

background density (Σ). We selected galaxies with Σ less than Σm
- 1σ as the low density group and those with Σ greater than Σm
+ 1σ as the high density group where Σm and σ are the median

and standard deviation of the local background density of sample
galaxies. The solid lines represent the mean cSFHs and the dotted

lines are ± 1σ boundaries, blue color for the low density group and

red color for the high density group, respectively.

Figure 16. Cumulative SFHs of dSphs and dEs, divided by the local

background density (Σ). The low density group has Σ < Σm and

the high density group has Σ > Σm where Σm is the median Σ of
early-type dwarfs. The dSphs of the low density and high density

groups are plotted by blue and red lines, respectively, whereas dEs

are plotted by cyan and magenta lines, respectively for the low and
high density groups.

transformation hypothesis as the origin of dEs although the
background density dependence is not statistically significant.
Since the difference due to different local background density
at fixed morphology is much smaller than the differences due
to stellar mass or morphology, it is difficult to exclude the
possibility of the primordial origin of dEs.
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5 DISCUSSION

5.1 Pre-enrichment and Supernova Feedback

The distinction of dSphs from dEs may help to understand
the origin of early-type dwarfs more clearly because their
SFHs are significantly different, which implies different ori-
gins of dSphs and dEs. The different characteristics of the
SFHs of the two sub-types of the early-type dwarfs seems to
be closely related to the critical issues on the formation and
evolution of galaxies, pre-enrichment and quenching time.

Pre-enrichment of interstellar medium (ISM) and IGM
by supernovae from Pop III stars have been thought to be
present by simulations (e.g., Brommet al. 2009) and observa-
tions which show absence of extremely low metallicities below
Z ≈ 10−3 Z� (Cowie & Songaila 1998; Helmi et al. 2006). The
observations that showed a metallicity floor of ∼ 10−3 Z� in-
clude the metallicity of the Milky Way halo stars, the LG
dSph galaxies (e.g., Helmi et al. 2006), damped Lyα absorp-
tion systems (Wolfe & Prochaska 1998), and intervening IGM
in the line of sight toward quasars (e.g., Cowie & Songaila
1998). The absence of extremely metal-poor (Z = 0.0001)
stars among the oldest stellar populations in the majority
of the early-type dwarfs (dSphs and dEs) reported here sug-
gests pre-enrichment of the gas out of which the oldest stars
formed. The pre-enrichment resulted in the metallicities of
the oldest stellar populations as Z = 0.0004. This level of
pre-enrichment is in good agreement with recent simulations
(Tassis, Gnedin & Kravtsov 2012; Wise et al. 2012) in which
metals from Pop III supernovae enrich the ISM of the hosting
halo and the surrounding IGM.

It is unclear whether the pre-enrichment was made before
the collapse of gas into dark matter halo or after the assembly
of galaxies. However, the relatively higher metallicity of Z =
0.0004 for the first generation of stars in the early-type dwarfs
favors in-situ pre-enrichment during the reionization. This
scenario is plausible because the inhomogeneous gas surface
density could provide a favorable condition for the formation
of Pop III stars in the high density pristine gas pockets (Tas-
sis, Gnedin & Kravtsov 2012; Pallottini et al. 2014). However,
pre-enrichment before galaxy assembly is not completely ex-
cluded because the gas out of which a galaxy formed could be
pre-enriched by Pop III stars in the neighboring minihalos. It
is also possible that pre-enrichment happened in the subhalos
that were merged into the host halo. The ages of the oldest
stellar population of dSphs and dEs (∼> 10 Gyr) suggest that
star formation started just after the end of reionization which
is supposed to occur at z≈ 6 (Fan, Carilli & Keating 2006).

The violent bursts in ∼ 30% of dSphs and ∼ 35% of dEs at
log (tL) > 10 imply that their mass is larger than the charac-
teristic mass below which star formation is suppressed by the
reionization feedback. For the dark matter halo, this charac-
teristic mass Mhalo is ∼ 1010M� (Fitts et al. 2017) which
corresponds to the virial temperature of ∼ 104 K (Benitez-
Llambay et al. 2015). In terms of stellar mass (M∗), it is
∼ 106M� based on the extrapolated M∗ - Mhalo relation and
simulations (Fitts et al. 2017, references there in). These mass
scales are consistent with the upper limiting mass of ultra
faint dwarfs (∼ 105M�) whose star formation was quenched
by reionization feedback (Rodriguez Wimberlyet al. 2019).

There is a signature of severe suppression of star formation
in early-type dwarfs due to the feedback of stellar evolution
such as supernova explosions in the initial bursts of star for-

mation. This feedback seems to be strong enough to heat the
gas left after the initial bursts of star formation and sup-
presses star formation somewhat before the second peak of
star formation at log (tL) = 9.4. Suppression of star forma-
tion after the first period of star formation also seems to be
caused by the stellar feedback that heats gas and expels some
of them. Removal of gas by supernova feedback seems to be
more effective in dSphs because the fraction of stars formed
in the second period of star formation is much smaller than
those of dEs which show comparable fractions in the first and
second period of star formation.

The present sample of early-type dwarfs shows gappy SFHs
which are characterized by distinct quiescent periods of star
formation (Wright et al. 2019) more frequent than the LG
dwarfs (Weisz et al. 2011). In particular, dEs in the present
sample show mostly gappy SFHs. Since dEs are, on average,
more massive than dSphs, gappy SFHs are likely to be made
for galaxies where the supernova feedback is strong enough
to heats and expels the gas left to the halos of galaxies but
not sufficient to remove the gas to the intergalactic matter.
The gas ejected into the halos of galaxies accretes to the
galaxies after cooling down and begins to collapse to form
next generation of stars. The mass dependent gappy SFH is
understandable because the feedback of supernova explosion
is more effective in less massive galaxy. In less massive dwarfs,
the stellar feedback removes the gas left completely after the
first period of star formation.

5.2 Morphology as a fingerprint of the Origin of Early-type
dwarfs

From the analysis of SFHs of dSphs and dEs, it seems appar-
ent that the morphology of early-type dwarfs is closely related
to their SFHs. As shown in Figure 13, the cSFH of dSphs is
clearly different from that of dEs, regardless of their mass. It
implies that the morphology dependence of cSFHs seems to
be most important in the SFHs of early-type dwarfs (Figures
13 and 14). Thus, dSphs are not merely a faint sub-sample
of dEs but are distinct objects. The morphology difference
seems to be due to their different origins. The majority of
dSphs are likely to be primordial objects while most dEs are
likely to be transformed ones. It is more likely that most
faint dSphs are originated from the primordial objects some
of which are collapsed before reionization while the major-
ity of bright dEs are transformed from the late-type galaxies
as implied by the embedded spiral arms in a number of dEs
(Lisker, Grebel & Binggeli 2006; Seo & Ann 2022). However,
it is highly plausible that some fractions of dEs are primor-
dial objects, in particular, the dEs of which quenching of star
formation occurred before log (tL) ≈ 10. On the other hand,
the origin of some dSphs whose star formation quenched after
log (tL) ≈ 9.7 is not clear. They can be primordial objects as
well as transformed ones, If they are primordial objects, the
delayed quenching of star formation needs to be explained.

The terminology of fast dwarfs and slow dwarfs were intro-
duced by Gallart et al. (2015) to distinguish cSFHs of dwarf
galaxies. On average, the present sample of dSphs and dEs
are said to be slow dwarfs because the mean cSFHs at log (tL)
≈ 10 are 0.65 and 0.54 for dSphs and dEs, respectively. How-
ever, there are a number of fast dwarfs in the present sample.
In particular, a significant fraction of dSphs are fast dwarfs
if we consider that dwarfs that quenches at log(tL) ≈ 10 or
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redshift of z ∼ 2, are fast dwarfs. Since most star formation
occurred before log (tL) = 10, fast dwarfs are thought to be
primordial objects.

There seems to be a trend between the mass of a galaxy and
τ90. Less massive dwarfs are likely to be fast dwarfs (Weisz et
al. 2014a,b) and they are considered to be fossils of reioniza-
tion which formed the bulk of its stars prior to reionization
(Weisz et al. 2014b). The dependence of τ90 on the mass of
a galaxy is consistent with the recent simulations of Digby
et al. (2019). The fact that fast dwarfs are more frequent
in dSphs than in dEs is consistent with the dependence of
quenching time on the stellar mass because dEs are on av-
erage ∼ 4 times more massive than dSphs, Some fast dSphs
could be fossils of reionization if the bulk of their stars were
formed prior to reionization. The suppression of star forma-
tion which resulted in almost complete quenching of star for-
mation in the majority of dSphs after log (tL) ≈ 10 is caused
by the feedback from supernova explosions. But, the suppres-
sion after the initial bursts in dSphs and dEs at log (tL) > 10
could be caused by reionization or feedback from supernova
explosions because both of them depend on the galaxy mass.
It is well known that suppression or quenching of star for-
mation by reionization are thought to be effective for lower
mass dwarfs (Gnedin 2000; Bovill & Ricotti 2009; Benitez-
Llambay et al. 2015; Jeon, Besla & Bromm 2017; Dawoodb-
hoy et al. 2018). The difference between the SFHs of the two
sub-types of early-type dwarfs are thought to be mainly due
to their difference in origin.

The pronounced differences in SFHs between dSphs and
dEs are the paucity of moderately old (∼ 2.5 Gyr) stars in
dSphs. It is thought to be caused by the effects of reioniza-
tion and feedback from supernova explosion which expel gas
left into the halo of the galaxy. It is also the reason why the
chemical evolution of dSphs was suppressed. These ejected
gas evaporated from the halo and some remained there. Since
the gas ejected into the halo was enriched before being ex-
pelled, this enriched gas can be mixed with the IGM around
the galaxy. The rapid chemical evolution in dEs was possible
due to the relatively large mass which prevented the removal
of gas at early epochs when reionization and supernova feed-
back were strong. During the second period of star forma-
tion between log (tL) ≈ 9.7 and 9, the metal content of gas
out of which the moderately old stars were formed increased
monotonically. The monotonic increase of metallicity in the
second period of star formation can be explained by a simple
chemical evolution model which assumes a closed box with
a reservoir such as that of Hartwick (1976). Here, the halo
played the role of a reservoir.

6 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We have analyzed the SDSS spectra to derive the SFHs of 200
dSphs and 234 dEs of which morphology is classified by Ann,
Seo & Ha (2015). On average, dSphs in the present sample
is 1.5 mag fainter than dEs. We used a population synthesis
code STARLIGHT (Cid Fernandes et al. 2005). The SFHs of
dSphs and dEs show observational evidences related to the
reionization of the Universe and the stellar feedback. They
are pre-enrichment and early quenching of star formation in
a significant fraction of early-type dwarfs. The early quench-
ing is more pronounced in dSphs than dEs due to smaller

mass of dSphs. Pre-enrichment of the oldest stellar popula-
tions formed at log (tL) > 10 made the metallicity of the
oldest stellar population as high as Z=0.0004. The non-zero
metallicity of the oldest stellar populations is thought to be
enriched by PoP III stars during the reionization.

Owing to the energy input from the supernova feedback,
there is a period of weakly suppressed star formation in a
significant fraction of dSphs and dEs after the initial bursts
of star formation at log (tL) > 10. The gradual increase of
metallicity, from Z = 0.0004 to Z = 0.05, seen in the stellar
populations of dEs which formed until log (tL) ≈ 9 reflects the
homogeneous mixing of metals in the remaining gas of dEs.
In contrast, the star formation in dSphs is almost completely
suppressed due to supernova feedback that removes the gas
from the central regions. The gas left after the first period of
starbursts is expelled to the halo and some heated gas would
be evaporated. It resulted in the paucity of moderately old,
intermediate-metallicity stars in dSphs.

The SFH of dEs is characterized by two comparable peaks
of active star formation while the SFH of dSphs shows a
prominent peak at log (tL) = 10 with a small bump at log
(tL) = 9.4. It means that dEs have two periods of active star
formation with a gap between them. The reason for the lack
of second peak in the SFH of dSphs is the supernova feedback
that expels the gas left into the halo of the galaxy or outside
the halo. In contrast, dEs can keep a significant amount of
gas left for star formation. But it takes time for the gas to
cool sufficiently and collapse. This is the reason why there is
a gap between the two peaks in the SFH of dEs.

The SFHs of galaxies are thought to be affected by the
internal properties of galaxies as well as their environment.
There is a significant difference in the cSFHs between the
early-type dwarfs in the low density regions and those in the
high density regions. But if we fix the morphology, the differ-
ence between the two density groups decreases significantly
although the same trend is maintained. The density depen-
dence of cSFHs of early-type dwarfs is consistent with the
dependence of the dynamical times on the local background
density. The morphology of early-type dwarfs is thought to
be, at least, as important as the stellar mass for the SFHs of
the early-type dwarfs. Morphology reflects their SFHs while
the stellar mass seems to drive star formation, especially in
galaxies with primordial origin. This is the reason why the
effect of stellar mass is more pronounced in dSphs which are
thought to be mostly primordial objects.

It is of worth to distinguish dSphs from dEs in morphology
classification of early-type dwarf galaxies since their SFHs are
clearly different. The difference in SFHs of dSphs and dEs
seems to be closely related to their origin, The majority of
dSphs are thought to be primordial origin while the majority
of dEs are transformed ones.
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