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ABSTRACT

Following from our recent work, we present a detailed analysis of star-formation and
interstellar medium (ISM) scaling relations, done on a representative sample of nearby galax-
ies. Hα images are analysed in order to derive the integrated galaxy luminosity, known as a
more instantenous and accurate star-formation rate (SFR) tracer, and the required photometric
and structural parameters. Dust and inclination corrected Hα luminosities, SFRs and related
quantities are determined using a self-consistent method based on previous work prescrip-
tions, which do not require the assumption of a dust attenuation curve and use of Balmer
decrements (or other hydrogen recombination lines) to estimate the dust attenuation, with the
advantage of determining dust opacities and dust masses along the way. We investigate the
extent to which dust and inclination effects bias the specific parameters of these relations, the
scatter and degree of correlation, and which relations are fundamental or are just a conse-
quence of others. Most of our results are consistent within errors with other similar studies,
while others come in opposition or are inconclusive. By comparing the B band optical and Hα
(star-forming) discs scalelengths, we found on average, the star-formation distribution to be
more extended than the stellar continuum emission one (the ratio being 1.10), this difference
increasing with stellar mass. Similarly, more massive galaxies have a more compact stellar
emission surface density than the star-formation one (average ratio of 0.77). The method pro-
posed can be applied in larger scale studies of star-formation and ISM evolution, for normal
low to intermediate redshift galaxies.

Key words: galaxies: star formation – ISM: dust, extinction – ISM: evolution – galaxies:
evolution – galaxies: spiral – galaxies: ISM

1 INTRODUCTION

Dust and star-formation scaling relations are essential in studies of
interstellar medium (ISM) evolution, in star-formation and galaxy
evolution studies, or related to the duty cycle of dust and gas in
galaxies. Dust can be considered a good ISM tracer even though
it is found in quantities of only up to ≃ 1% of the total ISM mass
(Draine & Lee 1984; Draine 2003), the rest being mostly gas in
different phases and forms (atomic/neutral, molecular or ionized
hydrogen). It is also a processor of stellar radiation as it scat-
ters and absorbs the stellar radiation in ultraviolet (UV) and op-
tical and emits it at longer wavelengths, in mid-infrared (MIR) to
the far-infrared (FIR) domain (Galliano et al. 2018). Besides be-
ing present in significant quantities in the discs of spiral galax-
ies (Tuffs et al. 2002; Popescu et al. 2011; Vlahakis et al. 2005;
Driver et al. 2007; Dariush et al. 2011; Rowlands et al. 2012;
Bourne et al. 2012; Dale et al. 2012 - the diffuse dust distribution,
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it also surrounds the birthclouds of stars in the star-forming regions
- the localized distribution, obscuring the radiation coming from
the young stars and is a nuissance in estimations of star-formation
rates and of the fraction of radiation which escapes the birthclouds
of stars into the ISM (Kennicutt 1998; Noll et al. 2009).

Star-formation rates (SFR), which quantify the star-formation
process - the transformation of cold gas into stars, are pivotal quan-
tities in the attempt to understand and characterise galaxy evolu-
tion. As galaxies can have various ISM properties and be in differ-
ent stages of star-formation (e.g. actively star-forming, starbursts,
quiescent), deriving consistent and unbiased values for the star-
formation rates based on different proxies or tracers is a real prob-
lem, and it produces important differences in the values obtained
(Dale et al. 2007; Noll et al. 2009). Another aspect to be consid-
ered when using different tracers to estimate SFR is that most of
them are affected by various systematic biases, such as dust attenu-
ation, considering a constant initial mass function (IMF), the metal-
licity dependence, location within the galaxy and variations in the
ISM conditions (Kennicutt & Evans 2012). This in turn can signifi-
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cantly influence the related scaling relations and their characteristic
parameters (e.g. slope, zero-point or correlation coefficient).
The most direct method of determination for star-formation rates
is to count the number of stars of a certain age (Kennicutt &
Evans 2012), but at the level of current instrumentation capabil-
ities this method is limited to mostly Local Group galaxies. For
more distant galaxies, the usual strategy to measure SFRs is to
use UV continuum (Salim et al. 2007) and emission line trac-
ers. Near-ultraviolet (NUV) continuum is one of the most direct
tracers of recent star-formation as it traces the emission from
young stars (Kennicutt & Evans 2012). However, NUV observa-
tions are strongly affected by interstellar dust attenuation, this
effect being less important at longer wavelengths, as shown by
Tuffs et al. (2004), Möllenhoff et al. (2006), Gadotti et al. (2010),
Pastrav et al. (2012), Pastrav et al. (2013a) and Pastrav et al.
(2013b). The UV slope (so called β) has been used to estimate
the attenuation (Hao et al. 2011) but this approach relies on many
assumptions like the shape of the dust attenuation curve and dust
geometry or the unknown intrinsic UV colors. Combination of
FUV (far ultaviolet)+ infrared (IR) or TIR (total infrared) fluxes
have been used by Kennicutt et al. (2009), Hao et al. (2011),
Skibba et al. (2011), Whitaker et al. (2014), Rémy-Ruyer et al.
(2015), Hunt et al. (2016), Barro et al. (2019), Hunt et al. (2019),
or FUV/NUV+MIR (e.g. 22µm flux, Leroy et al. 2021), to
derive star-formation rates corrected for dust attenuation ef-
fects using an energy-balance approach (Calzetti et al. 2007;
Zhu et al. 2008; Kennicutt et al. 2009). Still, this method is
also affected by dust attenuation, which is often calculated from
Balmer decrements, or by a stellar population age dependence
(Kennicutt & Evans 2012). Moreover, the use of TIR and 24µm
luminosities has been shown to be problematic due to the con-
tamination of dust heating by low mass older stars, as found
in Kennicutt et al. (2009), Boquien et al. (2014), De Looze et al.
(2014), Viaene et al. (2017).
Another method is to use hydrogen recombination lines (with
wavelengths in the optical range), such as the Hα line
flux/luminosity, in combination with other MIR fluxes as
Hα+8µm (Calzetti et al. 2007; Kennicutt et al. 2009), Hα+24µm
(Kennicutt et al. 2007; Calzetti et al. 2007; Kennicutt et al. 2009;
Skibba et al. 2011; Rémy-Ruyer et al. 2015; Hunt et al. 2016,
2019), or even just the 24µm luminosity (Alonso-Herrero et al.
2006; Calzetti et al. 2007; Piqueras López et al. 2016. Other near-
IR hydrogen recombination lines, such as the near-infrared Paα
and Paβ lines, have been used to estimate SFR as these are
far less affected by dust extinction, but at the same time are
fainter for longer wavelengths and more sensitive to the den-
sity and temperature of the gas (Calzetti 2013). These lines
can probe higher optical depths than the Balmer decrements
(Liu et al. 2013), reveal more obscured star-formation regions
than the former, as found by Tateuchi et al. (2015), Cleri et al.
(2022), and have been used by Alonso-Herrero et al. (2006),
Calzetti et al. (2007), Tateuchi et al. (2015), Piqueras López et al.
(2016), Giménez-Arteaga et al. (2022) or Cleri et al. (2022) to
calibrate SFR indicators in the MIR to NIR.

In this third paper of the series, following from Pastrav (2020)
(where we focused on dust effects on disc scaling relations) and
Pastrav (2021) (where the main bulge and early-type galaxy scaling
relations where analysed, together with black-hole scaling relations
and criteria for bulge and galaxy classification), hereafter Paper I
and Paper II, we concentrate on the star-formation and dust/ISM
scaling relations, investigating the extent to which dust and inclina-
tion (projection) effects bias the specific parameters of these rela-

tions, such as slope, zero point, scatter and correlation coefficient,
or produce underestimated values for the star-formation rates of
galaxies and other associated parameters. Preliminary results have
been shown in Pastrav (2023). Through the method proposed, we
try to reduce the uncertainties produced by dust attenuation in the
measurements of relevant quantities, especially in the SFR. We
choose to use the Hα optical emission line flux as a SFR tracer. We
make use of Hα galaxy images for the purpose of this work, and,
as in Papers I and II, we decompose each galaxy into its main com-
ponents (bulge+disc). Then, we use the method of Pastrav et al.
(2013a) and Pastrav et al. (2013b) and their numerical corrections
for projection (inclination), dust and decomposition effects, to re-
cover the needed corrected photometric and structural parameters
involved in the analysed scaling relations. The numerical correc-
tions were derived by analysing and fitting simulated images of
galaxies produced by means of radiative transfer calculations and
the model of Popescu et al. (2011). The empirical relation found
by Grootes et al. (2013) is used again here, tailored for the Hα line
wavelength to determine the new values for the central face-on dust
opacity (τHα), a parameter which is essential when applying the
corrections for dust effects. When determining corrected Hα lu-
minosities and star-formation rates, our proposed method circum-
vents the need of assuming of a dust attenuation curve (usually a
Galactic extinction curve or other similar ones, as in Calzetti et al.
2007; Kennicutt et al. 2009; Moustakas et al. 2010; Calzetti et al.
2010; Hao et al. 2011; Giménez-Arteaga et al. 2022; Pessa et al.
2021, 2022, etc.) and the use of Balmer decrements (Kewley et al.
2002; Brinchmann et al. 2004; Moustakas et al. 2006) or other hy-
drogen recombination lines to estimate the dust attenuation (as-
suming a foreground dust screen aproximation), which have been
shown to be affected by various biases or being inconsistent for dif-
ferent types of galaxies (Moustakas et al. 2006). We derive SFR
using the unattenuated Hα luminosities to obtain more accurate
and instantenous star-formation rate values than would be derived
through other methods. For most of the corrected relations we in-
vestigate the degree of correlation between the parameters, calcu-
late the scatter of these relations and analyse the implications of
the main results for star-formation and galaxy evolution. We then
discuss these results and compare with other relavant studies on
nearby galaxies. Due to the self-consistent treatment of dust atten-
uation, the method proposed here significantly reduces the specific
dust and inclination biases which plague the derivation of SFR
and related quantities. The method can also be applied success-
fully in future larger scale studies of star-formation and ISM evo-
lution, at low to intermediate redshifts, as spectroscopic surveys of
large samples of local and distant galaxies, narrow-band emission-
line imaging surveys, and large imaging surveys of nearby galax-
ies have or will become available, e.g. JPAS (Javalambre-Physics
of the Accelerating Universe Astrophysical Survey, Benìtez et al.
2014), J-PLUS (Javalambre-Photometric Local Universe Survey,
Cenarro et al. 2019) - the J0660 (6614Å) filter, & S-PLUS (South-
ern Photometric Local Universe Survey, Mendes de Oliveira et al.
2019) - the J0660 (6614Å) filter, MUSE (Multi-Unit Spectroscopic
Explorer, Bacon et al. 2010) at VLT (Very Large Telescope), and
others.
Our study comes to emphasize the importance of having accurate,
unbiased derived star-formation rates and scaling relations in stud-
ies of ISM evolution and star-formation.

The paper is organised as follows. In Sect. 2 we present the
galaxy sample used in this study, while in Sect. 3 we describe the
method used for this analysis and the motivation for our choices.
In Sect. 4 we present the main results - the dust and inclination
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corrected star-formation and interstellar medium scaling relations,
together with all their characteristic parameters, and comment upon
them in relation with other relavant studies in the literature. In
Sect. 5 we discuss upon the possible sources of errors, differences
with other studies, and the limitations of the method, while in
Sect. 6 we summarise the results obtained in this study and draw
conclusions.

2 SAMPLE

Our sample consists of 19 low-redshift spiral galaxies and 5 lenticu-
lars, included in the SINGS (Spitzer Infrared Nearby Galaxies Sur-
vey; Kennicutt et al. 2003) survey and the KINGFISH project (Key
Insights on Nearby Galaxies: a Far-Infrared Survey with Herschel;
Kennicutt et al. 2011). The galaxies were already analysed in B
band in Paper I and Paper II, while another galaxy - NGC 5194
(M51) was added here. For the purpose of this study, we needed
the Hα line images for the same galaxies (analysed previoulsy in B
band), which we extracted from the NASA/IPAC Infrared Science
Archive (IRSA) and NASA IPAC Extragalactic Database (NED).
As before, we exclude barred, dwarf and irregular galaxies from
the KINGFISH sample, because we want to observe dust-free scal-
ing relations, and at this point we cannot properly account for the
effects of dust on the photometric and structural parameters of the
former (barred galaxies), or for the more peculiar geometry of the
latter (dwarfs and irregulars). Ellipticals from the KINGFISH sur-
vey are also not considered here as we focus here on star-formation
and dust/ISM relations, for which studying late-type galaxies and
lenticulars is more relevant for this purpose. Most of the images
were taken with the KPNO 1.5m (Kitt Peak National Observa-
tory, t2ka detector - 0.304′′/pixel resolution) and CTIO 1.5m (Cerro
Tololo Inter-American Observatory, 0.4344′′/pixel resolution) tele-
scopes (see Kennicutt et al. 2003, 2009), therefore having different
sizes, resolutions or exposure times. For NGC 5033 no suitable Hα
image was found, therefore this galaxy was excluded in this study.
The KINGFISH project is an imaging and spectroscopic survey,
consisting of 61 nearby (d<30 Mpc) galaxies, chosen to cover a
wide range of galaxy properties (morphologies, luminosities, SFR,
etc.) and local ISM environments typical for the nearby universe,
being therefore representative for the population of typical low red-
shift galaxies.

3 METHOD

The method used in this third part of our study is in general sim-
ilar to the one used in Papers I and II when it comes to the fitting
procedure, the sky determination and subtraction, the photometry
(now all done for the Hα images), while the relations for the deriva-
tion of the dust opacity and dust mass were adapted to the Hα line
wavelength. Therefore, for a more detailed description, we refer
the reader to Paper I, where the whole procedure is presented in
great detail. Here, we just resume the whole procedure into a more
concise version, given below.

3.1 Fitting procedure

For the fitting procedure of the Hα line images of the galaxies in our
sample, just as for the B band images, we used the GALFIT (ver-
sion 3.0.2) data analysis algorithm (Peng et al. 2002, 2010). GAL-
FIT uses a non-linear least-squares fitting based on the Levenberg-

Marquardt algorithm. For the structural analysis (bulge-disc de-
composition) of each galaxy and to fit the observed surface bright-
ness of the spirals and lenticulars, we used the exponential (“ex-
pdisc”) and the Sérsic (“sersic”) functions available in GALFIT,
for the disc and bulge surface brightness profiles, while the "sky"
function was used for an initial estimation of the background in
each image.

As in our previous works (Papers I and II), the free param-
eters of the fits are: the X and Y coordinates of the centre of the
galaxy in pixels, the bulge and disc integrated magnitudes, the disc
scale-length / bulge effective radius (for exponential/Sérsic func-
tion), axis-ratios of discs and bulges, bulge Sérsic index (for Sérsic
function), the sky background (only in the preliminary fit - Step
1, see Paper I) and the sky gradients in X and Y. The input values
for the coordinates of galaxy centre were determined after a care-
ful inspection of each image. Initial values for the position angles
(PA) and axis-ratios were taken from NED. Although the central
coordinates are free parameters, we imposed a constraint on the fit-
ting procedure, ensuring that the bulge and disc components were
centred on the same position. The axis-ratio is defined as the ratio
between the semi-minor and semi-major axis of the model fit (for
each component). The position angle is the angle between the semi-
major axis and the Y axis (increasing counter clock-wise). To mask
the pixels corresponding to the additional light coming from neigh-
boring galaxies, stars, compact sources, AGN or image artifacts,
for each galaxy image we used a complex star-masking routine to
create a bad pixel mask. This was used as input in GALFIT.

3.2 Sky determination and subtraction. Photometry

Following the procedure in three steps described in Paper I to es-
timate as accurate as possible the background level, we calculate
the integrated fluxes for each galaxy, together with the correspond-
ing bulge-to-disc ratios and then derive all the structural and pho-
tometric parameters (this time at Hα wavelength). The integrated
(total) flux of each galaxy is calculated from the maximum curve-
of-growth (CoG) value (in counts), at the Rmax galactocentric radius
(this is defined as the radius beyond which there is no galaxy emis-
sion and, therefore, the CoG is basically flat towards larger radii).
As for the B band images in Paper I, the uncertainties of the fluxes
are estimated from the root mean square of the CoG values from
the first 10 elliptical anulli beyond Rmax. The bulge-to-disc ratio
(B/D) is estimated from the disc and bulge CoGs and compared
with the one determined by the ratio of the total counts of the de-
composed disc and bulge images, as it has to be consistent, within
errors. We have used again the positive sky residuals in the outer
parts of galaxies (towards Rmax and beyond) to estimate the sys-
tematic errors in bulge-to-disc ratios. We determine here the Hα
bulge-to-disc ratios just to compare with the B band values (one
would expect the former to be higher, because the bulge becomes
more prominent at longer wavelengths) as these are not really nec-
essary for the purpose of this study.
Here, in deriving the Hα line fluxes, we have to take into consider-
ation the contamination of the flux values by the N[II]λ6548, 6584
lines, positioned very close in the spectrum with respect with this
Balmer line (λ(Hα) = 6563Å). Therefore, the initially derived val-
ues have to be corrected for the effect of this line deblending / mix-
ing, using the N[II]/Hα ratios available in the literature. In this
study, we have chosen to use the values derived in Kennicutt et al.
(2009) (see their Table 1), and multiplied the initially derived disc

MNRAS 000, 1–17 (2023)



4 B. A. Pastrav

fluxes with a correction factor, fcorr , as in the equation below:

Fobs
d (Hα) = Fobs

d ([NII] + Hα) × fcorr , (1)

with fcorr = 1/([NII]/Hα + 1), and Fobs
d

([NII] + Hα) the contami-
nated Hα disc flux. Then, we also corrected the new values for fore-
ground extinction, Aext , derived by considering the values at optical
wavelengths taken from NED, as in Schlafly & Finkbeiner (2011)
recalibration of the Schlegel et al. (1998) infrared based dust map,
and interpolating at the Hα line wavelength. This gives approxi-
mately Aext(Hα) = 0.6Aext(B). As the Hα line emission is concen-
trated in the young stellar disc of galaxies, we use the integrated
disc flux to further derive the observed (measured) Hα luminosities
of the sample (avoiding any bulge flux contamination this way),
according with the general formula

Lobs(Hα) = 4πd2
galF

obs
d (Hα) (2)

with dgal - the distance to each galaxy. The derived integrated fluxes
(in erg/cm2/s) and the corresponding Hα luminosities (both in log
scale), the bulge-to-disc ratios for all galaxies of our sample are
given in Table 1, together with the distances to each galaxy used in
this study (the same as in Papers I and II), taken from NED.

3.3 Deriving star-formation rates

The Hα luminosity, calculated from Eq. 2, is needed in this
study to derive first the measured star-formation rates (SFR) for
the analysed galaxies, as it is known to be a SFR tracer (e.g.
Kennicutt & Evans 2012). It is known that star-formation rates de-
rived based on the Hα line or other hydrogen recombination lines
(which arise from HII regions throughout the galaxy) are more ac-
curate and give a more instantaneous value for the SFRs (tracing
more recent star-formation, <10 Myr; Kennicutt & Evans 2012)
than when using UV continuum or a combination of UV+MIR/FIR
fluxes, or extract the rates from fitting the spectral energy distribu-
tion (SED) of a galaxy (which gives an estimation of star-formation
over the last 100-500 Myr).
In the literature, as already summarised in Sec. 1, there is a wide
range of studies to estimate SFRs, using the either a combination of
FUV+TIR or FUV/NUV+MIR fluxes, or a combination of the Hα
line flux/luminosity and other MIR fluxes (see references in Sec. 1).
Since we had thoroughly derived the fluxes and luminosities for our
small sample, together with the self-consistent calculation of dust
opacities which attenuate the Hα fluxes, we considered that deriv-
ing corrected SFRs based only on the unattenuated Hα luminosities
to be considerably accurate. Therefore we do not use other UV or
MIR/FIR/TIR fluxes / luminosities in combination with the Hα lu-
minosity. We further motivate our choice in the following section.
To determine the observed (attenuated) star-formation rates, we use
the calibration from Kennicutt (1998) and convert from a Salpeter
(Salpeter 1955) to a Chabrier (Chabrier 2003) initial mass func-
tion (IMF), as in Giménez-Arteaga et al. (2022), obtaining

S FRobs = 4.4 × 10−42Lobs(Hα) (3)

We also determine the specific star-formation rates, sS FR, for the
galaxies in our sample - the ratio between SFR and stellar mass
- sS FRobs = S FRobs/M∗. For the purpose of investigating certain
star-formation related scaling relations and because we did not cal-
culate the molecular gas surface densities, we instead derive the
observed star-formation surface densities for our galaxies as

Σobs
S FR =

S FRobs

2πR2
e f f ,d

(Hα)
(4)

with Re f f ,d(Hα) as the effective observed Hα disc radius.

3.4 Dust opacity and dust mass derivation

In Papers I and II (see section 3.3), we described the procedure
and equations used to derive the dust opacity and dust mass for the
analysed sample of spiral galaxies, in the B band. Now we have to
adapt the same equations for this study, at the Hα line wavelength
of 6563Å. This is because the dust optical depth in the disc and the
associated dust mass will be different at this wavelength. Starting
with Eq.(2) from Grootes et al. (2013) (but see also its derivation
in Eqs.(A1-A5) from Appendix A of the same paper), that relates
the dust mass at a wavelength λ to the corresponding central face-
on dust opacity, we rewrite the aforementioned relation for the Hα
case:

τ
f

Hα
= K(Hα)

Mdust(Hα)

R2
s,d

(Hα)
(5)

This relation was calculated considering the dust geometry of the
Popescu et al. (2011) model, where the diffuse dust in the disk
(which mostly determines the optical depth of a spiral galaxy)
is distributed axisymetrically in two exponential disks (see also
Eq. (44) in Popescu et al. 2011). Therefore, the optical depth at
a given wavelength (τλ) and position will depend on the cen-
tral face-on density of dust, e.g. the face-on opacity at a refer-
ence wavelength, λ. In Eq. 5, K(Hα) is a constant containing the
details of the dust geometry and the spectral emissivity of the
Weingartner & Draine (2001) model. We had to recalculate it us-
ing the Popescu et al. (2011) model equations (and model param-
eters from their E.1 table) and the dust model of Draine (2003),
now having a value of 0.6004pc2/kg, considerably different than
the value of 1.0089pc2/kg found for the B band. This new value
was obtained by interpolating the dust spectral emissivity values
from the Draine (2003) model, κλ, at the Hα line wavelength, and
deriving a new value of the two model dust exponential discs scale-
length ratio, again at λHα (in the model it was 1.406 for the B band,
as in their table E.1; we derived a value of 1.309 for our case). Cor-
respondingly, Rs,d(Hα) is the scalelength of the Hα stellar disc, in
kpc.
Now, looking at the empirical correlation between τ f

B
and stel-

lar mass surface density (µ∗) of nearby spiral galaxies found by
Grootes et al. (2013) that we used in Papers I and II to derive the
central face-on optical depth of the disc in the B band

log(τ f

B
) = 1.12(±0.11) · log(µ∗/M⊙kpc−2) − 8.6(±0.8), (6)

we had to evaluate the changes needed and their significance, for it
to be valid for deriving τ f

Hα
- the dust opacity of the disc at Hα line

wavelength. A more detailed discussion about this can be found in
Appendix A. Here we just mention that for this case, we can rewrite
Eq. 6 as

log(τ f

Hα
) = 1.12(±0.11) · log(µ∗,Hα/M⊙kpc−2) − 8.6(±0.8), (7)

with µ∗,Hα being the stellar mass surface density (derived using the
scalelength of the Hα disc obtained through the bulge-disc decom-
position)

µ∗,Hα = M∗/2πR2
s,d(Hα) (8)

The dust opacities, stellar mass surface densities and dust masses
calculated using these relations are presented in Table 2.

3.5 Correcting for dust, projection and decomposition effects

Once again, as in Papers I and II, in order to derive corrected val-
ues for all the parameters involved in the analysed dust/ISM and
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Table 1. The calculated fluxes for our sample (Hα line), corrected for N[II]λ6548, 6584 contamination and foreground extinction. The columns represent: (1)
- galaxy name; (2) - distance to each galaxy, in Mpc, taken from NASA Extragalactic Database (NED), as derived in: a - Tully et al. (2013), b - Kreckel et al.
(2017), c - Dalcanton et al. (2009), d - Jang et al. (2012), e - Mandel et al. (2011), f - Poznanski et al. (2009), g - Sorce et al. (2014), h - McQuinn et al.
(2016), i - Theureau et al. (2007), j - Tully & Fisher (1988), k - Sabbi et al. (2018); (3) bulge-to-disk ratios (B/D) derived from the decomposed images,
with systematic uncertainties derived as described in Sec.3.2; (4) - the integrated flux for each galaxy, in erg/cm2/s (log scale); (5) - the error for the galaxy
flux (log scale); (6), (7) - the integrated fluxes of the disc component and the corresponding uncertainty, in erg/cm2/s (log scale).

Galaxy dgal B/D log(Fobs
gal

) log(σFgal
) log(Fobs

d
) log(σFd

)
[Mpc] [ erg

cm2 s
] [ erg

cm2 s
] [ erg

cm2 s
] [ erg

cm2 s
]

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

NGC 0024 7.67a 0.00+0.00
−0.00 -11.50 -12.23 -11.50 -12.23

NGC 0628 9.59b 0.05+0.00
−0.00 -10.99 -12.36 -11.01 -12.38

NGC 2841 14.60a 0.21+0.05
−0.03 -10.70 -12.94 -10.78 -13.04

NGC 2976 3.57c 0.00+0.00
−0.00 -10.85 -12.38 -10.85 -12.38

NGC 3031 3.62d 1.26+0.06
−0.05 -10.79 -11.72 -11.15 -12.19

NGC 3190 24.20e 0.36+0.02
−0.08 -12.34 -12.49 -12.47 -12.64

NGC 3621 6.73a 0.03+0.02
−0.01 -11.88 -13.03 -11.89 -13.04

NGC 3938 17.90 f 0.03+0.00
−0.00 -11.87 -12.48 -11.88 -12.49

NGC 4254 14.40 f 0.08+0.00
−0.00 -11.29 -13.00 -11.32 -13.04

NGC 4450 15.20g 0.29+0.08
−0.08 -11.61 -12.12 -11.72 -12.30

NGC 4594 9.55h 4.71+0.06
−0.05 -10.98 -11.32 -11.74 -12.11

NGC 4736 4.59a 1.23+0.03
−0.02 -10.90 -12.11 -11.25 -12.49

NGC 4826 5.50g 0.77+0.00
−0.01 -11.30 -12.33 -11.57 -12.56

NGC 5055 8.20g 0.21+0.00
−0.00 -11.58 -12.66 -11.66 -12.74

NGC 5474 6.98a 0.16+0.03
−0.02 -10.78 -13.28 -11.84 -13.34

NGC 7331 13.90a 0.66+0.03
−0.02 -10.99 -12.16 -11.21 -12.38

NGC 7793 3.70g 0.01+0.00
−0.00 -10.85 -13.03 -10.86 -13.04

NGC 1377 21.00i 1.22+0.02
−0.01 -12.33 -12.84 -12.68 -13.19

NGC 1482 19.60 j 2.61+0.00
−0.00 -11.46 -12.45 -11.90 -13.04

NGC 1705 5.22k,a 0.67+0.00
−0.00 -11.60 -12.46 -11.78 -12.74

NGC 3773 17.00 j 0.29+0.08
−0.08 -12.75 -13.60 -12.86 -13.69

NGC 5866 14.70a 0.28+0.06
−0.05 -11.89 -12.78 -12.00 -12.86

NGC 5194 7.55k 0.34+0.04
−0.03 -11.07 -12.02 -11.19 -12.19

star-formation scaling relations, we used the method developed
and presented in Pastrav et al. (2013a,b). More specifically, we
used the whole chain of corrections presented in Eqs.(4-13) from
Pastrav et al. (2013a) and Eqs.(3-13) from Pastrav et al. (2013b),
together with all the numerical results (given in electronic form as
data tables at CDS - Centre de Données astronomiques de Stras-
bourg) to correct the measured parameters for projection (inclina-
tion), dust and decomposition effects, in order to obtain their dust-
free, intrinsic values. As now we analysed the images of Hα emis-
sion which comes from the young stellar disc of galaxies, we used
the numerical corrections for the young stellar disc, already de-
rived in Pastrav et al. (2013a) for the Hα line. Then we proceeded
similarly as in Paper I to correct all the necessary photometric and
structural parameters (see Eqs. (4-9) & (12-14) in Paper I for discs
and Eqs. (1-5) & (8-12) in Paper II for bulges) for all the men-
tioned biases. The photometric parameters are also corrected for
foreground extinction and cosmological redshift dimming (the lat-
ter in the range of 0.01− 0.05 mag.). K-corrections or evolutionary
ones were not applied as all the galaxies are at low redshift.
In the case of star-formation rates, the Hα luminosity was the quan-
tity that had to be debiased, in order to obtain corrected S FR value
for our sample. We can write the unattenuated luminosity as

L(Hα)corr = L(Hα)obseτHα = L(Hα)obs10
AHα
2.5 , (9)

with AHα = 1.086τHα being the attenuation of the Hα line emis-
sion. However, the dust opacity of the emission line is usually
not equal with the dust opacity of the stellar continuum - the
opacity of the starlight heating the dust, which depends on many

factors (dust attenuation curve, dust geometry, the SED of the
stellar populations that heat the dust, etc.). But, as it has been
shown in Kennicutt et al. (2009), for the particular case of the
Hα(λ6563Å) line, this aproximation holds, with the exception of
more extreme cases. Considering this aproximation valid for our
case, we use the τHα values derived from Eq. 7 to account for the
dust attenuation of our SFR tracer, the Hα luminosity. With this
choice, we avoid the need of assuming of a dust attenuation curve
(for example, a Galactic extinction curve or other similar ones)
and the use of either the Balmer decrements (the Hα/Hβ ratios,
Calzetti et al. 2000; Kewley et al. 2002; Brinchmann et al. 2004;
Moustakas et al. 2006; Pessa et al. 2021, 2022), or other near-
IR hydrogen recombination lines and ratios between them, such
as Paschen (Paα, Paβ, eg. Piqueras López et al. 2016); Paα/Hα
& Paβ/Hα ratios (e.g. Alonso-Herrero et al. 2006; Calzetti et al.
2007; Liu et al. 2013; Cleri et al. 2022; Giménez-Arteaga et al.
2022) or Brackett lines (Brγ, Piqueras López et al. 2016), which
may introduce systematic errors when deriving dust attenuations
(with a greater extent for the Balmer line ratio). Our values for the
attenuation of the emission line have been self-consistently derived,
with a fixed star-dust geometry introduced in the calculation of dust
opacities and dust masses, which can also introduce some system-
atic errors. Still, as the relations in Eqs. 5 and 7 have been calibrated
on a representative large sample of low-redshift spiral galaxies, we
choose to use the τHα values to correct the L(Hα)obs luminosities
(as in Eq. 9) instead of combining it with an additional MIR/FIR
line (as an observational dust attenuation proxy). We further use
τHα to determine the corrected (intrinsic) SFR, sSFR and ΣS FR as
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6 B. A. Pastrav

Table 2. Dust masses and dust opacities for the Hα line, derived using Eqs.5,7 and 8. The different columns represent: (1) - galaxy name; (2) - Hα face-on dust
optical depth; (3) - stellar mass surface densities; (4) - corrected stellar mass surface densities; (5) - stellar masses taken from: a - Kennicutt et al. (2009), b -
Rémy-Ruyer et al. (2015), c - Grossi et al. (2015), d - Karachentsev et al. (2018), e - Skibba et al. (2011); f - Eufrasio et al. (2017); g - Hunt et al. (2019);
h - Lehmer et al. (2019) (6) - dust masses; (7) - corrected dust masses; (8),(9)- neutral hydrogen (HI) masses and their errors, taken from Rémy-Ruyer et al.
(2015) and Grossi et al. (2015) ; (10) - (14) - standard deviation for τ f

Hα
, µ∗,M∗, Mdust and Mi

dust
. In square brackets we have the units in which these quantities

are given. All quantities except dust optical depth are given in decimal logarithm unit scale.

Galaxy τ
f

Hα
log(µ∗) log(µi

∗
) log(M∗) log(Mdust ) log(Mi

dust
) log(mHI ) σlog(mHI ) σ

τ
f

Hα

σlog(µ∗) σlog(M∗) σlog(Mdust) σlog(Mi
dust

)

[ M⊙

kpc2 ] [ M⊙

kpc2 ] [M⊙] [M⊙] [M⊙] [M⊙] [M⊙] [ M⊙

kpc2 ] [M⊙] [M⊙] [M⊙]

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14)

NGC 0024 2.21 7.99 9.10 9.48d 6.81 5.70 9.07 0.07 0.41 0.07 0.07 0.09 0.14
NGC 0628 0.66 7.51 7.55 10.29b 7.56 7.53 9.57 0.07 0.10 0.06 0.06 0.07 0.07
NGC 2841 1.22 7.76 8.46 10.17e 7.47 6.76 9.94 0.07 0.19 0.06 0.06 0.07 0.07
NGC 2976 2.33 8.01 8.68 8.96a 6.29 5.61 8.10 0.07 0.47 0.08 0.07 0.11 0.16
NGC 3031 2.44 8.02 8.73 10.39h 7.72 7.02 8.88 0.07 0.26 0.04 0.04 0.05 0.05
NGC 3190 1.14 7.73 8.61 10.03e 7.33 6.45 8.63 0.16 0.18 0.06 0.06 0.07 0.08
NGC 3621 1.08 7.71 8.41 9.43e 6.72 6.02 9.84 0.07 0.17 0.06 0.06 0.07 0.09
NGC 3938 0.33 7.25 7.32 9.46a 6.70 6.62 9.90 0.07 0.05 0.06 0.06 0.07 0.07
NGC 4254 0.68 7.53 7.64 9.61e 6.88 6.77 9.58 0.07 0.11 0.06 0.06 0.07 0.07
NGC 4450 3.28 8.14 8.47 10.40h 7.75 7.41 8.61 0.07 0.85 0.10 0.10 0.11 0.11
NGC 4594 3.80 9.20 10.92 10.97c 8.44 5.60 8.41 0.07 0.69 0.07 0.07 0.08 0.19
NGC 4736 3.80 8.76 9.12 10.21g 7.63 6.64 8.61 0.07 0.62 0.06 0.06 0.08 0.09
NGC 4826 1.97 7.94 8.32 9.99e 7.31 6.93 8.44 0.07 0.61 0.12 0.12 0.14 0.14
NGC 5055 2.27 8.00 8.87 10.49g 7.82 6.94 9.75 0.07 0.35 0.06 0.06 0.07 0.07
NGC 5474 0.55 7.44 7.52 9.06c 6.32 6.25 8.99 0.11 0.07 0.05 0.05 0.07 0.07
NGC 7331 1.22 7.76 8.58 10.56a 7.86 7.04 9.95 0.07 0.19 0.06 0.06 0.07 0.07
NGC 7793 2.04 7.96 8.25 9.47c 6.79 6.50 8.94 0.07 0.33 0.06 0.06 0.08 0.08
NGC 1377 2.15 7.98 8.46 9.28e 6.61 6.13 0.00 0.00 1.17 0.21 0.21 0.24 0.25
NGC 1482 0.24 7.13 7.58 9.99e 7.22 6.77 8.83 0.20 0.07 0.11 0.11 0.12 0.12
NGC 1705 0.62 7.49 7.48 8.19c 5.46 5.48 7.88 0.06 0.10 0.06 0.04 0.11 0.11
NGC 3773 0.49 7.40 7.62 8.31e 5.57 5.35 7.95 0.07 0.21 0.16 0.16 0.20 0.20
NGC 5866 2.27 8.00 8.89 10.02e 7.35 6.46 8.45 0.07 0.53 0.09 0.09 0.10 0.11
NGC 5194 2.74 8.07 8.68 10.53 f 7.87 7.26 9.71 0.06 0.85 0.12 0.12 0.14 0.14

follows:

S FRcorr = 4.4 × 10−42L(Hα)corr = 4.4 × 10−42L(Hα)obseτHα (10)

sS FRcorr = S FRcorr/M∗ (11)

Σcorr
S FR = S FRcorr/2π(Ri

e f f ,d)2(Hα) (12)

with Ri
e f f ,d

being the intrinsic effective radius of the disc at Hα
wavelength. The observed and intrinsic photometric and structural
parameters needed for this study are shown in Table 3. Likewise,
all the star-formation related parameters - Hα luminosities, SFR,
sSFR, SFR surface densities and their corresponding uncertainties
(derived as described in the following section) are displayed in Ta-
ble 4.

3.6 Error estimation

To estimate the systematic errors on the main photometric and
structural parameters needed in this study, namely the ones that
characterise the Hα discs of spiral galaxies, we ran a new set of fits
for a few galaxies. In this process, we fixed the sky value to the one
found initially by GALFIT and added ±1σ, or ±3σ (σ being the
uncertainty in the sky level), leaving free the parameters of interest
(mainly the Rs,d(Hα), the disc central surface brightness or the disc
axis-ratio, Qd), while all other parameters were also fixed to the
values found by GALFIT. The systematic errors in the disk scale-
lengths and bulge effective radii were within the range 1-10 pixels
(1-3 arcsecs). They were less significant for the axis-ratios, up to

0.01. This approach of error estimation of bulge parameters was
also used before by Gao et al. (2019) and Gao et al. (2020). The
error over dgal (measured distance to the galaxy) was taken from
NED. We then performed propagation of errors in Eqs. 2-4 and
Eqs. (7-12) to obtain the standard deviation (σ) for all the needed
parameters.
Having estimated already the uncertainties of the Hα integrated
fluxes, we continued with the propagation of errors to calculate
the standard deviations for L(Hα), SFR and sSFR, for both the ob-
served and corrected values.

4 RESULTS

We show here the main results of this study - an analysis of the star
formation (Sec. 4.1) and ISM scaling relations (Sec. 4.2). Through-
out this section, the analysed relations are plotted in the linear form
log(Y)− log(X). The best-fit for each relation (from a linear regres-
sion procedure) has the general form log(Y) = β+ α× log(X), with
α - the intercept and β - the slope of the relation. Unless specified
otherwise, all the intercepts and slopes are given in the same units
as the ones of log(Y) and log(Y)/log(X).

4.1 Star-formation scaling relations

The most important and well known star-formation relation is
the one between S FR and M∗, valid for local galaxies but
also at higher redshifts (Brinchmann et al. 2004; Noeske et al.
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Dust and inclination corrected star-formation and interstellar medium scaling relations in nearby galaxies 7

Figure 1. Left panel: Star-formation main sequence, S FR − M∗ , plotted in log scale. The observed SFR are shown with black triangles, while the corrected
rates are represented with red stars. The red dotted line is the SFR main sequence, obtained through a linear regression fit of the corrected values, while the
two red solid ones delimit the ±1σ uncertainty range for the best-fit relation. The error bars represent the standard deviations. Right panel: Similar plot for the
specific star-formation rate, sS FR, vs. stellar mass.

Figure 2. Left panel: Star-formation rate versus stellar mass surface density, S FR− µ∗, plotted in log scale. The observed SFR are shown with black triangles,
while the corrected rates are represented with red stars. The red dotted line is a linear regression fit of the corrected values, while the two red solid ones delimit
the ±1σ uncertainty range for the best-fit relation. The error bars represent the standard deviations. Right panel: Similar plot for the specific star-formation
rate, sS FR.

2007; Salim et al. 2007; Elbaz et al. 2011; Karim et al. 2011;
Whitaker et al. 2012), the "star-formation main sequence", SFMS.
We show this relation in the left-hand panel of Fig. 1. We recover
the expected trend, the linear increase of SFR with stellar mass.
To obtain the specific parameters for the SFMS, we apply a lin-
ear reggresion fit for the corrected values and plot it as a red dashed
line, while the two red solid ones delimit the ±1σ uncertainty range
for the best-fit relation. The zero-point, slope and scatter derived -
β = −6.95 ± 1.22, α = 0.69 ± 0.12 and σ = 0.39dex, are con-
sistent and within errors with values calculated in other similar,
larger scale studies. For example, Hunt et al. (2016) found a value
of 0.8 for a sample of galaxies from the local universe, including the
KINGFISH galaxies, while Elbaz et al. (2007) derived a value of
0.77, also for a sample of local galaxies. A higher slope of 0.89 was
determined by Gavazzi et al. (2013) for their HI-normal sample of
spiral galaxies taken mostly from the Virgo cluster. Whitaker et al.
(2012) determined a slope of 0.7 for their low redshift sample, with
a reduced degree of observed scatter of 0.34dex. A lower slope of
0.67 and closer to our determined value was recently found by
Cooke et al. (2023) for the low redshift (z=0.0-0.3) slice of his

large sample of galaxies, selected to study the role of morphology
and environment on the evolution of SFMS. While not plotted in
Fig. 1, it is important to mention that the slope of the measured re-
lation is severely lower than the one for the corrected SFMS, hav-
ing a value of α = 0.35 ± 0.13, with a slightly increased scatter,
σ = 0.41dex. This underlines the importance of deriving dust and
inclination corrected star-formation rates based on unbiased trac-
ers.
In the right panel of Fig. 1, we show a similar plot, this time
with the relation between sSFR versus stellar mass. The decreas-
ing trend with stellar mass is noticed, as found in other stud-
ies (e.g. Gavazzi et al. 2013; Grossi et al. 2015; Hunt et al. 2016,
etc.), with the slope of the corrected relation being this time shal-
lower than for the observed one. We obtained β = −6.95 ± 1.22,
α = −0.31 ± 0.12 and σ = 0.40dex in an analogus way as for
the SFRMS. The slope for the corrected relation is in very good
agreement with the value of −0.29 found by Hunt et al. (2016) for
z ∼ 0 galaxies. Gavazzi et al. (2013) however, derived a signifi-
cantly steeper relation, with a slope of −0.56 for their HI-normal
sample. We do note here that the strength of the correlation for this
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8 B. A. Pastrav

Table 3. The photometric and structural parameters of the Hα discs. The
columns represent: (1) - galaxy name; (2) - the intrinsic disk axis-ratio,
corrected for projection and dust effects; (3), (4) - the observed and intrinsic
disk scalelengths; (5) - intrinsic bulge-to-disk ratio. In square brackets we
have the units in which these quantities are given.

Galaxy Qi
d
(Hα) Rs,d(Hα) Ri

s,d
(Hα) (B/D)i(Hα)

[kpc] [kpc]
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)

NGC 0024 0.26 1.33 0.37 0.00
NGC 0628 0.95 5.23 5.58 0.06
NGC 2841 0.43 3.82 1.70 0.25
NGC 2976 0.50 0.71 0.33 0.00
NGC 3031 0.41 3.57 1.59 1.96
NGC 3190 0.34 3.36 1.22 0.40
NGC 3621 0.44 1.72 0.77 0.02
NGC 3938 0.91 3.04 2.78 0.02
NGC 4254 0.81 2.15 2.29 0.07
NGC 4450 0.70 2.96 2.18 0.52
NGC 4594 0.11 1.54 0.25 5.10
NGC 4736 0.69 1.26 0.83 1.40
NGC 4826 0.67 2.51 1.62 0.69
NGC 5055 0.41 3.80 1.53 0.18
NGC 5474 0.92 1.53 1.40 0.14
NGC 7331 0.38 6.00 2.33 0.69
NGC 7793 0.70 1.36 0.97 0.01
NGC 1377 0.59 1.07 0.61 1.25
NGC 1482 0.56 6.38 3.83 2.83
NGC 1705 0.93 0.53 0.54 0.88
NGC 3773 0.80 0.68 0.52 0.21
NGC 5866 0.38 1.62 0.88 0.21
NGC 5194 0.51 4.04 2.00 0.50

relation is weaker than for the SFMS, with the derived correlation
coefficient being rsS FR,M∗ = −0.48 (sSFR and M∗ are anticorre-
lated), as compared with the 0.77 value for the first relation. In a
similar study, Gavazzi et al. (2013) found a value of -0.46 for this
correlation.
In Fig. 2 we show the SFR and sSFR of our sample, this time plot-
ted as a function of stellar mass surface density. In this case, the
trend in the corrected relations is maintained, however it is much
shallower, with the corresponding slopes being α = 0.46 ± 0.14
and −0.05 ± 0.12, and with a higher degree of scatter of 0.51 and
0.45dex. We can notice that there is practically no correlation be-
tween the sSFR and µ∗, while the correlation S FR − µ∗ is weaker
than that of SFMS, with the correlation coefficient being 0.57. To
try and establish which of the relations is the fundamental one,
the SFMS or the S FR − µ∗ one, we used a linear partial corre-
lation analysis of (S FR,M∗, µ∗), by calculating the correspond-
ing partial correlation coefficients. We found the following values:
rS FRM∗ ,µ∗ = 0.656, rM∗µ∗,S FR = 0.269 and rS FRµ∗ ,M∗ = 0.237. From
these values, one can say that indeed the stellar mass is more im-
portant than the stellar mass surface density when deriving SFR,
which suggests that the SFMS is the more fundamental relation.

Another relation that we present here is the one between dust
mass, Mdust, and SFR, displayed in Fig. 3. One can notice from the
plot the increasing trend, with more dust being found in galaxies
with higher SFR. Considering the already tight relations S FR−M∗
and Mdust − M∗ (Grootes et al. 2013; De Vis et al. 2017; Pastrav
2020; van der Giessen et al. 2022), and the similar increasing be-
haviour observed, we might question if this relation is not in fact

Figure 3. The dust mass, Mdust , as a function of galaxy SFR. The symbols,
colors and lines have the same meaning as those in Fig. 1.

a consequence of the existence of these two relations. We try to
answer this by deriving the partial correlation coefficients for the
quantities involved in these three relations, (S FR,M∗,Mdust). We
find the following values: rS FRM∗ ,Mdust

= 0.214, rMdust M∗ ,S FR = 0.800
and rMdust S FR,M∗ = 0.286. Keeping in mind that our sample is small,
one can see from these values that stellar mass is a more important
quantity than SFR for the dust mass, making Mdust − M∗ the more
important relation and the Mdust − S FR relation a secondary one.
Of course, better statistics would be helpful here, considering the
rather close values for rS FRM∗ ,Mdust

and rMdustS FR,M∗ . A tight correla-
tion between these quantities and similar increasing trend has been
already observed by da Cunha et al. (2010) when analysing a large
sample of SDSS galaxies. They found a slope of 1.11 ± 0.01 and
an intercept of 7.10± 0.07 for this relation. Hunt et al. (2019) have
also explored this relation, finding a tight correlation with a scatter
of 0.4-0.5 dex. We obtained for the corrected relation a slope of
α = 0.49 ± 0.18, with a scatter of σ = 0.53dex. The Pearson corre-
lation coefficient calculated for the corrected relation confirms that
this is a considerably tight one, having rMd ,S FR = 0.78. One can
note here the higher degree of scattering in this relation than the
one calculated for the SFMS relation. This could be due mostly
to the few outliers that were not excluded from the calculation of
the coefficients, but also due to reduced size of our sample (better
statistics from a larger sample would most likely reduce the scatter).
The similar parameters for the observed relation are considerably
higher, with a slope of α = 0.72± 0.28 and 0.64dex derived scatter.
Having analysed the SFMS, Mdust − S FR, and in Paper I the
Mdust −M∗ relation, we further investigate here if there exists a cor-
relation between the dust-to-stellar mass ratio, Mdust/M∗, and SFR,
as one might expect. In addition, we also plot this ratio as a function
of sSFR. These plots are displayed in Fig. 4. One can immediately
notice that in the case of the observed ratios, there is a flat trend
with SFR (as in the case of Mdust/M∗ − M∗, see Paper I) and sSFR,
and therefore no correlation. Looking at the corrected dust-to-
stellar mass ratios variation with the corrected SFR, it can be seen
a slightly decreasing trend (slope - α = −0.37 ± 0.16) of the dust-
to-stellar mass ratios. This can be explained by the fact that more
massive galaxies (and therefore older) with higher star-formation
rates have less dust available, as part of it has been destroyed by
supernovae shocks / winds or other processes in the ISM. At the
same time, the gas fraction decreases, less dust is produced and the
newly formed dust quantities can no longer overcome the destroyed
mass of dust. The trend seen is expected considering the already ob-
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Table 4. The star-formation rates and the rest of related parameters (calculated using Eqs. 2-4 & Eqs. (9-12) and their uncertainties. The columns represent: (1)
- galaxy name; (2)-(4) - the Hα observed and corrected luminosities, and the standard deviations for L(Hα)corr (in decimal logarithm unit scale); (5)-(7) - the
observed and corrected star-formation rates, and standard deviations for S FR; (8)-(10) - the observed and corrected specific star-formation rates (in log scale),
and the corresponding standard deviations for sS FR; (11)-(13) - the observed and corrected SFR surface densities (in log scale), and standard deviations for
Σobs
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(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13)

NGC 0024 40.35 41.31 40.73 0.10 0.89 0.24 -10.49 -9.53 -10.11 -2.50 -0.43 -1.01
NGC 0628 41.03 41.32 40.52 0.47 0.91 0.14 -10.62 -10.33 -11.13 -3.01 -2.78 -3.36
NGC 2841 41.62 42.15 41.35 1.86 6.28 0.98 -9.90 -9.37 -10.18 -2.14 -0.91 -1.72
NGC 2976 40.33 41.34 40.66 0.09 0.96 0.20 -9.99 -8.98 -9.66 -1.98 -0.30 -0.98
NGC 3031 40.04 41.10 40.27 0.05 0.56 0.08 -11.70 -10.64 -11.48 -3.66 -1.90 -2.59
NGC 3190 40.37 40.87 40.71 0.10 0.33 0.23 -11.01 -10.52 -10.68 -3.28 -1.91 -2.07
NGC 3621 39.84 40.31 39.55 0.03 0.09 0.02 -10.94 -10.47 -11.24 -3.23 -2.06 -2.83
NGC 3938 40.70 40.85 40.30 0.22 0.31 0.09 -10.11 -9.97 -10.51 -2.87 -2.64 -3.18
NGC 4254 41.08 41.37 40.59 0.52 1.03 0.17 -9.89 -9.60 -10.38 -2.37 -1.95 -2.69
NGC 4450 40.72 42.15 41.72 0.23 6.16 2.29 -11.03 -9.61 -10.04 -2.82 -1.13 -1.52
NGC 4594 40.30 41.95 41.62 0.09 3.89 1.82 -12.03 -10.38 -10.71 -2.68 0.55 0.22
NGC 4736 40.15 41.80 41.04 0.06 2.77 0.48 -11.42 -9.77 -10.53 -2.66 -0.64 -1.40
NGC 4826 39.98 40.84 40.35 0.04 0.30 0.10 -11.36 -10.51 -10.99 -3.42 -2.18 -2.65
NGC 5055 40.24 41.23 40.47 0.08 0.74 0.13 -11.61 -10.62 -11.37 -3.52 -1.75 -2.48
NGC 5474 39.92 40.16 39.35 0.04 0.06 0.01 -10.50 -10.26 -11.06 -3.05 -2.74 -3.28
NGC 7331 41.15 41.68 40.91 0.62 2.09 0.36 -10.77 -10.24 -11.01 -3.01 -1.66 -2.36
NGC 7793 40.36 41.24 40.47 0.10 0.77 0.13 -10.47 -9.58 -10.36 -2.51 -1.33 -2.06
NGC 1377 40.05 40.98 40.77 0.05 0.42 0.26 -10.59 -9.66 -9.86 -2.62 -1.20 -1.40
NGC 1482 40.76 40.86 40.34 0.25 0.32 0.10 -10.59 -10.49 -11.00 -3.46 -2.91 -3.24
NGC 1705 39.73 40.00 39.56 0.02 0.04 0.02 -9.81 -9.55 -9.98 -2.32 -2.07 -2.38
NGC 3773 39.68 39.89 39.55 0.02 0.03 0.02 -9.99 -9.78 -10.12 -2.59 -2.15 -2.49
NGC 5866 40.40 41.39 40.86 0.11 1.08 0.32 -10.97 -9.99 -10.52 -2.62 -1.10 -1.56
NGC 5194 40.65 41.84 41.35 0.19 3.01 0.99 -11.24 -10.05 -10.54 -3.17 -1.37 -1.81

served decreasing behaviour in the Mdust/M∗ − M∗ (Cortese et al.
2012; Grossi et al. 2015; Pastrav 2020; Casasola et al. 2020) re-
lation, and the SFMS. This correlation is not so strong and tight,
as we find a low correlation coefficient, rMdust/M∗ ,S FR = −0.43, with
σ = 0.48. In the second plot, there is no obvious increasing or
decreasing trend with sSFR, taking into consideration the associ-
ated large uncertainties. The downward trend is not obvious and
the dependence of Mdust/M∗ on sSFR seems to be weak. This result
has also been previously found in Hunt et al. (2019) for the KING-
FISH galaxies, while Casasola et al. (2022) observed an apparently
weak increasing behaviour for the resolved version of this rela-
tion. The almost flat and inconclusive trend for Mdust/M∗ vs sSFR
comes in opposition with the result found by Rémy-Ruyer et al.
(2015) (see their Fig. 11), Skibba et al. (2011), and De Vis et al.
(2017), which show an increase in the dust-to-stellar ratio with
sSFR for the KINGFISH sample. The same behaviour was ob-
served by da Cunha et al. (2010) from analysing a larger sample
of low redshift SDSS galaxies.

One of the most important relations, derived from the SFMS
relation shown in the left panel of Fig. 1, is the one between the star-
formation surface density, ΣS FR, and the stellar mass durface den-
sity, µ∗ (Σ∗ in other notations), previously named in the literature as
the resolved star-formation main sequence relation - rSFMS. This

tight correlation was observed before in studies by Sanchez et al.
(2013), Cano-Diaz et al. (2016), Gonzalez-Delgado et al. (2016),
Hsieh et al. (2017), Medling et al. (2018), Erros-Ferrer et al.
(2019), Lin et al. (2019), Ellison et al. (2021), Pessa et al. (2021)
and Casasola et al. (2022). In this study, we have not derived ΣS FR

and µ∗ for each valid spaxel of the galaxy images as in these stud-
ies, but according with the formulas from Eqs. 4 and 12, this gives
us a picture of the relation mostly at kpc-scale, and only for some
at sub-kpc scales. Nevertheless, a comparison of the characteristic
parameters of this relation with those derived in previous works is
still justified. We found the same linearly increasing trend (in log
scale) as in the already mentioned studies. Following a linear re-
gression procedure, we found a slope for the corrected relation of
α = 1.03 ± 0.18, a zero-point β = −10.22 ± 1.5, with a rather large
scatter of 0.44dex derived including all the galaxies, and larger than
in the studies just mentioned here (e.g. 0.2-0.4dex). The slope value
is within the range of values found in these studies, e.g. 0.68 or
1.37 in Ellison et al. (2021), 0.71 or 1.00 in Hsieh et al. (2017),
0.88 in Casasola et al. (2022), 1.19 in Lin et al. (2019), 1.04 in
Pessa et al. (2021) for example, depending on the linear regression
method used, which may influence the final best-fit parameters,
as shown in Hsieh et al. (2017). The larger scatter in our study
could be due to our small sample, and therefore inferior statis-
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Figure 4. Left panel: The dust-to-stellar mass ratios, Mdust/M∗ , plotted against SFR. Right panel: The same ratios, plotted against the specific star-formation
rates, sSFR. The symbols, lines and color legend are the same as in Fig. 1.

Figure 5. The resolved star-formation main sequence relation, rSFMS. The
star-formation densities are derived according with Eqs.4 and 12. The sym-
bols, lines and color legend are the same as in Fig. 1.

tics, but the sample selection, the morphology and the variation
of the global relation between galaxies can also significantly con-
tribute to this and influence the characteristics of the relation, as
found by Ellison et al. (2021). The Pearson correlation coefficient
that we calculated, rΣS FR ,µ∗ = 0.79, underlines the strength of this
correlation. This value is considerably higher than those found by
Lin et al. (2019) (0.64), Ellison et al. (2021) (0.57), for example,
which may due to the fact that our best-fit relation is not so "local"
as the ones derived in these studies. Casasola et al. (2022) found
however a even higher correlation coefficient of 0.85 for their com-
parable small sample of nearby spiral galaxies, a part of them being
present in our sample as well.

In Fig. 6 we check if there exists a relation between the dust
central face-on optical depth and the star-formation rate, the stellar
mass, specific star-formation rate, or the star-formation rate surface
density, ΣS FR, given the already observed Mdust − S FR relation in
Fig. 3 and the direct dependence of τ f

Hα
on Mdust , given in Eq. 5.

One can see an increase in dust opacity for galaxies with higher
star-formation activity, and therefore higher dust production and
higher attenuation. This result was found in van der Giessen et al.
(2022) too, but only for their low-redshift SDSS galaxies. Due
to the aforementioned dependence, there is a correlation between
the dust opacities and star-formation rates, but weaker than in

the case of Mdust − S FR relation, with a correlation coefficient
r
τ

f
Hα
,S FR
= 0.64. The scatter and uncertainties in the vertical direc-

tion are larger than for the Mdust−S FR relation, as dust opacity is a
quantity more difficult to derive with great precision. However, it is
rather difficult to establish which of the two relations - Mdust −S FR

or τ f

Hα
− S FR - is the fundamental one, due to the dependency be-

tween the involved parameters, (τHα,Mdust , S FR). In this respect,
we did a linear partial correlation analysis for these quantities by
deriving the corresponding partial correlation coefficients. As a re-
sult, we found rMdust S FR,τHα = 0.959, rτHαMdust ,S FR = −0.892 and
rτHαS FR,Mdust

= 0.937. These would suggest that Mdust dominates
over τHα when determining the SFR, and that Mdust − S FR is the
fundamental relation. However, as the values of the two coeffi-
cients, rMdustS FR,τHα and rτHαS FR,Mdust

are very close, a more clear
answer to this problem would require a larger sample.
In the upper right panel of Fig. 6, we see that τ f

Hα
increases for

galaxies with higher stellar masses, as also recently observed by
van der Giessen et al. (2022) for a much larger sample of galax-
ies at low and intermediate redshifts. It is worth mentioning that,
if plotted as τHα − log(M∗), it is actually a curved relation, just as
τHα− log(S FR) and τHα− log(ΣS FR) are too. This relation is a result
of the positive Mdust − M∗ correlation, observed by Grootes et al.
(2013), De Vis et al. (2017) and Pastrav (2020). From the bot-
tom left plot, we should note that no correlation between the
dust opacity and corrected specific star-formation rate was found
(rτHα,sS FR=-0.09), in opposition with the decreasing trend found
in van der Giessen et al. (2022), again only for their low redshift
SDSS and GAMA galaxies. The anticorrelation between dust op-
tical depth and sSFR is observed for our measured relation only,
which may lead us to the conclusion that dust and inclination ef-
fects or other biases have not been properly accounted for in the
mentioned study. In the bottom right panel, we can also see an in-
crease in dust opacity with the star-formation rate surface density
- a tracer for the molecular gas surface density (Leroy et al. 2008;
Schruba et al. 2011), which fuels the star-formation. This slightly
upwards trend was also found in van der Giessen et al. (2022) only
for their low-redshift SDSS and GAMA samples, but not for the
high redshift ones. It is important to note that this increasing trend
is only seen in the corrected relation, with a correlation coefficient
rτHα,ΣS FR

= 0.79, which shows the strength of this correlation, at
least for low redshift galaxies. The existence of this last relation
reveals, at least for low redshift galaxies, the tight connection be-
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Figure 6. The dust optical depth as a function of SFR (upper left panel), M∗ (upper right panel), sSFR (bottom left panel) and star-formation rate surface
density, ΣS FR (bottom right panel). The symbols, lines and color legend are the same as in Fig. 1.

tween star-formation fuel in the young stellar disc and dust mass
distribution (related directly with τ f

Hα
as in Eq. 5) in the dust disc.

4.2 ISM scaling relations

In the next figure, Fig. 7, we show some of the dust scaling relations
important for ISM studies, that can provide evidence about the role
of dust in the star-formation cycle and constrain chemical evolution
models. On the upper row of plots, the dust-to-HI (atomic hydro-
gen) mass ratio variation with M∗ and µ∗ are presented, MHI be-
ing the neutral hydrogen gas mass, taken from Rémy-Ruyer et al.
(2015) and Grossi et al. (2015). On the bottow row, the Mdust vari-
ation with HI mass is shown, and the Mdust/M⋆ ratio vs. gas-to-
star ratio, MHI/M⋆ (bottom right). The increasing trends in the
Mdust/MHI vs M⋆ and Mdust/M⋆ vs MHI/M⋆ are recovered after ap-
plying the corrections, and we find the average dust-to-gas ratio of
our sample to be −2.19± 0.12 (or 0.63%), a value consistent with -
2.1 one found by Cortese et al. (2012) for HI normal galaxies. This
numerical ratio of 0.63% is in line with the ≃ 1% estimation of the
dust mass fraction in the ISM of galaxies. The increasing trend in
Mdust/MHI towards more massive galaxies has also been noticed
before in Cortese et al. (2012) (but shallower than in this study),
Grossi et al. (2015) and De Vis et al. (2017), and can be under-
stood considering the relation between the stellar mass and gas
metallicity (Tremonti et al. 2004). The scatter for the first relation
is rather high - σ = 0.53dex (compared with the 0.37dex scatter
found by Cortese et al. 2012, for example) for the corrected one,
while the corresponding correlation coefficient rMdust/MHI ,M⋆ = 0.32

is consistent with the value of r = 0.31 found in Cortese et al.
(2012), but slightly lower than the value derived by De Vis et al.
(2017) (0.47). Practically no correlation is observed for the cor-
rected second investigated relation, Mdust/MHI vs stellar mass sur-
face density, µ⋆, with rMHI /M⋆ ,µ∗ = 0.06, which is in line with what
was found by Cortese et al. (2012), who derived a 0.10 value for
this coefficient.
From the bottom left plot in Fig. 7, we can see the strong corre-
lation between dust and HI masses in the disc, for which we de-
rive a correlation coefficient rMdust ,MHI

= 0.94 for the corrected
relation, with a rather high degree of scatter, σ = 0.54dex. Our
derived coefficient is considerably higher than the ones found by
De Vis et al. (2017) (0.74) or Casasola et al. (2020) (0.80, for the
reversed relation, MHI vs. Mdust) by analysing larger samples of
low-redshift spiral galaxies than ours. The slope found for this cor-
relation, α = 0.82 ± 0.18 is consistent with those found in previ-
ously mentioned studies - Casasola et al. (2020) found 0.85± 0.03
but for the reversed relation. The tight correlation observed here
should suggest that both dust and HI masses follow a similar radial
distribution in the discs of galaxies. This is generally the case for
the dust, which is distributed in an exponential disc, while the HI
distribution has a more complex form (Casasola et al. 2017).
A weaker correlation is found for the Mdust/M⋆ vs MHI/M⋆ re-
lation, with r = 0.36, the increasing trend being also observed
by Cortese et al. (2012), De Vis et al. (2017) and Casasola et al.
(2020), albeit more pronounced than in our plot (we derived a
slope α = 0.26 ± 0.08 for the corrected relation). For instance,
De Vis et al. (2017) derived a slope of 0.47 and found a very high
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Figure 7. Dust scaling relations. The four panels represent: the dust-to-HI (atomic hydrogen) mass ratio variation with galaxy stellar mass (upper left) and
stellar mass surface density (upper right); Mdust vs. HI mass, MHI (bottom left); the Mdust/M⋆ ratio vs. HI-to-stellar mass ratio, MHI/M⋆ (bottom right). The
symbols, lines and color legend are the same as in Fig. 1.

correlation coefficient of 0.87, while Casasola et al. (2020) also
found a much stronger correlation than in this study, with r = 0.80,
for a much larger sample of late-type spiral galaxies, and a strong
increasing trend with a slope of 1.21 ± 0.05, but for the reversed
relation - MHI/M⋆ − Mdust/MHI . As MHI/M⋆ ratio is considered
an indicator of the evolutionary stage of a galaxy, and keeping in
mind the Mdust/M⋆ − S FR variation seen earlier (and the expla-
nation given for it), the fact that we observe the existence of this
last correlation in Fig. 7 means that Mdust/M⋆ is a measure of the
evolutionary state of the galaxy. The scatter of this last relation,
σ = 0.32dex is significantly more reduced than in the case of the
Mdust/MHI vs M⋆ and Mdust − MHI relations.
While in other studies (as the just mentioned ones in this paragraph,
and others) these dust scaling relations are studied as a function of
environment (e.g. galaxies in clusters or groups vs field galaxies,
HI normal vs. HI deficient galaxies), our sample is too reduced and
formed out of galaxies with ISM environments characteristic for
the nearby universe, to make such comparisons. Therefore we do
not comment on these issues here.
A summary of the main results presented in this section, with all
the derived parameters and the correlations found, for all the rela-
tions analysed, together with similar results found in the literature,
are shown in Table 5.

4.3 The SF spatial distribution vs. optical stellar continuum

emission extent

To study the spatial distribution of star-formation in the young stel-
lar disc and compare it with the extent of stellar continuum optical
emission, we plot in the upper plot of Fig. 8 the ratio of scalelengths
in B band and corresponding to the Hα line, both observed and in-
trinsic (corrected), as a function of M∗. The observed and intrinsic
(dust and inclination corrected) B band scalelengths were already
determined in Paper I and II. For the observed scalelength ratio,
one would expect the measured scalelength of the stellar contin-
uum optical emission to be larger than the Hα line one. This is be-
cause dust effects, which tend to artificially flatten the central parts
of the disc surface brightness profiles (Pastrav et al. 2013a) and
therefore increase the measured disc scalelenghts due to the more
concentrated dust distribution towards the centre of the disc, are
stronger at shorter wavelengths, as shown in Pastrav et al. (2013a).
Therefore, one would measure a larger disc scalelength in B band
than for the Hα disc, for the same galaxy. One can see that this is
the case for about 2/3 of our galaxies, with a few values around
1.00 and a few outliers. On the other hand, comparing now the
ratio of the intrinsic scalelengths, one needs to consider that the
corrections due to dust effects are larger for B band (as found in
Pastrav et al. 2013a). Thus, we would expect to obtain a scale-
length ratio on average of 1.00 (within errors) after applying the
corrections, if there would not be any inside-out growing of galaxy
disc through star-formation. However, with the exception of a few

MNRAS 000, 1–17 (2023)



Dust and inclination corrected star-formation and interstellar medium scaling relations in nearby galaxies 13

Table 5. The linear regression best-fit parameters for all the star-formation and ISM corrected scaling relations presented, together with the correlation
coefficients. In the last column, results from the literature are shown. The relations are in the form log(Y) = β+α× log(X), with α - the intercept, β - the slope,
given in the same units as log(Y) and log(Y)/log(X). We also present here in the 4th and 5th columns, the scatter of the relations, σ (root mean square, in dex),
and the Pearson correlation coefficient, r.

Correlation β α σ r Literature results; comments

S FR − M∗ (SFMS) −6.95 ± 1.22 0.69±0.12 0.39 0.77 Hunt et al. (2016): α = 0.80;
Elbaz et al. (2007): α = 0.77;

Gavazzi et al. (2013): α = 0.89;
Whitaker et al. (2012): α = 0.70, σ = 0.34

Cooke et al. (2023): α = 0.67;

sS FR − M∗ −6.95 ± 1.22 −0.31 ± 0.12 0.40 -0.48 similar trend as in Grossi et al. (2015);
Hunt et al. (2016): α = −0.29;

same trend and tight correlation in da Cunha et al. (2010);
Gavazzi et al. (2013): α = −0.57, r = −0.46

S FR − µ∗ −4.09 ± 1.23 0.46 ± 0.14 0.51 0.57

sS FR − µ∗ −9.49 ± 1.08 −0.05 ± 0.12 0.45 -0.10 no correlation!

Mdust − S FR 6.59 ± 0.12 0.49±0.18 0.53 0.78 Hunt et al. (2016): σ = 0.40 − 0.50;
da Cunha et al. (2010): α = 1.11 ± 0.01

Mdust/M∗ − S FR −3.38 ± 0.11 −0.37 ± 0.16 0.48 -0.43

Mdust/M∗ − sS FR −. − − ± −. − − −. − − ± −. − − 0.52 0.21 no correlation! (also in Hunt et al. 2019);
correlation found in da Cunha et al. (2010); Skibba et al. (2011) &

Rémy-Ruyer et al. (2015); De Vis et al. (2017)

ΣS FR − µ∗ (rSFMS) −10.22 ± 1.50 1.03±0.18 0.44 0.79 Hsieh et al. (2017): α = 0.71/1.00;
Lin et al. (2019): α = 1.19, r = 0.64;

Ellison et al. (2021): α = 0.68/1.37, r = 0.57;
Pessa et al. (2021): α = 1.04 ± 0.04, σ = 0.44;

Casasola et al. (2022): α = 0.88 ± 0.03, r = 0.85, σ = 0.30

τ − S FR 0.22 ± 0.07 0.38±0.12 0.27 0.64 same trend in van der Giessen et al. (2022)(low-z)

τ − M∗ −2.29 ± 1.00 0.25 ± 0.10 0.30 0.64 same trend in van der Giessen et al. (2022)

τ − sS FR −. − − ± −. − − −. − − ± −. − − 0.34 0.09 no correlation!;
decreasing trend in van der Giessen et al. (2022)(low-z)

τ − ΣS FR 0.66 ± 0.11 0.33±0.06 0.21 0.79 same trend in van der Giessen et al. (2022)(low-z)

Mdust/MHI − M∗ −5.89 ± 2.02 0.36 ± 0.19 0.53 0.32 Cortese et al. (2012): σ = 0.37, r = 0.31;
De Vis et al. (2017): r = 0.47;

correlation found in Grossi et al. (2015)

Mdust/MHI − µ∗ −. − − ± −. − − −. − − ± −. − − 0.57 0.05 no correlation!; Cortese et al. (2012): r = 0.10

Mdust − MHI −0.59 ± 1.62 0.82±0.18 0.54 0.94 Casasola et al. (2020): α = 0.85 ± 0.03, r = 0.80;
De Vis et al. (2017): r = 0.74

Mdust/M∗ − MHI/M∗ −3.02 ± 0.11 0.25 ± 0.08 0.26 0.36 De Vis et al. (2017): α = 0.47, r = 0.87;
correlation found in Cortese et al. (2012)

outliers, for most of the galaxies this ratio is subunitary, meaning
that on average, the distribution of star-formation in the disc is more
extended than the optical emission one. It is also apparent that more
massive galaxies have a more extended Hα disc than the B band
optical one, compared with low mass ones, although this trend is
rather weak. On average, we find for the corrected inverse ratio,
Rd

s (Hα)/Rd
s (B), a value of 1.10. This result is slightly lower but con-

sistent with the 1.18 ± 0.08 value found by Matharu et al. (2022)
for their larger z ∼ 0.5 sample galaxies, considering also the fact
that our sample galaxies are at much lower redshifts. Other stud-
ies of local Universe galaxies, such as those of James et al. (2009)
and Fossati et al. (2013), have found the Hα disc to have the same

spatial extent as the optical stellar disc. On the other hand, other
recent studies on higher redshift samples of star-forming galaxies,
such as those of Nelson et al. (2016) (z ∼ 1 sample, taken from the
3D-HST survey) and Wilman et al. (2020) (z ∼ 1.7 sample from
the KMOS 3D, K-band Multi-Object Spectrograph survey), have re-
vealed the star-formation disc to be slightly more extended than the
stellar continuum one. This result is in agreement with our result
and the one of Matharu et al. (2022). However, a larger sample in
our study would bring more clarity in this issue, at least for the lo-
cal Universe galaxies.
In the bottom plot of Fig. 8, the ratio of stellar mass surface den-
sities for B band and Hα line are plotted (in log scale), again as
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Figure 8. The ratio of the intrinsic disc scale-lengths seen in optical B band
and in Hα line as a function of stellar mass (upper plot). The stellar mass
surface density ratio vs M∗ (bottom plot). The observed ratios are shown
with black triangles, while the corrected ones are plotted with red stars.

a function of stellar mass. A slightly decreasing trend with stellar
mass can be seen, more massive galaxies having a more compact
stellar emission surface density than the star-formation one, while
for lower mass galaxies this difference is not so significant. This
downward trend towards more massive galaxies has also been ob-
served recently in Matharu et al. (2022) for their z ∼ 0.5 and z ∼ 1
galaxies. Overall, we find an average µ∗(Hα)/µ∗(B) of 0.77 for our
local sample, a value in very good agreement with the result of
0.81±0.15 found in Matharu et al. (2022) for their z ∼ 0.5 sample.

5 DISCUSSION

In this section, we are coming back to a few issues observed while
analysing the main results, analyse the potential sources of system-
atic errors, and discuss the limitations of our method.

5.1 Potential sources of systematic errors

A potential source of uncertainty is the calibration / conversion co-
efficient used to calculate SFR, as in Eq. 3, which then produces
effects in all the other star-formation related quantities and the char-
acteristics of the star-formation scaling relations. Various versions
of this coefficient exist in the literature, depending on the IMF
and stellar evolution models considered, with values in the range
(4.4 − 7.9) × 10−42, as in Kennicutt (1998), Calzetti et al. (2000),

Calzetti et al. (2007), Kennicutt et al. (2009), Pessa et al. (2022),
Giménez-Arteaga et al. (2022), etc. Due to this, a variation of up
to 80% exists between various calibration coefficients, producing
a significant uncertainty already at this point. Star-formation rates
can also be underestimated when using Hα luminosities to derive
it for galaxies with Lobs(Hα) ≤ 2.5 × 1039 (low SFR regions with
S FR ≤ 0.01M⊙/yr) as pointed out by Lee et al. (2009), even if
the SFR are corrected for dust attenuation effects. However, this is
not the case for any of our sample galaxies.

Another important source of systematic errors affecting SFR
determined from Lobs(Hα), is the dust attenuation prescription
used. As mentioned in Sec. 3.5, the Balmer decrements or ra-
tios between other hydrogen recombination lines (Paschen -
Paα/Hα , Paβ/Hα or Brackett lines) have been widely used in
many other studies, with assumptions of a dust attenuation curve
and/or a foreground dust screen aproximation. The Balmer decre-
ment method however, works mostly for normal galaxies, not in
starbursts or dusty galaxies, and has large variations on small
scales (Kennicutt & Evans 2012). Through the method proposed
in this paper, we circumvent these assumptions but we do intro-
duce another potential source of uncertainty through the tailored
Grootes et al. (2013) τ−µ∗ correlation and the relation between τHα

and Mdust in Eq. 5, both relying on the Popescu et al. (2011) model,
which assumes a fixed dust-star geometry and dust disc scale-
height. Moreover, a certain degree of uncertainty can arise from
the choice of the dust model, its characteristics being encapsulated
in the K(Hα) constant, but this cannot be avoided. Nevertheless, the
relations in Eqs. 5 and 7 have been calibrated on a representative
large sample of low-redshift spiral galaxies and, our values for the
attenuation of the emission line have been self-consistently derived
with this method. Moreover, the sample analysed here is composed
mostly by normal spiral and lenticular galaxies, not galaxies with a
more peculiar geometry or starburst galaxies.
Therefore, we believe that the introduced systematic errors related
to the dust attenuation treatment used here, have a less significant
impact on the main results (SFR and related quantities, the galaxy
scaling relations characteristics) than the ones introduced by the
other mentioned dust attenuation approaches, allowing more accu-
rate and less biased results and conclusions.
A third source of uncertainties, this time only for the characteristics
of the scaling relations analysed, can come from the choice of the
regression routine used, which can produce a better representation
of the fitted data, it may affect significantly the slope and the zero-
point of the relation, and further, itsσ parameter. Observational un-
certainties can also determine a certain degree of intrinsic scatter in
the parameters associated with most scaling relations, this effect be-
ing difficult to assess, as pointed out by Stone et al. (2021), and not
taken into account in most studies. For our small sample, we find
that the ordinary least-squares (OLS) routine used here (where nec-
essary) outputs a best-fit that reproduces the trends seen in the data,
with a high degree of accuracy. However, we do recognise that more
complex routines, such as orthogonal distance regression (ODR),
linear bisector regression algorithms (BCES, Akritas & Bershady
1996) or others, capable of taking into account covariant uncertain-
ties, can and should be used for larger scale studies, as needed.

In Section 4, we compared our results for the main character-
istics of the scaling relations and the trends observed with results
from other similar studies. While most of the results were consis-
tent within errors with the compared studies, there were also some
noticeable differences pertaining to the lack of a correlation in some
cases, or inconclusive / different trends for other relations. We also
compared our results with those found in studies done on samples
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of low redshift local galaxies, similar to our sample, or at the clos-
est redshift possible, to make the comparison more meaningful. As
mentioned earlier, inconclusive trends (e.g. Mdust/Mstar − sS FR)
can be attributed to the low statistics in this work. Results in ap-
parent opposition with other studies (e.g. τ f

Hα
− sS FR, τ f

Hα
− ΣS FR)

or in agreement only with some (Mdust/Mstar − sS FR) may be ex-
plained through an inadequate treatment of the biases introduced
by dust and inclination effects on the measured parameters in the
respective studies, or other systematic biases.

5.2 Limitations of the method and range of applicability

The limitations of the proposed method (and its succesion of steps)
and its range of applicability are tightly connected to the range of
applicability of the tailored Eq. 7 & Eq. 5, and also of the numerical
corrections for dust and inclination (projection) effects used here,
from Pastrav et al. (2013a,b). The latter are destined to be applied
for normal low to intermediate redshift spiral, elliptical and lentic-
ular galaxies, but not for the more irregular geometries, dwarf, dis-
turbed or peculiar shape galaxies, as they were derived using simu-
lated images produced by radiative transfer calculations, with a typ-
ical fixed star-dust geometry, considered in Popescu et al. (2011).
Eq. 7 and Eq. 5 also depend on the range of applicability of the
large-scale geometry of the exponential dust disks as calibrated in
the Popescu et al. (2011) model to the range of galaxy types, mor-
phologies (same as for the dust and inclination effects numerical
corrections) and stellar mass surface densities, 8.0 ≤ log(µ∗) ≤ 11.0
(therefore intermediate mass galaxies), one has to analyse with this
method.
The method presented in this work can be used for larger scale stud-
ies of star-formation and ISM evolution, for which Hα imaging is
or will be available (e.g. J-PAS, J-PLUS, S-PLUS surveys, VLT-
MUSE, and potentially others). The main advantages are: a) only
Hα fluxes / luminosities are needed (compared with other meth-
ods where MIR, TIR or FUV are required, or even other hydro-
gen recombination line fluxes); b) it is easy and straightforward
to use based on Eqs. 5, 7, 9 and the numerical corrections from
Pastrav et al. (2013a,b); c) no Balmer decrements needed or as-
sumption of a certain attenuation curve; d) it can be applied for
normal low to intermediate redshift spiral, elliptical and lenticu-
lar galaxies; e) more instantaneous SFRs can be derived through
it and therefore, it can be also used as a means to compare with
coresponding SFR values derived through other methods, which
determine less recent galaxy SFR values.

6 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have presented a detailed analysis of dust/ISM
and star-formation scaling relations of a small representative sam-
ple of typical nearby spiral and lenticular galaxies taken from the
SINGS/KINGFISH survey. This was done with the purpose of: i)
investigating the changes induced by dust and inclination effects in
the characteristics of these relations (slope, zero-point, scatter and
correlation coefficients) and in the SFR values; ii) understanding
which relations are fundamental and which are derived, or are a
consequence of others; iii) verifying which of the derived specific
parameters are actually correlated and why (besides the already es-
tablished relations) and which relations are tighter (reduced degree
of scatter) than others; iv) test the proposed method on a well stud-
ied sample of galaxies and check its accuracy and consistency com-
pared with other similar studies in the literature.

For this purpose, the Hα optical emission line flux was chosen as a
SFR tracer and the Hα line images were used and analysed in order
to derive the integrated fluxes and luminosities, needed further for
determination of the star-formation rate of each galaxy. The succe-
sion of steps as in Papers I and II was followed for the photometry,
structural analysis and the calculation of corrected parameters in-
volved in the analysed scaling relations. We used again the empir-
ical relation found by Grootes et al. (2013), slightly modified for
the Hα line wavelength to determine the central face-on dust opac-
ity, τHα, needed when applying the corrections for dust attenuation
effects. We derived the SFR using the unattenuated Hα luminosi-
ties to obtain more accurate and instantaneous star-formation rate
values than would be derived through other methods.
The new self-consistent method proposed here to determine the cor-
rected Hα luminosities and star-formation rates, does not require
the consideration of a dust attenuation curve and the use of Balmer
decrements or other hydrogen recombination lines to estimate the
dust attenuation, as in many other similar studies in the literature.
It offers a more accurate and consistent treatment of the dust ef-
fects, which hampers the accurate measurements of SFRs and re-
lated quantities, compared with other studies which use completely
different methods, and therefore produces less biased values for
these and the characteristic parameters of the specific scaling re-
lations. For most of the corrected relations we investigated the de-
gree of correlation between the parameters, calculated the scatter
of these relations and analysed the implications of the main results
for star-formation and galaxy evolution. Some of the analysed scal-
ing relations are already known (e.g. SFMS, rSFMS, Mdust − MHI

Mdust/MHI − M∗), while others have been less studied previously
(e.g. SFR or sSFR vs µ∗; dust opacity vs SFR, sSFR, M∗, and ΣS FR).
Our main results are:

• the corrected SFMS and sS FR − M∗ trends and characteristic
parameters obtained are consistent within errors with those found
in similar studies, with sS FR − M∗ correlation being weaker than
the SFMS one;
• no correlation between corrected SFR and µ∗ is observed,

while the S FR − µ∗ slope is shallower than the SFMS one and less
tight;
• the Mdust − S FR correlation is recovered, with a higher degree

of scatter; we appreciate that this relation exist as a consequence of
the tighter Mdust −M∗ and S FR−M∗ relations, with better statistics
needed for a more clear answer;
• an expected apparent downward trend of dust-to-stellar mass

ratios with SFR was observed, while no conclusive evolution be-
tween Mdust/M∗ and sSFR was found;
• the resolved SFMS is recovered with an almost linear slope of

1.03 ± 0.18 (in log scale) within range of those obtained in a more
detailed way, with a high correlation coefficient (0.79, comparable
with the global SFMS one), but with a larger scatter;
• the Hα face-on optical depth is found to increase with SFR

and M⋆, a consequence of the Mdust − S FR and Eq. 5, but also
with ΣS FR, in agreement with other works; no dependence of τHα

on corrected sSFR was found
• we confirm the increase of dust-to-gas ratio (HI) towards more

massive galaxies, but not with µ∗, while the characteristic parame-
ters are consistent within errors with those found by other authors;
the average Mdust/MHI of 0.63% for our sample is consistent with
≃ 1% the dust mass fraction in the ISM of normal galaxies; the
strong correlation between Mdust and MHI is also confirmed even
for this small sample;
• we compared the B band optical disc scalength and Hα line
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(star-forming) disc one and found that on average, the latter is more
extended than the stellar continuum optical one (with a ratio of
1.10), this extent being larger for more massive galaxies; similarly,
more massive galaxies have a more compact stellar emission sur-
face density than the star-formation one, this behaviour being less
apparent for lower mass galaxies; we find an average µ∗(Hα)/µ∗(B)
of 0.77 for our local sample.

We compared the main results and the trends seen for the anal-
ysed scaling relations and found most of these to be consistent with
other results in the literature. While this study has been done on a
small sample but representative galaxies in the local Universe, to
test the consistency and accuracy of the proposed method, we ad-
vocate that this method can be used in future larger scale studies of
star-formation and ISM evolution for low to mid-redshift galaxies.
This work underlines the importance of having accurate, unbiased
scaling relations in models of ISM evolution and star-formation.
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APPENDIX A: REEVALUATION OF THE τB − µ∗
RELATION FOR THE Hα LINE

To evaluate the changes needed for Eq. 6 to be valid at the Hα line
wavelength, we came back to the detailed derivation of dust opac-
ity in the paper of Grootes et al. (2013), namely Eqs. (1), (2) in
section 2 and more important, the suite of relations (A1-A9), thor-
oughly described in their Appendix A. Following the equations,
the main change in the expresion of τ f

λ would be in the value of the
factor A (See Eqs. (A8) & (A9) in the same paper), empirically cali-
brated to the value of 6.939×10−13 arcsec2 J/Jy/s/Hz/m2/sr based
on Popescu et al. (2011) model. This is because a factor of γ2 was
introduced in the expression of A by the authors to convert the disc
scalelength of the disk in B band to the corresponding one in r band
(suitable for their analysis), as γ = Rs,d(B)/Rs,d(r). Its value was de-
rived considering the fixed geometry of the Popescu et al. (2011)
model, where the intrinsic disc scalength of the disc decreases with
wavelength (Rs,d(r) being smaller than Rs,d(B)), with this ratio be-
ing γ = 1.067 at r band wavelength of 6600Å.
Leaving the other reference values unchanged, we recalculated
the value of factor A for our case by multipliying the value de-
rived in Grootes et al. (2013) with γ2 and then dividing it with an-
other γ2

Hα term, to account for the conversion of disc scalelenghts
Rs,d(B) ⇒ Rs,d(Hα). To derive this new value we again considered
the same geometry of the Popescu et al. (2011) model and inter-
polated their values at the λHα = 6563Å wavelength. We derived a
γHα = 1.074 value and a new factor A with a corresponding value
of 6.852×10−13 arcsec2 J/Jy/s/Hz/m2/sr. As a result, the changes
induced in the slope and intercept of the correlation will be within
the standard deviations derived by Grootes et al. (2013), of ±0.11
and ±0.8.
We can therefore rewrite Eq. 6 as

log(τ f

Hα
) = 1.12(±0.11) · log(µ∗,Hα/M⊙kpc−2) − 8.6(±0.8), (A1)

with µ∗,Hα being the stellar mass surface density (derived using
the scalelength of the Hα disc obtained through the bulge-disc
decomposition).

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by the author.
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