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ABSTRACT

Aims. Star-forming dwarfs are studied to elucidate the physicaleupinnings of their fundamental plane. Processes dongaly-
namics are evaluated, connections between quiescent estthgudwarfs are examined, and the viability of using durced properties
of dwarfs to determine distances is assessed.

Methods. Deep surface photometry i is presented for 19 star-forming dwarfs. The data are amadted with previously pub-
lished observations to create a sample of 66 galaxies seiiftmbexploring how global properties and kinematics anenazted.
Results. It is confirmed that residuals in the Tully-Fisher relatioe aorrelated with surface brightness, but that even afteora-
modating the surface brightness dependence through thé flwdamental plane, residuals in absolute magnitudeaariarfger than
expected from observational errors. Rathen@efundamental plane is identified which connects the potetatigll line width and
surface brightness. Residuals correlate with the axis mta way which can be accommodated by recognizing the gedari be
oblate spheroids viewed at varying angles. Correction dhea brightnesses to face-on leads to a correlation anfangdtential,
line width, and surface brightness for which residuals ateely attributable to observational uncertainties. Tiligan mass-to-light
ratio of the difuse component of the galaxies is constrained to.88#1.20 in K. Blue compact dwarfs lie in the same plane as dwarf
irregulars. The dependence of the potential on line widtkss strong than expected for virialized systems, but tlaig be because
surface brightness is acting as a proxy for variations inniass-to-light ratio from galaxy to galaxy. Altogether, thigservations
suggest that gas motions are predominantly disorderedsatidpic, that they are a consequence of gravity, not tertmd, and that
the mass and scale of dark matter haloes scale with the araondmlistribution of luminous matter. The tight relationshetween the
potential and observablesfers the promise of determining distances to unresolvedataning dwarfs to an accuracy comparable
to that provided by the Tully-Fisher relation for spirals.

Key words. galaxies — dwarf, fundamental parameters, kinematics gnerdics, structure; infrared — galaxies; cosmology — dark
matter

1. Introduction blowout of baryonic matter with low angular momentum by su-
, , pernova explosions (Governato efial. 2010). On the contitaey
ACDM cosmology leads to dwarf galaxies with dark matt&hemical properties of star-forming dwarfs in low-densityi-
haloes at the centre of which is a cusp in density. Howevesnments indicate that gas flows have not played a majormole i
dwarfs in which a significant portion of their internal engrgheir evolution|(Lee et al. 2003; Vaduvescu €f al. 2007).
is ordered show rotation curves which rise less steeply autw ) '
from their centres than expected. Thus, their core densdy p A clue as to whether or not the current state of dwarfs is
files must be quite flal (Moare 1994; Flores & Primack 1994 consequence of gas flows may come from velocity disper-
Simon et al. 2005; de Blok et'al. 2008; Oh et al. 2011, andefejions. Galaxies whose evolution has beffeaed significantly
ences therein). Dwarfs over a wide range of absolute madgstu by flows may well display internal motions which are not en-
display surface brightness profiles which are flat in the goreirely explainable as a response to gravity. Recently, tirga
also suggestive of a central dark matter framework whose dejisk galaxies were discovered at low redshift in which thewe
sity is slowly varying [(Vaduvescu etlal. 2005). Hydrodynamiity dispersion is large (Green etlal. 2010). Because linethsid
simulations taking into account star formation and its €snscorrelate with star formation rates but not masses or gas fra
quences suggest that a flat density profile is a response totibas, the unusual motions were attributed to turbulensalte
ing from star formation activity. This may be relevant to and

Send gprint requests toM. L. McCall standing the Tully-Fisher relation for star-forming dveasihich
* Based on observations acquired from CFHT, CTIO, ESO, OANs highly scattered (Vaduvescu & McCall 2008). Although om
SPM, and SAAO of the scatter can be explained through a connection tocirfa
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brightness (the fundamental plane for dwarfs), there resnai 2.2. NTT observations 2008

significant component which cannot be attributed to observa . . . : .
tional errorsl(Vaduvescu & McCAIl 2008). During 2008 Aug 13-17, deep NIR imaging of nine galaxes
Within the context of evaluating the impact of star formatioWas undertaken with the 3.5m NTT telescope at ESO La Silla

on dynamics, and by implication the evolution of both mags afPPservatory, Chile (Run I1D: 081.B-0386(A)). One night was
chemistry, it is important to examine in more detail how elgs C€ar and the rest were clouded out. The SOFI camera edliippe

the mass and distribution of visible matter in dwarfs arkdhto  With @ Hawaii HgCdTe array was employed at thd 1 Nasmyth
kinematics. This motivates, in particular, exploratiotiwf bary- focus./The array was composed of 16@,024 p!xels. The scale
onic Tully-Fisher relatior (McGaugh et/al. 2000), sincegnifi  Was 0288 pix™, so the field of view was®2x 4:92. All targets
icant portion of the mass of star-forming dwarfs is in gaseol/6'€ observed with thK; filter only. Observations are summa-

form. From the standpoint of turbulence, it is of interesteon- 12€d i Tablé 1. , ,

pare blue compact dwarfs, in which there is evidence foramec ~ Data were reduced, calibrated, and analyzed in the same
burst of star formation, with the more quiescent dwarf iulag Manner as for th_e Blanco runs. Aroqnd five 2M_ASS stars were
galaxies (e.gl, Vaduvescu etlal. 2006). A better understgrd employed to callbrate_ most of t_he fields. Imaging .and surf@ce
the physics of star-forming dwarfs also has the potentiapen Photometry for the six dis solidly detected are included in
up new avenues for determining distances. At the moment, didgurell. Figuré2 includes the reduced images of the fields of
tances to unresolved systems are so poorly constrainei that the two unexaminable dwarfs not observed with the Blanas tel

not possible to map peculiar motions on large scales indep&ROPe- I fact, ESO 540-30 appears to have been detected, but
dently from giants. not well enough to carry out surface photometry.

In this paper, star-forming dwarfs in the Local Volume
whose structural properties are defined by near-infraréd SY 3 other observations 2002—2007
face photometry are employed to study how the luminosity,
baryonic mass, and baryonic potential are linked to kinemsat As part of separate studies, de&p images of 110 dfer-
Simultaneously, the mass-to-light ratio is constrainedopti- ent dwarf galaxies were obtained from 2002 to 2007 over ob-
mizing linkages. Sectionl 2 introduces new near-infrareseob serving runs conducted with the 2.1 m telescope of OAN-
vations of star-forming dwarfs, the surface photometrythich SPM in Mexico (2002 and 2005), the 1.4m IRSF telescope
is presented in Sectidn 3. An expanded sample of galaxies sof SAAO in South Africa (2005 and 2006), the 3.6m CFHT
able for study is assembled in Sect[dn 4, and then subjectedrt Hawaii (2002, 2004, 2005, and 2006), and the Blanco
detailed analysis in Sectigh 5. This leads to the identificadf Telescope at CTIO (2006 and 2007). Images and surface pho-
amorefundamental plane for dwarfs. Sectioh 6 follows with &ometry are presented in_Vaduvescu et al. (2005) (34 galax-
discussion of results, especially examining how closetgrimal ies), Vaduvescu & McCall (2008) (17 galaxies, plus eightifro
motions are tied to gravity. As well, a new method for dervin2MASS), and Fingerhut et al. (2010) (80 galaxies).
distances to dwarfs is presented. Finally, conclusionsgege
sented in Section 7.

3. Surface photometry

2. Observations Of the newly-observed dwarfs, 15 out of 19 have flat cores and
) exponential wings. Vaduvescu ef al. (2005) showed that h sec
2.1. Blanco observations 2008 function provides a good fit to such profiles. For this funatio

During 2008 Mar 10-13 and Aug 10-12, deep NIR imagége apparent.surfaf:e_ brlghtne§§p|n mag arcse? at radiusr
of 23 galaxies were acquired using thd s Blanco telescope 8ong the major axis is given by

at Cerro Tololo Inter-American Observatory, Chile (Run :1Ds

2008A-0913 and 2008B-0909). All three nights of the first rupaep — (2P~ 2.510g
were photometric, but only the second night of the August run

was clear. During both runs, the ISPl camera was used at the

f/8 Cassegrain focus. The detector was a Hawaii array wiffieresg™ is the apparent surface brightness at the centre and
2048x 2048 pixels. The scale was’8pix, yielding a field "0 iS the scale Ie_ngth. SoIL_mon_s for the parameters of the best
of view 1025x 10/25. Targets were imaged exclusively througfitting sech functions are given in Talfle 2. In the right paru!
the K filter. TableZl summarizes the observations. Figurel1, fits are shown as thick solid lines. _

To sample the sky, small objects were cycled through four Some dwarfs show an excess of light in their centres. They
quadrants of the array. For large targets, the telescopjpgged an be interpreted as being normal dIs hostlnq a centrokststy
to a sky field after every pair of dithered targetimages. Dagee  i-€- blue compact dwarfs (Vaduvescu €tial. 2006). NGC 1311
reduced, calibrated, and analyzed in the manner descriped@4d ESO 137-18 are two such objects. Their surface brightnes
Vaduvescu et all (2005). Typically, 10 to 15 2MASS stars wepRgofiles were modelgd by smju.ltaneously fitting a Gau.S.S|an on
employed to calibrate each field. Imaging and surface phetontoP of the sech function describing the extended underlgi
try for the 13 dwarfs clearly detected with the Blanco tetgme distribution. In Figuré 1L, the Gaussian component is dispda
are presented in Figu@ 1. as a dashed line, and the sum of the Gaussian and sech function

For reference, Figufd 2 gives the reduced images of the fieldgnarked by a thin solid line. .
of the 10 unexaminable dwarfs. It is possible that galaxies i The brightness of the main body of each dwarf was estimated
aged in August (HIPASS J13339, Sag DIG, and DDO 210) bylnt(_agratmg the sech function out to infinity. The a_ppatetal
were obscured by thin clouds. HIPASS J1387 and Sag DIG magnitudem 2%, referred to here as theech magnitudewas
appear to have been detected, but not well enough to permit &pmputed from
face photometry. The remaining galaxies were just too faint
detect with the chosen exposures. mPP =25 Iog[11.51036r§q Igpp] 2)

sech ™

1)

g/fo 4 @ /ro
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Fig. 1. Images and surface photometry of dis observed at CTIO (Blaand La Silla (NTT). Left paneldKs images (North is

up, East to the left). The field of view is about 5 (Blanco) or 25 x 2/5 (NTT). Right panels: Surface brightness profiles in
K for the unresolved components. The thick solid curves aseofia sech function. In a few cases, a Gaussian burst was fitted
simultaneously, and is marked by a dashed curve. In thess che sum of the sech and Gaussian components is shownias a th
solid line (sometimes hard to see due to overlap with therobens).
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Fig. 1. (cont'd)

Wherelglpp is the apparent central surface brightness in linear A sample of star-forming dwarfs was compiled from galax-
units andq is the axis ratiolf/a) of the isophotes. The magni-ies with extanKs-band surface photometry to which a sech pro-
tude within the outermost detected isophote, referred te hs file had been fitted. In order to minimize scatter due to distan
theisophotal magnitudevas also estimated. Sech and isophotalrors, the sample was restricted to objects for whicH tmag-
magnitudes for all 19 of the dwarfs detected at Blanco and th&ude andv — 1 colour of the tip of the red giant branch (TRGB)

NTT are given in Tablg]2.

4. Amalgamated sample and data

have been measured reliably. A total of 66 galaxies satisified
criteria for analysis, and are listed in Table 3. The galsi@10

and ESO 245-05 were not included due to obvious problems
with their photometry. In particular, IC 10 is a very largdayey
sufering from heavy extinction and severe crowding by fore-

The observations presented above and in Fingerhut et dl0)20ground stars. NGC 1560 was omitted because it is a late-type
significantly expand the sample of dwarfs for which dégp spiral.

band photometry is available. Thus, it is appropriate to re- To establish homogeneous distances, the absolute magnitud
examine the scaling relations elucidated earlier, esfhedim of the TRGB was estimated from

seek deeper insights into the why scatter is so much gréweter t

expected from observational errors.

Mitree = (—3.935+ 0.028) ()
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Fig. 2. Images inKs of the fields of galaxies either marginally or not detecte@atO (Blanco) and La Silla (NTT). North is up,
and East is to the left. The fields of view are about%’ (Blanco) and 25 x 2/5 (NTT).
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+(0.217+ 0.020) [(V — |)TrRcB— 1.6] lengthrg converted to parsecs, the axis ratiothe limiting ra-
dius of the surface photometry in units igf and the source of
where ¥ — I)tres is the mean colour of the stars at the tiphe photometry. The derived absolute magnitiig of the sech
corrected for extinction and redshift (see Rizzi et al. 200fie componentand the ratio of the luminosity of any burst retstid
zero-point was determined from a pairwise analysis of 127 dthe luminosity of the sech component are given in Table 5. The
tances to 34 nearby galaxies derived from Cepheids, plgnetadopted value of the extinction is included in TdGle 3. Galigr
nebulae, surface brightness fluctuations, and the TRGB @icCfor galaxies observed on more than one occasion, paranteters
M. L., in preparation), and is anchored to the maser distémcescribing the fit to the deepest profile are presented. Howpwaer
NGC 4258 (a distance modulus of 29.29: Herrnstein et al.;199@meters listed for ESO 381-18 and IC 4247 come from averages
Gibson et all 2000;_Macri et gl. 2006). The uncertainty i thaf fits to two independent observations.
due to random errors only; it does not include the uncestaint The mass of gas was determined from the integrated flux of
in the distance to NGC 4258. The rate of change of the aHt at 21 cm. Given the fluEy, in Kkms?, the masMgas in
solute magnitude of the TRGB with colour was adopted frogolar units was computed from
Rizzi et al. (20077). 5
Apparent magnitudes and colours of TRGB stars were e)lgas = ka1DyipcFHi /X (4)

tracted from the literature. In instances where coloursewet ; ; . . ;
recorded, they were estimated through inspection of celo here Dy is the distance in Mpc}(_lls trf mass fraction of
magnitude diagrams. Where necessary, conversion of HST p ydrogen, andtz; = 2.356x 10° MoK ~tkm’s. The value oX

tometry to the Johnson-Cousins system was accomplisheg ugi@s adopted to be 0.735 on the basis of measurements of the
the transformation equations of Sirianni et al. (2005). Aent rate of change of the helium and metal fractions with the exyg

magnitudes and colours were corrected for extinction ade rétoundance in dwarfs (Izotov & Thuan 2010), presuming a mean
shift (i.e., K-corrections) using the York Extinction Selv ©XY9en abundance of 8.25 for the current sample and a primor-

(McCall2004). Optical depths were computed frémV colour dial helium mass fractio_n of 0.25[7 (Izotov & Thuan 2[)10).. For
excesses tabulated by Schiegel étal. (1998), and thesearere 921axies for which multiple measurementski, were avail-
verted into extinctions andl — | colour excesses assuming th@P!€, the single-dish measurement with the highest signal-

spectral energy distribution of an MO giant. The adoptedeed noise r_atio was normql!y aglopted, unless there was evidence
ing law was that of Fitzpatrick (1999), tuned to deliver aaaf confusion or peculiarities in the spectrum. The adoptedefiux

total-to-selective extinction of 3.07 for Vega (See Mc(2gpa). &nd sources are listed in Table 4, and corresponding gaemass

Colour excesses, extinctions, corrected TRGB magnitudds &€ given ?n TabIgls. :
colours, and the resulting distance moduli for the 66 sample 1Ne width of the 21cm line at 20% of the peakeo, was

galaxies are recorded in Table 3. Adopted heliocentricaitgs  US€d t0 guantify internal motions. The choiceW, over the
are given in Tablgl4. All K-corrections were less thaBlomag. width at 50% of the peak was motivated by a desire to measure

Uncertainties in distance moduli are estimated to i@ fhag Kineématics representative of the broadest possible bodpsf
typically. Earlier studies of the fundamental plane for dls relied upon

This paper extends work on absolute magnitudes of dwaE%(e widths with generally poor velocity resolution. Mosere
into the realm of masses, motivated by the fact that dis ar8Ca<en from the Third Reference Catalogue of Bright Galaxies
retain a large fraction of their mass in gaseous form. ltasoa- (de Vauc?ith]eulr_? et .tal. 1991). Fodr tftns pape_r,taziomplr_ehensw
able to expect that any correlation of absolute magnitudi wpurvey ot the fiterature was made 1o pinpoin cm finé pro-
dynamics will have scatter enhanced by variations in gas fr |I§es with the highest resolution and least noise. Where 20856 |
tions, because the stellar component is often a minorithef tW'dt.hS were not r_e.corded, they were measured_ from the ;_ilotte
visible mass (see Sectifn 6.1). The determination of a bmyoproﬁles or, if justifiable, established Om@them?‘t'ca”y”m fit
mass requires that both the stellar and gaseous masses-be (g [© determine the tabulated 50% line width. Because line
strained. profiles for the galaxies in this sample were very close to be-

. . . . p _
The mass of stars in each galaxy was judged to be miflf SESSER B SIAPS, e Sheert 118 WL e S0
reliably signified by the luminosity irks, because the light

: . - the width of a Gaussian instrumental profile as defined by the
from young stars is suppressed and the mass-to-light mtloq : ; . = - 4
less sensitive to the star formation history than in bluesspa full-width at half-maximunR (see Verheilen & Sancisi 2001):

bandsl(Joy & Lester 1938; Portinari etlal. 2004; Vaduvesali et

2005). The absolute magnitude of théfdse stellar component _ Wao" _In5( R ? )
was determined from the integrated magnitude of the sear fun ° ~ (1 + 2) In2 { WapP

tion modeling the two-dimensional surface brightness [aofi

The luminosity of any co-existing starburst was estimatgthb Here R, W;‘gp, andW,g are in km st. The factor of &z corrects

tegrating the flux under the fitted Gaussian. Correctiongfer the width for redshift broadening. The adopted values ofire

tinction and redshift (i.e., K-corrections) were accorsipéd as liocentric veIocity,szagp, R, and logWso, as well as the sources

for the TRGB, but using the Im spectral energy distributién @f the data, are given in Tallé 4.

McCall (2004). In computing luminosities from absolute mag

nitudes, the absolute magnitude of the Sun was adopted to be

3.315inKs (Holmberg et al. 2006; Flynn etlal. 2006). Note thab. Analysis

no corrections for redshift dimming were applied. All gaks< 51 Overview

in the sample are at low redshift, and the entire range sganne™

by dimming corrections is only.01 mag. Investigations below concentrate on elucidating how oleskr
Parameters describing the light distributions of the 66am kinematics of dwarfs are tied to their scale and structuréhé

galaxies are given in Tablé 4. Listed are the corrected vajue process, they lead to insights on what is driving gas motions

of the central surface brightness in mag arcégeitie sech scale constraints on the mass-to-light ratio of stars, an evialnaif
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how close the galaxies are to being virialized, and the estal,, and 10% fofFy,. In each analysis, 1000 random deviates of

lishment of a method for determining reliable distancesrte uthese observational quantities were computed, from whéeft d

resolved objects. ates for the derived quantities were computed and fittechvizel
The most important correlations between intrinsic galaxany quoted uncertainty in a fitted parameter is the averatfeeof

properties (absolute magnitude, mass, and potential) astdndard deviations of the resulting solutions on eithée sif

distance-independent observables (HI line width, cestrace the solution obtained from the reference fit.

brightness, and axis ratio) are displayed along with thesrifi

Figure[3. The ordinates of the panels have been configured_t .

span identical ranges in magnitude units, so that the apparg'g' Absolute magnitude

vertical dispersions about the fits are inter-comparatiie.dis- The upper left panel of Figufé 3 displays the Tully-Fishéa+e

played correlations are founded upon the properties ofébhb s tion for the dwarfs, albeit with no correction of line widtfsr

component of the light profiles alone. Derived global proipsr it (as discussed above). As expected, the dispersiorrge.la
of the galaxies are summarized in Table 5. The relevanceeof thhe fitted relation is

burst component and the distribution of the properties oftou
ing galaxies are discussed in Secfion 5.5. Missech = (~16.424+ 0.040) (6)
The correlations were defined without correcting line wadth —(5.066+ 0.207)(logW,o — 1.8)

for projection. Even though it is known that some of th
more massive dwarfs are rotating (e.g., Epinatetal. 1200
Swaters et al. 2009), there is considerable evidence thdtith
netic energy of the gas in most of the galaxies in the sa
ple is predominantly disordered (Vaduvescu et al. 2005 thisd
work). For example, line profiles tend to be Gaussian in sha
and the sensitivity of line widths to the ellipticity of isbptes
is weak at best, implying that motions are close to isotr¢gee

ith the standard deviation beingd® mag. By comparison, the
pected vertical scatter due to observational errorseatonly
0.27 mag (the quadrature sum of the uncertainties in the aascis
hd ordinate). Even if all motions were rotational, the disjon
in axis ratios is such that only abougnag of the scatter would
e attributable to projection.

The upper right panel of Figufé 3 displays the fundamental
plane of_ Vaduvescu et al. (2005), with the fit updated. For the

Sectior 5.4).

All galaxies in the sample are displayed in Figlure 3, but onFyample here,
the 48 galaxies marked by large open circles were includedMxssech = (-16.490+ 0.041) @)
fitting. Photometry originating from 2MASS becomes suspect —(2.789+ 0.243)(log\Wso — 1.8)

for galaxies whose surface brightnesses are as low as tatyyi
sample members (Kirby etlal. 2008), and galaxies whoseirfa +(0.721= 0.043){uo - 20)

brightness profiles do not extend beyond 2.5 sech scalenengtihere o is the observed central surface brightness in
tend to display deviant properties. Consequently, thefalig mag arcse? (i.e., without any correction for projection). The
galaxies were excluded from the fits: standard deviation is.63 mag. The dispersion worsened when

surface brightnesses were corrected for tilt (assumingodate
- ];\(l)grcdz\éff gr?(i?\lréeg ggngrﬁgrﬁe%ntl){/ g:c?slslésl\)lGC 30775pheroidal geometry: see Section]5.4)ioks to improve the
_in addition, 0 two of the ’ZMASS galaxies (Ho II andﬂt by attributing some of the motions to rotation, and cotrec

. . : ing for tilt accordingly, met with failure. The scatter isrdger
NGC 6822), six dwarfs for which photometry did not exten ] }
beyond %ty (Cam B, ESO444-84, KK98 230, KKH 86 an suggested by Vaduvescu & McCall (2008), probably be

A ' cause of changes to rejection criteria. Most importanfiy)ated
Peg DIG, and UGCA 92, marked by solid circles) CE;‘Vaduvescu & McC4dll[(2008), it is much larger than the dis-

— one object which disp_lays a spiral-.like.z morpholqu in H ersion to be expected on the basis of observational efiars.a
and whose surface brightness profile is convex in the ¢ ich is 028 mag

(NGC 2915)
— seven extreme deviants identified during the course of analy
sis (DDO 47, DDO 168, ES0O215-09, ES0O223-09, KK98 15.3. Mass
KK98 182, and UGC 3755), all of which are signified b

small open circles ¥he unexplained scatter in absolute magnitudes motivéted t

development of a corresponding plane for the baryonic mass

The last seven galaxies were revealed by a large gap in the fiary Which would accommodate the often significant but highly

togram of residuals for the fit to the potential versus lindtivi variable proportion of matter in gaseous form. There wasaea

and surface brightness. They li€ld or more away from the to be optimistic that a well-defined relationship might barid

fit, whereas the most extreme of the retained galaxies lieinvit because the baryonic Tully-Fisher relation for rotatibnral

1.80 of that fit. supported systems is so tight (McGaugh et al. 2000; McGaugh
For maximum flexibility, fits were determined using the2005,/2011). Most of the galaxies in the sample appear to

downhill simplex algorithm|(Nelder & Mead 1965; Press et ahe pressure-supported, with random motions being close to

1986). For certain fits involving the stellar mass, it wastpes isotropic (see Sectidn 3.4), so on energy grounds it is resdsie

lated that any fundamental relationship is one for whichetlex- to construct the baryonic Tully-Fisher relation by sulosiitg ra-

ists a mass-to-light ratio which minimizes the dispersi®table dial velocity dispersions for circular velocities (McGduet al.

solutions to the mass-to-light ratio proved to be possigledm- 2010; Wolf et all 2010).

bining the simplex algorithm with a golden section search. The computation of baryonic masses required the adoption
Uncertainties in derived parameters were ascertainetia mass-to-light ratio for the stars, since

through Monte Carlo simulations. The starting point forsthe Moo = Tle+ M ®)

simulations were estimates for typical errors in the obmsigles, ' °a ~ © -Ks ™ Vgas

The adopted uncertainties werel@nag for distance moduli, Here, Lgs is the luminosity inKg and T = Mgars/Lks IS the

0.15 mag forug, 5% forrg, 10% forq, 0.23 mag formgech, 5% for  mass-to-light ratio of the stars IKs. Attention was restricted to
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Fig. 3. Correlations among intrinsic and observed propertiesastfeirming dwarfs. In all panels, line widths have been ected

for resolution but not for tilt. In magnitude units, the rangf ordinates is the same for all panels, so vertical dispessare directly
comparable. Typical uncertainties in abscissae and aefirere depicted by an error cross in the upper left corneadi panel.
Top left: Absolute magnitude i versus the HI line width (the Tully-Fisher relatiopp right: Absolute magnitude iKs versus
the HI line width and the observed central surface brigttifsed| fundamental planefVaduvescu et al. 2005, with an updated
fit). Correcting the surface brightnesses for tilt worsdmesfit.; Middle left: Baryonic mass versus the HI line width, based upon a
mass-to-light ratio irKs derived from the fit to the potential planiliddle right: Baryonic mass versus the HI line width and the
observed central surface brightness, based upon a méigettoatio in Ks derived from the fit to the potential plane. Correcting
the surface brightnesses for tilt does not improve theBfitttom left: Baryonic potential versus the HI line width, based upon a
mass-to-light ratio irKs derived from the fit to the potential planBpttom right: Baryonic potential versus the HI line width and
tilt-corrected central surface brightness (futential plang, based upon a mass-to-light ratiokg derived during the fitting. In all
panels, every galaxy in the sample is plotted, but only gatasnarked with large circles were fitted. Excluded from tkeiere
four galaxies observed exclusively by 2MASS (crosses)galaxies in addition to two 2MASS galaxies for which photameid

not extend beyond 2.5 sech scale lengths (solid circle®) ,gataxy with an unusual morphology (small open circle), sexaken
extreme outliers identified while fitting the potential (3hwgoen circles).
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the sech component of the light distribution. The contidut The standard deviation of the fit is23 dex (059 mag), which,
of a burst component to the mass was assumed to be negligibleprisingly, is comparable to that for the fits to the baigon
This approximation is justified in Sectién b.5, where thesssn mass. However, the introduction of surface brightness &ta s
gquences of accommodating the light of a burst are discussed.ond parameter reduced the dispersion drastically. Witimags-
The best estimate of was gained from analysis of the grav+o-light ratio fixed at 0.88 (see below), the following rédeiship
itational potential (see Sectién b.4), which yielded a 8otuof was found:
0.88+ 0.20. To establish the most credible relationship between .
the baryonic mass and observables, then, the mass-ta-ditt %g P = (5578+0011) (14)
was fixed at B8. The corresponding stellar and baryonic masses +(1.101+ 0.065)(logWso — 1.8)
are summarized in Tablé 5. +(-0.208+ 0.012){uo — 20)
Surprisingly, the baryonic Tully-Fisher relation proveddie
as highly dispersed as the fundamental plane. It is disglaye
the middle left panel of Figuiid 3. The fitted relation is givsn

The standard deviation is only1® dex (029 mag). The disper-

sion did not change significantly when the mass-to-lighiorat

was allowed to vary.

log Mpary = (8.138+ 0.012) (9) Figure[4 shows the residuals in the fit to the potential as a

B function of the logarithm of the axis ratip Residuals become

+(2.140+ 0.064)(logWzo - 1.8) more negative as galaxies flatten. To a significant exteistjgh

The dispersion is.@4 dex (061 mag), versus the expected valuékely to be a consequence of théext of projection on sur-

of 0.08 dex based upon observational uncertainties alone. ~ face brightnesses. For an oblate spheroid, the surfacethegs

An improvement to the baryonic Tully-Fisher relation wa¥aries withq as

realized by introducing surface brightness as a secondyes. |, — (=0 + 25logq (15)
The resulting baryonic plane, which is displayed in the rredd '
right panel of Figur€]3, is described by wherey;© is the surface brightness that would be measured if
the view were face-on (inclinationequal to zero). The dashed
l0g Mpary = (8.152+ 0.012) (10) line in Figure2 displays the rate at which residuals in thiepe
+(1.671+ 0.074)(logWsg — 1.8) tial should vary withg if surface brightnesses arffected by pro-
+(-0.148+ 0.013){uo - 20) jection in the way expected for oblate spheroids. The oleskry

trend is very close to that predicted. Thus, a further refigrtto
(for T = 0.88). The standard deviation is2D dex (049 mag). the fit to the potential was possible by correcting surfadghibr
Although lower than found for the Tully-Fisher relationigtstill nesses to a common viewing angle (face-on).
much higher than the expected value di®dex based upon ob- It was unclear how line widths dominated by random mo-
servational uncertainties. The fit did not improve when tine s tions might vary with tilt. For the purpose of investigati@ny
face brightnesses were corrected for projection (seed®#G#). sensitivity to tilt was approximated as a power lavgihen, to
Allowing Y to be free, the dispersion dropped somewhat gpnvert measurements to face-on,

0.17 dex. However, the solution fof was 015 + 0.05, which Wi=0 = o

. X Woo =( Wao (16)

is unreasonably low compared to expectations from poprati

syntheses (Portinari etlal. 2004). wherey is a constant. It was expected that a relationship between

the potential, line width, and surface brightness whichrée fof
projection éfects would have the form

a+ blogg’Wao + c(uo — 2.5 logaq) an
= a+ blogWao + cuo + (yb — 2.5¢) logq (18)

5.4. Potential
logP

Thirty-two galaxies in the sample have line profiles whickéha
been observed with a resolution of 2 km er less. Profiles are
close to being Gaussian in shape, which suggests that tleerdynwherea, b, andc are constants. By introducing lggas a third
ics of dIs may be simple. As a starting point, it is reason#dle variable, it was possible to constrain
posit that the systems are close to being virialized. \iz&ion With T fixed at 0.88, and with the geometry approximated
requires that to be oblate spheroidal, the solution fpmwas—0.10. The sign
is opposite to what would be expected if flattening is a conse-

2T+Q=0 (11) guence of anisotropic motions, be they ordered or disoddere
Also, [y| is small, suggesting that motions are close to being
isotropic. It was concluded that the trend in the residudls o
he potential with the axis ratio should be attributed prilya
0 variations in surface brightness expected for oblatespts
viewed at dfferent angles.

In the end, given how weakly line widths appeared to de-
P = Mpary/To & (Wao)? (12) pend on ti_It and uncertainty about precisely. hoyv they Qidy on

surface brightnesses were corrected for projection. Tlhtioa-

Henceforth P will be referred to as the “baryonic potential”.  ship between the potential, apparent line width, and thiaser

The baryonic potential (the stellar component of which bésrightness corrected to face-on (via Equafioh 15) is djsgalan
ing defined by the mass of the sech component) is plotted atha lower right panel of Figurigl 3. With the mass-to-lightoat
function of line width in the lower left panel of Figuté 3. Thefree to vary, the fit was given by
relationship is given by

whereT is the kinetic energy anf is the potential energy. If
the line width is predominantly controlled by gravity, arfdhe
potential defined by the baryonic mass scales with the p'aten{
setting the line width (which in large part must be contra sy
the amount of dark matter), then one might surmise that

logP = (5.697+ 0.065) (19)
logP = (5.559+ 0.011) (13) +(1.134+ 0.080)(log\Wso — 1.8)
+(1.760+ 0.058)(logWao — 1.8) +(~0.198+ 0.018)(° - 20)
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relationship for oblate spheroids (the y-intercept haliegn fixed at zero).

The corresponding solution faf was 0883+ 0.199. Resulting (Vaduvescu et al. 2006). Thus, it is reasonable to considgr a
values of logMsars, 109 Mbary, and logP are listed in Tabl€l5. star-forming dwarf to be a blue compact dwarf if its light file
Uncertainties in the cdicients are higher than for Equationl 14n K displays an excess of light in the core over what is expected
because of the freedom in the mass-to-light ratio. The stahdfor a pure sech law. That is the definition adopted here.
deviation is only 0096 dex (024 mag). The vertical dispersion  The left panel of Figurgl5 re-displays the correlation of the
expected from random observational errors.B8@lex. Thus, a potential with line width and face-on central surface btigiss
structural relationship has been identified for dwarfs ftwick  (Equation[IP). Those galaxies with an excess of light in the
observational errors overwhelm the cosmic dispersiors flHa- core, i.e., the BCDs, are marked with solid circles, and nor-
tionship can be regarded aswarefundamental plane for dwarfs, mal dis are marked with open circles. Starbursts span the en-
and henceforth will be referred to as thetential plane tire range of galaxies in the sample. Fits to the pure sechfdwa

Although the solution for the mass-to-light ratio is twice aand the BCDs separately were consistent within errors,ipgov
high as measured for the disk of the Milky Way from verticahat there is no segregation. It appears that gravity, nitutu
kinematics of stars (Portinari et/al. 2009), it is nevertisslcom- lence, is the predominant determinant of gas kinematicsastm
patible with syntheses of exponential disks spanning agafig of the star-forming dwarfs in the sample. The mere existence
possible star formation histories (Portinari et al. 20049hould  of strong correlations of the baryonic mass and the potentia
be noted, though, that the estimate fois in part a dynamical with line width lends support to this conclusion. Also, the-d
estimate of the mass-to-light ratio, since it is tied to Midths. pendence of the potential on surface brightness is opptusite
The tightness of the correlation lends credence to the [adstu what would be expected if line widths were inflated by gas flows
that the mass and size of dark matter haloes scale straightfdemming from recent star formation. For a gas-dominated sy
wardly with the mass and distribution of luminous matter. tem at least, any concomitant enhancement in surface heght

To check the sensitivity of the fit to the selection of galaxiewould be expected to be incorporated in such a way as to op-
random subsets of the original galaxy sample were formed pgse the change in line width and thereby preserve the paktent
removing 10% of the objects (5 galaxies). A total of 100 st®senstead, the sign of the cfiient of 4 in Equatior 19 is such
were constructed and fitted. The mean values of the free @aramhat brightening and broadening change the potential isdhse
ters agreed extremely well with those determined from thieeen way.
sample. Mostimportant, the mean valuélbivas 0895+ 0.095, To examine the influence of the Gaussian component on the
which is almost identical to the value derived by fitting theole it to the potential, the mass-to-light ratio of stars in tiesbrel-
sample. Because observational errors are predominarttimgse atjve to the mass-to-light ratio of stars in the sech waséhiced
the dispersion, it is not believed that the solution for th@se? as a free parameter. Then, luminosities of both the burssecial
to-light ratio_sdfers from biases which plague fits to less funda:omponents were employed to compute baryonic masses. The
mental relations. solution for the ratio of mass-to-light ratios was zero, nieg
that the inclusion of a non-negligible burst mass degrades t
correlation. However, forcing the ratio of mass-to-ligatios to
unity led to a fit which was still reasonable. A larger samile o
Despite much research, the relationship between dls andsBABCDs in which the burst light is a significant fraction of thoet
is not clear yet. Structurally, they appear to be similacause light will be required to constrain more reliably the appriape
the near-infrared light profile of a BCD can be modeled wethass-to-light ratio to use to accommodate the burst maseein t
by superimposing a Gaussian starburst upon a sech functitgfinition of the potential.

5.5. Blue compact dwarfs and turbulence
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Fig.5. Two renditions of the potential for dwarfeeft Mgiars/Lks fixed. Right Mgiars/Lk s Variable. Individualized mass-to-light
ratios for the plot on the right were estimated from the antdoynwhich the central surface brightness of the sech compone
deviated from the mean for a given line width under the camdithat the galaxies are virialized (see Figure 6). In batheds,
dwarf irregulars (dIs) are marked with open circles, ancldampact dwarfs (BCDs) are flagged by solid circles. No matbev
the mass-to-light ratios are computed, BCDs and dIs popthat diagrams in the same way.

6. Discussion In principle, the mean surface brightneﬂgjﬁf could be tied

to global properties. Figufé 6 reveals the correlatiop‘ofﬂwith
logWyo. There is a tendency for surface brightnesses to brighten
Equatior ID reveals that with the line width, although the scatter is large. The datren
must in part be responsible for weakening Wg-dependence

P o [W20]1'13[I('):°]0'49 (20) ?ef nt1hse potential relative to what is expected for virializegs

‘ If it is hypothesized that star-forming dwarfs really aré-vi
wherelg):0 is the face-on central surface brightness of the seahzed, it is possible to predict how rapidltgr%f must vary with
model in linear units. Although the virial theorem motivétae logWs, and thereby test compatibility with the observations.
quest for this relation, the exponentWhg is half what it should To this end, it was approximated th#;%f varies linearly with

be. The dependence on the surface brightness is puzzling, {8g\v,,. Based upon the earlier fit to the potential withheld
Possibly, it is a reaction to variations in the mass-to#lighio. fixed it was reasonable to approximétes to be 0.883. Noting

A dwarf which has undergone star formation more recentl thghat v for each dwarf is defined by Equatibnl21, it was possi-
is typical for galaxies of its kind in the sample may show erlje to solve for the cdicients of the relation betwegi2 . and

hancements in both surface brightness and luminosityive fit L . L . :
the norm for its potential. If so, the mass-to-light ratioggbtito lﬁg‘gé‘%:gﬂrg;grﬂzlggége dispersionin the relationship between

. . t
be reduced by a factor which preserves the value of the patent The dashed line in Figuf@ 6 displays the solution for the cor-

In effect, such a reduction is happening through the depende : i=0 : )
of Pon I(')ZO, although it is complicated by the presence of gas.ﬁ tion betweepy . and logWao which arose when the galax

is even possible that, in not accounting for variabilityyinthe €S Were required to be virialized. Itis defined by
true dependence of the potential on the line width is obsture #{;%f = (20.778+ 0.214) (22)

To individualize mass-to-light ratios, and thereby assees +(~4.371= 0.296)(logWso — 1.8)
impact on the relationship between the potential and iafeno- S EE e T .
tions, the premise was made that any deviation of the surfatiee data admit the possibility of such a trend. The right pane
brightness from the mean at a given line width is a consequer®d Figure[5 shows the simultaneous fit to the potential, with
of a different star formation history, and that the deviation is sharyonic masses now determined using individualized rt@ss-
multaneously incorporated in the luminosity of stars asged light ratios computed from Equations|21 dnd 22 (vita; set to
with the sech component. Then, the mass-to-light ratiela- 0.883). Itis described by
tive to some reference valuges could be estimated from the logP = (5.526+ 0.041)+ 2(log\Wao — 1.8) (23)

face-on central surface brightnt;‘,u$§,0 relative to an appropriateOf the caBcient in front of | ¢ 4w th
normu=2 . as follows: course, the cd&cient in front of logWsg was forced by the

ref requirement that the systems be virialized. The standarihde
_ _ tion about the fit is 05 dex (026 mag), which is only a little
log(T/Trer) = 0.4(us?° - #'oj%f (21) worse than that for the potential plane (Equalioh 19).

6.1. Variable mass-to-light ratios and virialization
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Fig. 6. Tilt-corrected central surface brightness of the sech amapt as a function of the HI line width. Dwarf irregularsgdére
marked with open circles, and blue compact dwarfs (BCDsjlagged by solid circles. The dashed line is the requiredicgiship
if the galaxies are virialized, based upon a reference nmabght ratio of 0.883.

Resulting mass-to-light ratios are listed in Table 5 and disedshift,rg arcsecthe sech scale length in arc seconfithe mass-
played as a function of 0@k in Figurel7. The range of varia- to-light ratio in solar units for the stars constituting sezh com-
tion is fairly large, in many cases beyond what is reasontbleponent (for the passband definimgecr), F21 the 21 cm line flux
expect inK; for typical star formation histories (Portinari ef alin Kkms™, X the fraction of the gas mass which is hydrogen,
2004). Observational errors are in part to blame, since 1ttass andky; the factor required to convert the HI line flux to hydrogen
light ratios vary to compensate for errors in surface brighs. mass. The distance modulDg,q is given by

Figure[8 compares the gas fractions computed from a fixed
value of the mass-to-light ratior( = 0.88) with the gas frac- Pmod/S = 10gP +10gToarcsec (24)
tions derived when the mass-to-light ratio is allowed toyvar —log [TlUOA(msewM@—l%) + 10 5kp1F oy /X]
as above. The spread in gas fractions at laAgg is reduced
when variable mass-to-light ratios are employed. For méany s ~log(0.648/7)

bursting dwarfs, the gas fraction rises. This is becausR@&I \yhereM,, is the absolute magnitude of the Sun (3.31Kiand
brightnesses for these galaxies are unusuglly high, lgaiin ko1 has the value specified for Equatidn 4. Fag the mass-to-
downward adjustments to mass-to-light ratios and cons#qugyp; ratio is either fixed at 0.883 if Equatinl9 is used tt-es
reductions in the stellar masses. Gas fractions for manyfdw[’;hateP, or computed from Equatiofis21 and 22 if Equafioh 23
irregu_lars also chgnge significantly, rising for the leastseive g employed to geP (with Yref Set to 0.883).
galaxies and declining for the most massive. Figure[® shows for the galaxies defining the potential plane
how the distances derived from Equatioh 24 compare withethos
6.2. Distances deriveQ from the TRGB. Typipal uncertainties in obser\,mib
quantities were given in Sectign b.1. Because observdtena
The discovery of tight correlations between the gravitsigo- rors are responsible for the bulk of the dispersion in thepiixl,
tential and distance-independent observables opens upya was reasonable to examine the accuracy with which a digtanc
of mapping the spatial distribution of dwarf galaxies orglr can be determined considering observational errors aikased
scales. Locally, dwarfs are more dispersed than gianthieset upon the uncertainties kg, uo, andg, logP can be estimated
lationship dters an avenue for exploring the distribution of matto an accuracy of about@® dex (Equation 19) if the cosmic dis-
ter in mass-poor regions of the universe. A huge advantagie ogersion is smaller. Accounting for the errorsigecn o arcsecand
the Tully-Fisher relation for spirals is that no restrictioeed be F,;, then the uncertainty in the derived distance modulus comes
placed on tilt. In fact, the method for correcting surfacgibt- out to be 088 mag forY = 0.88.
ness for the viewing angle does not even require that thedilt ~ The most important contributors to the uncertainty are the
evaluated (a complicated problem owing to the possibletéri errors inmsech andug. In the sample studied here, these errors
ity of the intrinsic axis ratio). were quite large due to limitations in the field of view, which
For any galaxy, the value d&® = Mpary/lo in Mg pct can restricted the number of 2MASS stars available to calibitage
be estimated from observations of the 21 cm line widthwsg, photometry. Significant improvements are possible usingemo
the central surface brightnegs, and the axis ratiay using modern detectors with wider fields of view. If the uncertgint
Equatior IP of 23. This provides an avenue to determining tilemgec, can be reduced to.00 mag and the uncertainty jip
distance. Definengsechto be the apparent magnitude of the secto 0.05 mag, then the error in the distance modulus will come
component of the light distribution corrected for extinctiand down to 026 mag. A further reduction is possible with deeper
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in surface brightness from the norms expected for virigliggstems. The horizontal dashed line is the value of the-toalght
ratio which was computed for the entire sample in estaligsttie potential plane of Figulé 3.
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Fig. 8. Gas fractions as a function of line widtheft Mgars/Lks fixed. Right Mgiars/Lks Variable. In both panels, dwarf irregulars
(dls) are marked with open circles, and blue compact dwB@D(s) are flagged by solid circles. With mass-to-light raéaljusted
for surface brightness deviations, gas fractions for masodes change significantly.

photometry, which would enable improvement in the accura@aussian for those objects displaying evidence for a desttia
with which ro andq are measured. Overall, it appears that theurst (interpreted thereby as being blue compact dwaréguis
potential plane for dwarfsfters a means to determine distancef®r these galaxies were combined with photometry for others
to dwarfs as good as the Tully-Fisher relation yields foralpi  published previously to examine how kinematics, as coryeye
by HI line widths, are connected to global properties.

Most dwarfs in the sample displayed HI line profiles close
to Gaussian in shape. Also, in optimizing relationships ago
Deep imaging inKs has been presented for 19 star-forminglobal properties and kinematics, no strong tie betweearsop
dwarf galaxies. Structural properties were measured bgditt line widths and isophotal axis ratios was evident. Thushim t
a sech function to surface brightness profiles, and addiipa majority of sample galaxies, most of the kinetic energy & th

7. Conclusions
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gas appeared to be disordered, and internal motions apparairection of the sensitivity to surface brightness all pdingrav-
be close to isotropic. Consequently, it proved to be posdibl ity, not turbulence, being primarily responsible for detéring
establish relationships without correcting line widthstitt. gas motions in star-forming dwarfs. The potential planessts

It was confirmed that much of the scatter in the Tully-Fishék strong linkage between the mass and distribution of lugno
relation for dwarfs is correlated with surface brightneBse Matter and the mass and scale of dark matter haloes. It also of
“fundamental plane” defined by the correlation of absolutgm fers a new avenue for d_etermlnlng the distances to unrebsle_lva
nitude with line width and surface brightness still disgeya Star-forming dwarfs which may be as good as the Tully-Fisher
dispersion which exceeded what was expected from obser{giation for spirals. ) _ )
tional errors alone. Conjecturing that some of the scatightn  The potential plane described a potential varying\gg,
be a consequence of not accommodating the highly variabR. less steeply than expected for virialized systemsvifuch
gaseous component, the baryonic Tully-Fisher relationasas the exponent should be 2). However, the dependence of the po-
structed. It proved to be as dispersed as the fundamentad pldential on surface brightness was such that surface beghtn

although some improvement was possible by adding surfa®éght be considered to be acting as a proxy for variationken t
brightness as a second parameter. mass-to-light ratio of stars. To explore this possibiiityyas hy-

ipothesized that star-forming dwarfs are in fact virializaad the
required dependence of mean surface brightness on lind widt
as derived. Deviations in surface brightness from the rform
p_articular line width were used to adjust mass-to-lighibsa
compensate for dering star formation histories (and obser-
vational errors). Residuals in the correlation of the medifpo-
ential with line width were only slightly degraded with pest

o those for the potential plane. Computed mass-to-ligtibsa
covered a range greater than expected from theoreticatexpe
tations, but some of the variation was attributable to theeun
tainties in surface brightnesses. Further studies of stardtion
rates would be productive in evaluating whether the predict
range of mass-to-light ratios is justified. Work is in proggdo
evaluate implications for chemical evolution.

Motivated by the possibility that the galaxies may be vir
alized, the correlation between the potential and the lirdthw
was examined. The potential defined by the ratio of the bécyoHV
mass to the sech scale length was hypothesized to be pro?o
tional to the potential setting internal motions, but thessito- 0
light ratio required to compute the stellar component ofittzess
was left as a free parameter. The derived relationship letwi
the potential and the line width displayed large residuals c
related with surface brightness. When surface brightness v
ations were accommodated, an extremely tight relationiséip
tween the potential, line width, and surface brightnessited.
Remaining residuals were found to correlate with tilt, witie
bulk of the trend explainable by variations in surface bimgiss
arising from viewing oblate spheroids aftférent angles. Once
Surfa_‘ce b”gh_tnesses were corrected for tilt, the remginlis- AcknowledgementsMLM is grateful to M. De Robertis for advice on testing
persion of thismore fundamental plane, referred to as i@ the robustness of the fit to the potential plane, and to theraSciences and
tential plane could be almost entirely attributable to observeEngineering Council of Canada for its continuing suppol, BUS, MA, FPN
tional errors. The solution for the mean mass-to-lightorddir and ABD acknowledge the Chilean TACs for the time allocatibBSO (Run ID:

. . s . 081.B-0386(A)) and CTIO (2008A-0913 and 2008B-0909). Treisearch has
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Table 1.Log of Observations

Galaxy RA (2000) DEC (2000) Observatory Date (UT) Expossije (
ESO 294-10 00:26:33.4 -41:51:19 NTT Aug 16, 2008 2340
ESO 540-30 00:49:20.9 -18:04:32 NTT Aug 16, 2008 2340
UGC 685 01:07:22.4 +16:41:04 NTT Aug 16, 2008 2280
ESO 245-05 01:45:03.7 -43:35:53 BLANCO  Aug 12, 2008 2400
NGC 1311 03:20:06.9 -52:11:08 NTT Aug 16, 2008 1920
UGC 2684 03:20:23.7 +17:17:45 NTT Aug 16, 2008 2340
ESO 121-20 06:15:54.2 -57:43:32 BLANCO Mar 13, 2008 1020
ESO 121-20 BLANCO  Aug 12, 2008 2640
ESO 059-01 07:31:18.2 -68:11:17 BLANCO Mar 13, 2008 1020
NGC 2915 09:26:11.5 -76:37:35 BLANCO  Mar 13, 2008 1020
Antlia Dwarf 10:04.04.1 -27:19:52 BLANCO Mar 14, 2008 1980
ESO 215-09 10:57:29.9 -48:10:43 BLANCO  Mar 13, 2008 1980
ESO 320-14 11:37:53.2 -39:13:13 BLANCO Mar 13, 2008 2340
ESO 379-07 11:54:43.5 -33:33:36 BLANCO  Mar 13, 2008 1980
ESO 443-09 12:54:54.0 -28:20:27 BLANCO Mar 13, 2008 1980
ESO 381-18 12:44:42.4 -35:58:00 BLANCO  Mar 14, 2008 1020
ESO 321-14 12:13:49.6 -38:13:53 BLANCO Mar 13, 2008 2220
KK98 182 13:05:02.1 -40:04:58 BLANCO  Mar 14, 2008 1980
KK98 195 13:21:08.2 -31:31:45 NTT Aug 16, 2008 1500
IC 4247 13:26:44.4 -30:21:45 BLANCO Mar 14, 2008 1020
ESO 444-78 13:36:31.1 -29:14:06 BLANCO Mar 13, 2008 1020
HIPASS J1337#39 13:37:25.3 -39:53:48 BLANCO  Mar 13, 2008 1020
HIPASS J133%39 BLANCO Aug 12, 2008 1260
IC 4316 13:40:18.4 -28:53:32 BLANCO  Mar 12, 2008 1020
HIPASS J134837 13:48:47.0 -37:58:29 BLANCO Mar 14, 2008 1980
HIPASS J135347 13:51:12.0 -46:58:13 BLANCO Mar 12, 2008 1020
HIPASS J135%47 BLANCO Mar 14, 2008 1980
NGC 5408 14:03:20.9 -41:22:40 BLANCO  Aug 11, 2008 1200
PGC 51659 14:28:03.7 -46:18:06 BLANCO Mar 12, 2008 2580
ESO 137-18 16:20:58.4 -60:29:28 BLANCO  Aug 12, 2008 1260
Sag DIG 19:29:59.0 -17:40:41 BLANCO Aug 12, 2008 2460
DDO 210 20:46:51.8 -12:50:53 BLANCO  Aug 12, 2008 1260
DDO 210 NTT Aug 16, 2008 2340
ESO 468-020 22:40:43.9 -30:48:00 NTT Aug 16, 2008 2280
ESO 149-03 23:52:02.8 -52:34:40 NTT Aug 16, 2008 2040

Table 2. Measurements for Detected Galaxies

Galaxy Hok lok Msk Mrk PA e
(magarcse®) (arcsec) (mag) (mag) (deg)

(1) (2 (3) (4) (5) ®
ESO 294-10 20.53 12.2 12.66 12.87 0 0.2
UGC 685 19.74 14.8 1159 11.72 -55 0.3
ESO 245-05 21.09 30.5 1157 11.65-60 0.4
NGC 1311 19.15 22.4 10.72 10.55 +40 0.6
UGC 2684 21.17 11.9 14.10 14.15-65 0.6
ESO 121-20 20.48 13.4 12.58 12.66+50 0.3
ESO 059-01 19.89 18.3 11.16 11.23 0 0.2
NGC 2915 17.59 17.6 9.46 9.26 -40 0.5
ESO 320-14 20.31 10.6 1292 12.81+90 0.3
ESO 381-18 20.17 8.9 13.16 13.15+80 0.3
ESO 321-14 20.52 18.3 12.85 12.87+30 0.7
KK98 182 20.76 8.7 13.81 14.06 +90 0.3
IC 4247 18.77 14.5 11.61 11.64 -30 0.7
ESO 444-78 20.14 13.3 12.61 1252+30 0.5
IC 4316 20.32 26.8 11.08 11.09 +45 0.4
NGC 5408 18.90 19.2 10.59 10.69 +75 0.5
ESO 137-18 18.31 24.3 9.48 9.40+30 0.5
ESO 468-20 21.29 17.4 12.95 13.07+40 0.4
ESO 149-03 20.07 11.3 13.11 13.22-30 0.6

Notes. (1) Name of galaxy; (2) Central surface brightness of sectiehim K; (3) Scale length of sech model iy; (4) Apparent magnitude of
sech model irKs; (5) Apparent isophotal magnitude iu; (6) Position angle of major axis (from N through E); (7) Btlcity of isophotes.
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Table 3. Sample for analysis: Extinctions and Distances

Galaxy E(B-V) A?/al A|ga| Aﬂasl ltree (V—=1)tree Mitree Dmoa  Source
(mag) (mag) (mag) (mag) (mag) (mag) (mag)  (mag)
(1) (2 (3) 4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 9) (10)
CamB 0.219 0.695 0.394 0.082 23.60 1.65 -3.92 27.52 1
CGCG 087-33 0.032 0.102 0.058 0.012 25.47 1.15 -4.03 29.50 2
DDO 006 0.017 0.054 0.031 0.006 23.57 1.48 -3.96 27.53 3
DDO 047 0.033 0.105 0.059 0.012 25.48 1.13 -4.04 29.52 2
DDO 099 0.026 0.083 0.047 0.010 23.11 1.29 -4.00 27.11 4
DDO 167 0.010 0.032 0.018 0.004 24.06 149 -3.96 28.02 5
DDO 168 0.015 0.048 0.027 0.006 24.13 1.40 -3.98 28.11 5
DDO 181 0.006 0.019 0.011 0.002 23.46 1.35 -3.99 27.45 4
DDO 187 0.023 0.073 0.041 0.009 22.69 1.34 -3.99 26.68 4
DDO 190 0.012 0.039 0.022 0.005 23.19 1.38 -3.98 27.17 4
DDO 226 0.015 0.049 0.028 0.006 24.41 1.47 -3.96 28.37 3
ESO 059-01 0.147 0.467 0.265 0.055 24.26 1.54 -3.95 28.21 6
ESO 121-20 0.042 0.132 0.075 0.016 24.86 1.33 -3.99 28.86 6
ESO 137-18 0.245 0.777 0.441 0.092 25.01 155 -3.95 28.95 7
ESO 215-09 0.221 0.700 0.397 0.083 24.58 1.43 -3.97 28.55 7
ESO 223-09 0.260 0.824 0.467 0.097 25.04 1.59 -3.94 28.98 7
ESO 269-58 0.109 0.345 0.196 0.041 23.86 1.61 -3.93 27.80 8
ESO 320-14 0.143 0.454 0.257 0.053 24.89 1.45 -3.97 28.86 7
ESO 321-14 0.094 0.299 0.170 0.035 2351 1.34 -3.99 27.50 4
ESO 324-24 0.113 0.358 0.203 0.042 23.81 1.43 -3.97 27.79 9
ESO 325-11 0.088 0.279 0.158 0.033 23.62 1.36 -3.99 27.61 9
ESO 349-31 0.012 0.038 0.022 0.004 23.48 1.43 -3.97 27.45 6
ESO 379-07 0.074 0.236 0.134 0.028 24.54 159 -3.94 28.48 9
ESO 381-18 0.063 0.199 0.113 0.023 24.58 1.46 -3.97 28.55 7
ESO 381-20 0.066 0.208 0.118 0.024 24.64 1.42 -3.98 28.61 7
ESO 384-16 0.074 0.235 0.133 0.028 24.23 155 -3.95 28.18 7
ESO 444-78 0.053 0.167 0.095 0.020 24.55 1.42 -3.97 28.53 7
ESO 444-84 0.069 0.218 0.123 0.026 24.27 1.29 -4.00 28.28 9
ESO 461-36 0.303 0.962 0.546 0.114 25.45 1.32 -4.00 29.45 6
GR 8 0.026 0.082 0.046 0.010 22.63 2.21 -3.80 26.43 2
Ho Il 0.032 0.101 0.057 0.012 23.61 1.41 -3.98 27.59 4
IC 3104 0.410 1.301 0.739 0.154 22.75 1.29 -4.00 26.75 10
IC 4247 0.065 0.205 0.116 0.024 24.43 1.39 -3.98 28.41 7
IC 4316 0.055 0.173 0.098 0.020 24.10 1.72 -3.91 28.01 9
IC 4662 0.070 0.222 0.126 0.026 22.89 1.64 -3.93 26.82 6
IC 5152 0.025 0.079 0.045 0.009 22.42 1.58 -3.94 26.36 2
KK98 17 0.055 0.173 0.098 0.020 24.41 1.07 -4.05 28.46 2
KK98 182 0.102 0.325 0.184 0.038 24.77 1.29 -4.00 28.77 7
KK98 200 0.069 0.219 0.124 0.026 24.20 1.60 -3.93 28.14 9
KK98 230 0.014 0.045 0.025 0.005 22.47 1.31 -4.00 26.47 4
KKH 086 0.027 0.085 0.048 0.010 23.09 1.32 -4.00 27.08 4
KKH 098 0.123 0.389 0.221 0.046 22.92 1.49 -3.96 26.88 10
Mrk 178 0.019 0.060 0.034 0.007 23.90 1.49 -3.96 27.86 5
NGC 1311 0.022 0.068 0.039 0.008 24.63 1.15 -4.03 28.66 2
NGC 1569 0.694 2206 1.254 0.262 23.12 1.36 -3.99 27.10 11
NGC 2915 0.275 0.872 0.495 0.103 23.87 1.76 -3.90 27.77 12
NGC 3077 0.067 0.212 0.120 0.025 23.93 1.77 -3.90 27.82 4
NGC 3738 0.010 0.033 0.019 0.004 24.40 1.75 -3.90 28.30 5
NGC 4163 0.020 0.063 0.036 0.007 23.27 1.44 -3.97 27.24 4
NGC 4214 0.022 0.069 0.039 0.008 23.43 1.47 -3.96 27.39 4
NGC 5408 0.068 0.216 0.123 0.025 24.36 0.90 -4.09 28.45 9
NGC 6822 0.231 0.732 0.415 0.086 19.39 1.58 -3.94 23.32 13
Peg DIG 0.068 0.216 0.122 0.025 20.75 152 -3.95 24.70 14
Sex A 0.045 0.141 0.080 0.017 21.76 1.23 -4.02 25.77 4
Sex B 0.031 0.099 0.056 0.012 21.77 1.35 -3.99 25.76 4
UGC 0685 0.057 0.182 0.103 0.021 24.32 1.12 -4.04 28.36 2
UGC 3755 0.088 0.280 0.159 0.033 25.31 1.08 -4.05 29.36 2
UGC 4115 0.028 0.090 0.051 0.011 25.39 1.04 -4.06 29.44 2
UGC 4483 0.034 0.108 0.061 0.013 23.72 1.23 -4.02 27.74 4
UGC 6456 0.037 0.119 0.067 0.014 24.20 1.38 -3.98 28.19 15
UGC 7605 0.015 0.046 0.026 0.005 24.18 1.34 -3.99 28.17 5
UGC 8508 0.015 0.048 0.027 0.006 22.99 1.38 -3.98 26.98 10
UGC 8833 0.012 0.037 0.021 0.004 2341 1.36 -3.99 27.40 4
UGCA 092 0.785 2496 1420 0.296 23.46 1.18 -4.03 27.49 6
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Table 3. continued.

Galaxy EB-V) A¥ AP A? ltree  (V—I)tree Mitree Dmoa  Source
(mag) (mag) (mag) (mag) (mag) (mag) (mag) (mag)

(2) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10)

UGCA 438 0.015 0.046 0.026 0.005 22.69 1.37 -3.98 26.67 4

WLM 0.038 0.120 0.068 0.014 20.85 1.47 -3.96 24.82 16

Notes. (1) Name of galaxy; (2) Galactic colour excess from Schlegel. (1998); (3) Galactic extinction of MO Ill star in V; (43alactic
extinction of MO Ill star in I; (5) Galactic extinction of dwhirregular galaxy inKs; (6) | magnitude of stars at tip of red giant branch, corrected
for extinction and redshift; (7)M — 1) colour of stars at tip of red giant branch, corrected foirestton and redshift; (8) Absolute magnitude of
TRGB stars inl; (9) Distance modulus; (10) Source of colour-magnitudedien.

References. (1) [Karachentsev etal! (2003d); (2) Tully et al. (2006); arachentsev et al. (2003c); (4) Dalcanton et al. (2009); (5
Karachentsev et al.. (2003a); (6) Karachentsevetial. (2008) [Karachentsev et al. (2007); (8) _Davidge (2007); (9) dCaentsev et al.
(2002a); (10)_Karachentsev et al. (2002b); (11) Grochaskil. (2008); (12)_Karachentsev et al. (2003b); (13) Godaal. (1996); (14)
McConnachie et al. (2005); (15) Méndez et al. (2002); (L&xiet al. (2007).
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Table 4. Sample for Analysis: Radio and Optical Parameters

Galaxy Vo = WopP R log Whg HI 1o Io.pc q fim/fo  Photometry
(kms?t)  @Qykms?) (kms?') (kms?t) (kms?) Source (magarcsgd  (pc) Source
(1) (2 (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 9) (100 (11 (12)
CamB 78 5.0 32.6 1.65 1.512 H1, H2, H3 21.87 407 0.44 2.40 P1
CGCG 087-33 279 2.6 55.8 1.4 1.746 H1 19.74 532 0.41 4.13 P2
DDO 006 295 3.4 32.9 1.4 1.516 H1 22.04 570 0.29 2.53 P3
DDO 047 272 61.4 111.0 2.06 2.045 H4 21.78 555 1.00 4.20 P4
DDO 099 243 46.0 91.0 2.06 1.958 H4 21.30 393 0.71 2.67 P1
DDO 167 163 4.6 40.2 1.4 1.604 H1 21.65 337 0.60 3.47 P4
DDO 168 191 74.4 88.0 8.24 1.940 H5, H6 20.36 733 0.38 3.96 P1
DDO 181 202 11.4 56.8 1.4 1.754 H1 20.77 356 0.70 2.87 P1
DDO 187 153 12.0 51.4 1.4 1.710 H1 21.71 287 0.60 3.68 P4
DDO 190 151 27.1 64.0 8.24 1.797 H5, H6 19.62 257 0.89 4.21 P1
DDO 226 359 6.1 56.4 1.65 1.750 H7, H3 20.58 982 0.15 3.05 P3
ESO 059-01 530 17.7 104.0 18 2.001 H8 19.84 389 0.80 4.92 P5
ESO 121-20 577 14.1 96.0 18 1.963 H8 20.47 384 0.70 4.48 P5
ESO 137-18 605 37.4 155.0 18 2.183 H8 18.22 727 0.50 6.17 P5
ESO 215-09 597 122.0 93.0 4 1.967 H9 20.90 430 0.83 3.49 P6
ESO 223-09 593 96.2 103.0 8.2 2.009 H10 19.21 1044 0.70 4.35 P7
ESO 269-58 400 7.2 84.0 18 1.899 H11 19.10 636 0.63 4,72 P3
ESO 320-14 654 2.5 61.3 18 1.738 H7 20.26 304 0.70 4.25 P7
ESO 321-14 609 6.4 29.0 1.65 1.459 H8, H3 21.18 522 0.27 2.59 P6
ESO 324-24 526 52.1 113.0 8.2 2.050 H10 20.43 630 0.93 3.13 P6
ESO 325-11 550 25.4 77.0 8.2 1.880 H10 20.93 775 0.35 3.13 P3
ESO 349-31 229 2.7 31.0 8.2 1.453 H10 21.51 323 0.58 3.21 P3
ESO 379-07 644 5.2 40.0 1.65 1.600 H8, H3 22.10 443 0.85 2.81 P6
ESO 381-18 625 3.3 61.6 18 1.741 H7 20.29 224 0.70 4.77 P6, P5
ESO 381-20 596 31.9 103.0 8.2 2.009 H10 20.99 891 0.32 2.89 P8
ESO 384-16 504 1.5 41.0 1.2 1.612 H12 19.45 214 0.92 3.00 P6
ESO 444-78 573 4.0 52.1 1.4 1.716 H1 20.46 475 0.41 3.00 P1
ESO 444-84 583 21.1 75.0 4 1.873 H8, H13 20.60 318 0.89 2.46 P1
ESO 461-36 427 7.5 84.0 10.2 1.916 H7,H14 20.51 492 0.50 4.58 7 P
GR8 214 7.8 39.2 1.4 1.592 H1 21.36 152 0.80 3.70 P4
Ho ll 156 267.0 72.0 5.2 1.854 H15 19.66 1348 1.00 2.25 P9
IC 3104 429 10.3 63.0 18 1.753 H8 18.85 468 0.45 3.42 P3
IC 4247 419 3.4 49.0 18 1.608 H16 18.77 370 0.33 5.30 P2, P5
IC 4316 576 2.1 32.8 1.65 1.513 H16, H3 20.31 520 0.60 4.47 P5
IC 4662 302 130.0 133.0 18 2.114 H8 17.40 242 0.73 5.69 P3
IC 5152 122 97.2 100.0 18 1.983 H8 18.08 345 0.66 5.22 P3
KK98 17 156 1.0 53.0 10.2 1.705 H14 21.67 470 0.31 2.98 P10
KK98 182 613 2.1 24.0 7.9 1.316 H14 21.28 400 0.68 3.07 P3
KK98 200 494 1.7 26.5 1.65 1.421 H1, H3 20.51 179 0.70 5.17 P7
KK98 230 63 2.6 25.9 1.65 1.411 H1, H17 22.57 140 0.95 1.76 P11
KKH 086 287 0.5 20.6 1.4 1.310 H1 21.56 181 0.61 1.98 P3
KKH 098 -132 4.1 31.5 1.65 1.498 H1, H3 21.39 184 0.59 2.68 P10
Mrk 178 250 3.0 44.8 1.4 1.650 H1 19.15 228 0.50 5.56 P4
NGC 1311 568 14.6 105.0 18 2.005 H8 19.15 586 0.40 5.36 P12
NGC 1569 -86 84.0 123.8 5.2 2.092 H18 16.83 271 0.55 6.13 P4
NGC 2915 468 145.0 163.0 6.6 2.211 H19 17.49 306 0.50 7.67 P5
NGC 3077 -20 256.0 157.3 5.2 2.196 H18 17.28 593 0.70 4.50 P9
NGC 3738 225 22.0 122.0 8.24 2.084 H6 18.41 437 0.70 5.08 P4
NGC 4163 164 9.6 38.0 4.1 1.574 H5, H20 19.29 223 0.70 5.18 P4
NGC 4214 293 319.8 89.8 2.6 1.952 H5, H18 17.63 491 0.50 4.46 P9
NGC 5408 506 65.5 123.0 8.2 2.087 H10 18.88 456 0.50 7.03 P5
NGC 6822 -55 2266.0 115.0 1.9 2.061 H21, H22 19.55 239 0.80 1.87 P9
Peg DIG -183 28.1 38.6 5.3 1.577 H23 20.93 333 0.55 2.08 P10
Sex A 324 168.0 64.0 1.12 1.806 H24 21.09 362 0.95 3.03 P3
Sex B 301 72.9 56.0 1.4 1.747 H1 20.57 255 0.87 3.53 P6
UGC 0685 156 13.4 83.0 1.65 1.919 H25, H3 19.72 336 0.70 5.07 2 P1
UGC 3755 315 6.8 50.6 1.4 1.703 H1 19.81 808 0.50 3.72 P2
UGC 4115 343 21.0 106.0 1.65 2.025 H5, H3 20.24 803 0.40 3.74 P4
UGC 4483 156 13.6 50.6 1.4 1.703 H1 20.70 306 0.55 2.81 P1
UGC 6456 -94 10.1 52.0 1.65 1.716 H3 20.16 248 0.70 5.08 P4
UGC 7605 310 5.7 43.7 1.4 1.640 H1 20.75 402 0.67 3.91 P11
UGC 8508 56 18.3 65.0 1.65 1.813 H3 19.95 234 0.55 4.64 P13
UGC 8833 227 6.0 42.8 1.4 1.631 H1 20.94 274 0.77 4.05 P2
UGCA 092 -95 104.7 73.0 1.65 1.863 H5, H3 20.53 635 0.50 2.40 P4
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Table 4.continued.

Galaxy Vo = WesP R logWao HI 1o Mo pc q fim/To  Photometry
(kms?t)  ykms?) (kms?!) (kms?t) (kms?) Source (magarcsgd  (pc) Source
(2) (2 (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 9) (10)  (11) (12)
UGCA 438 62 15.0 35.0 8.2 1.514 H26 20.48 283 0.90 3.97 P3
WLM =122 292.0 81.0 1.12 1.909 H24 21.28 437 0.40 3.06 P7

Notes. (1) Name of galaxy; (2) Heliocentric radial velocity definieg HI; (3) Integrated HI flux; (4) Apparent full width of 21 cnmke at 20%
of peak; (5) FWHM of instrumental profile; (6) Logarithm ofett21 cm line width at 20% of peak, corrected for instrumentabldening and
redshift; (7) Source of HI data; (8) Central surface brigissof sech model, corrected for extinction and redshiftS¢ale length of sech model
in parsecs; (10) Adopted ratio of minor to major axes of isiph; (11) Ratio of radius of limiting isophote to scale lgmgf sech; (12) Source of
surface photometry.

References. (H1) [Huchtmeier et al.| (2003); (H2) Begum et al. (2003); (HB®gum etal. [(2008); (H4) Springob et al. (2005); (H5)
Huchtmeier & Richter|(1986); (H6) Stil & Israel (2002); (HRjeyer et al. |(2004); (H8)_Koribalski et al. (2004); (H9) Wanret al. [(2004);
(H10)|Cote et al.| (1997); (H11) Banks et al. (1999); (H12) B et al. (2006); (H13) de Blok etlal. (2002); (H14) Huckier et al. |(2000);
(H15) [Bureau & Carignan_(2002); (H16) Minchin et al. (2008)17) [Begum et al.| (2006); (H1&) Walter et al. (2008); (H19kWwer et all.
(1996); (H20)| Swaters etall (2002); (H21) de Blok & Walter008); (H22) | Weldrake et al.. (2003); (H23) Kniazev et al. (200(H24)
Barnes & de Blok(2004); (H2%) Giovanelli & Haynes (1993) @j2.ongmore et all (1978); (P1) CFHT 2004: Fingerhut et 81(D); (P2) SPM
2005:| Fingerhut et all (2010); (P3) IRSF 2006: Fingerhut.g2810); (P4) CFHT 2002: Vaduvescu et al. (2005); (P5) CPD8: this paper;
(P6) IRSF 2005:_Fingerhut etlal. (2010); (P7) CTIO 2007: Weheu & McCall (2008); (P8) CTIO 2006: Fingerhut et al. (2ZR1®9) 2MASS:
Vaduvescu & McCalll(2008); (P10) CFHT 2005: Fingerhut e{2010); (P11) CFHT 2006: Fingerhut et al. (2010); (P12) E®O0R2 this paper;
(P13) SPM 2002: Vaduvescu et al. (2005).
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Galaxy Weight  Mks Lourst/Lsech 100 Mgas 10 Mgtars 10 Mpary ~ Gas Fraction lo@® M/L (virial)
(mag) Mo) (Mg) (Mg) (Mo pc) (Mo/Lo)

(1) (2 (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 9) (10
CamB 0 -14.51 0.010 7.213 7.077 7.451 0.578 4.842 2.95
CGCG 087-33 1 -17.15 0.000 7.722 8.131 8.274 0.281 5.548 0.88
DDO 006 1 -14.62 0.000 7.049 7.122 7.388 0.458 4.632 5.28
DDO 047 0 -16.17 0.000 9.100 7.738 9.119 0.958 6.374 5.65
DDO 099 1 -15.52 0.017 8.012 7.481 8.124 0.772 5.530 3.98
DDO 167 1 -14.66 0.000 7.377 7.137 7.575 0.635 5.047 2.30
DDO 168 0 -17.14 0.000 8.622 8.130 8.743 0.756 5.878 2.95
DDO 181 1 -15.82 0.003 7.544 7.602 7.875 0.467 5.324 1.36
DDO 187 1 -14.24 0.000 7.259 6.969 7.439 0.661 4,982 3.33
DDO 190 1 -16.53 0.000 7.807 7.884 8.148 0.456 5.738 0.42
DDO 226 1 -16.55 0.000 7.641 7.891 8.085 0.360 5.093 5.27
ESO 059-01 1 -17.09 0.000 8.038 8.109 8.376 0.459 5.786 1.04
ESO 121-20 1 -16.29 0.000 8.198 7.787 8.340 0.720 5.756 1.90
ESO 137-18 1 -19.56 0.059 8.660 9.095 9.231 0.269 6.369 0.64
ESO 215-09 0 -16.29 0.000 9.013 7.788 9.038 0.944 6.404 2.42
ESO 223-09 0 -19.72 0.000 9.080 9.162 9.424 0.453 6.405 0.68
ESO 269-58 1 -18.64 0.258 7.482 8.727 8.751 0.054 5.948 0.50
ESO 320-14 1 -15.99 0.000 7.447 7.667 7.872 0.376 5.389 0.81
ESO 321-14 1 -15.21 0.012 7.311 7.357 7.636 0.474 4,918 2.18
ESO 324-24 1 -17.71 0.000 8.337 8.356 8.648 0.489 5.849 1.78
ESO 325-11 1 -16.60 0.000 7.954 7.912 8.234 0.524 5.345 4,57
ESO 349-31 1 -14.68 0.000 6.917 7.142 7.345 0.373 4.835 1.35
ESO 379-07 1 -15.18 0.014 7.614 7.345 7.801 0.650 5.155 2.44
ESO 381-18 1 -15.29 0.000 7.444 7.390 7.719 0.531 5.369 0.84
ESO 381-20 1 -16.75 0.000 8.455 7.971 8.579 0.753 5.629 7.68
ESO 384-16 1 -16.34 0.045 6.962 7.807 7.865 0.125 5.535 0.20
ESO 444-78 1 -16.18 0.000 7.518 7.745 7.948 0.372 5.271 1.56
ESO 444-84 0 -16.01 0.000 8.140 7.676 8.269 0.745 5.767 1.30
ESO 461-36 1 -16.42 0.000 8.160 7.842 8.330 0.675 5.638 2.41
GR 8 1 -13.53 0.000 6.972 6.684 7.153 0.660 4.970 1.28
Holll 0 -20.21 0.000 8.969 9.358 9.507 0.290 6.377 0.46
IC 3104 1 -17.86 0.000 7.219 8.416 8.442 0.060 5.772 0.36
IC 4247 1 -17.06 0.000 7.403 8.097 8.177 0.168 5.608 0.30
IC 4316 1 -16.94 0.109 7.031 8.050 8.089 0.087 5.374 0.51
IC 4662 1 -18.41 0.000 8.347 8.634 8.815 0.341 6.431 0.17
IC 5152 1 -18.38 0.077 8.039 8.625 8.725 0.206 6.187 0.24
KK98 17 0 -14.64 0.005 6.868 7.129 7.319 0.354 4.647 6.11
KK98 182 0 -15.54 0.000 7.342 7.487 7.722 0.417 5.120 0.62
KK98 200 1 -14.59 0.000 6.992 7.109 7.356 0.433 5.103 0.41
KK98 230 0 -12.34 0.015 6.508 6.207 6.684 0.667 4537 1.93
KKH 086 0 -13.42 0.000 6.039 6.638 6.736 0.201 4,478 0.89
KKH 098 1 -13.59 0.000 6.870 6.706 7.097 0.593 4.832 1.36
Mrk 178 1 -16.12 0.000 7.128 7.720 7.819 0.204 5.461 0.32
NGC 1311 1 -17.92 0.194 8.135 8.442 8.616 0.330 5.848 1.11
NGC 1569 1 -18.91 0.348 8.272 8.837 8.941 0.214 6.509 0.12
NGC 2915 0 -18.41 0.000 8.777 8.636 9.013 0.580 6.527 0.35
NGC 3077 0 -20.43 0.107 9.044 9.443 9.589 0.285 6.816 0.20
NGC 3738 1 -18.63 0.204 8.169 8.725 8.831 0.218 6.191 0.40
NGC 4163 1 -16.28 0.000 7.383 7.785 7.930 0.284 5.582 0.21
NGC 4214 0 -19.29 0.016 8.969 8.989 9.280 0.488 6.589 0.19
NGC 5408 1 -17.89 0.000 8.703 8.428 8.888 0.653 6.229 0.88
NGC 6822 0 -16.32 0.000 8.191 7.802 8.339 0.710 5.960 0.95
Peg DIG 0 -15.25 0.000 6.835 7.374 7.484 0.224 4,962 1.20
Sex A 1 -15.87 0.000 8.040 7.622 8.180 0.723 5.622 1.56
Sex B 1 -15.53 0.000 7.673 7.485 7.890 0.606 5.484 0.90
UGC 0685 1 -16.75 0.000 7.975 7.973 8.275 0.501 5.748 0.84
UGC 3755 0 -18.20 0.000 8.082 8.552 8.679 0.253 5.771 0.68
UGC 4115 1 -17.51 0.000 8.606 8.277 8.773 0.681 5.868 3.23
UGC 4483 1 -15.31 0.000 7.734 7.395 7.898 0.686 5.412 1.40
UGC 6456 1 -15.66 0.000 7.785 7.535 7.979 0.640 5.584 0.69
UGC 7605 1 -16.06 0.000 7.532 7.697 7.923 0.406 5.319 1.00
UGC 8508 1 -15.46 0.000 7.559 7.457 7.812 0.558 5.443 0.97
UGC 8833 1 -15.19 0.000 7.244 7.349 7.601 0.440 5.163 1.01
UGCA 092 0 -16.95 0.000 8.520 8.054 8.648 0.745 5.845 2.11
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Table 5. continued.

Galaxy Weight  Mgs Lourst/Lsech 100 Mgas 100 Mstars 109 Mpary ~ Gas Fraction lod M/L (virial)
(mag) Mo) (Mo) (Mo) (Mopc?)  (Mo/Lo)
1) (2 (3) (4) (5) (6) (1) (8) 9) (10)
UGCA 438 1 -15.89 0.000 7.350 7.629 7.812 0.345 5.361 0.40
WLM 1 -15.15 0.000 7.898 7.331 8.002 0.787 5.361 6.02

Notes. (1) Name of galaxy; (2) Weight during fitting; (3) Absolute gmitude of sech model iKs; (4) Luminosity of burst relative to luminosity
of sech model; (5) Logarithm of the gas mass; (6) Logariththefmass of stars in the sech model, computed assuming a fassHarlight ratio
of 0.883 inKg; (7) Logarithm of the baryonic mass (sum of gaseous andastelasses); (8) Gas fraction (for a fixed mass-to-light raitid.883
in Kg); (9) Logarithm of the potential defined by the ratio of theymamic mass to the scale length of the sech model; (10) Madigtit ratio of
the stars irK as indicated by the deviation of the surface brightness fl@morm for a virialized system.
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