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ABSTRACT

We use the star formation rate-stellar mass relation (SFR−M∗) of galaxies to measure their lumi-

nosity distances as well as estimate cosmological parameters. We compile a sample of 341 high-redshift

galaxies at 5 < z < 14 and an additional 51 galaxies at 1.8 < z < 3.5 from the JWST observations,

which can be used to investigate the correlation between the star formation rate and stellar mass, and

determine their cosmological distance. The relation SFR ∝ (M∗/M⊙)
γ can be applied to check the

nonlinear correlation between the star formation rate and stellar mass M∗ of galaxies and give their

distance. Additionally, it also can be used to test if the SFR −M∗ relation depends on redshift, and

the data suggest that the SFR is positively correlated with stellar mass, the SFR−M∗ relation of the

high-redshift galaxies has a redshift dependence. Finally, we combine the galaxy sample with Type Ia

supernova (SNIa) data from the Pantheon compilation to test the property of dark energy, specifically

addressing whether its density deviates from the constant, and give the statistical analysis results.
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1. INTRODUCTION

A great number of galaxies data have been obtained

and used to investigate the relationship between the star

formation rate (SFR) and stellar mass (M∗) (known as

main sequence), which involves that how galaxies build

up their stellar mass in galaxy formation.

Brinchmann (2004) used the spectroscopic data of

low-redshift galaxies from the Sloan Digital Sky Survey

(SDSS) to investigate the correlation between the stel-

lar mass and the SFR (Brinchmann et al. 2004). Sub-

sequently, more galaxies data are used to verify the star

formation rate-stellar mass relation (SFR−M∗) (Daddi

et al. 2007; Elbaz et al. 2007; Noeske et al. 2007; Davé

2008). The SFR−M∗ relation plays an important role

in constraining theoretical models of galaxy evolution

and is one of the basic relations describing the evolution

of galaxies.

The different research work for SFR ∝ (M∗/M⊙)
γ

relation have different slope γ, there are several main

reasons for this phenomenon. (1) The differences in

study sample selectivity, such as magnitude-limited sam-

ple, mass-limited sample, and multi-band color sample

selection; (2) Different criteria for selecting star-forming

galaxies (SFGs); (3) The calculation method for star for-

mation rate of galaxies are inconsistent; (4) Differences

in measurement techniques of stellar mass.

On the other hand, large amounts of galaxy data in-

dicate that there is a redshift evolution of the star for-

mation rate-stellar mass relation (Koyama et al. 2013;

Whitaker et al. 2012). It shows that high redshift galax-

ies might form stars faster at a certain mass. The evolu-

tion of SFR−M∗ relation of galaxies with the redshift

also can be used to represent the history of star forma-

tion in the universe.

In this paper, we introduce the source of data used in

Section 2, including the star formation rate and stellar

mass of 341 high-redshift galaxies at 5 < z < 14, and

51 others at 1.8 < z < 3.5. In Section 3, we employ the

nonlinear relation SFR ∝ (M∗/M⊙)
γ to check the cor-

relation between the star formation rate and stellar mass
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M∗ of galaxies, and give their cosmological luminosity

distance. In Section 4, we apply a combination of high

redshift galaxies and Type Ia supernova (SNIa) Pan-

theon to reconstruct the dark energy equation of state

w(z), which can be used to test the nature of dark en-

ergy concerning whether or not its density deviates from

the constant. In Section 5, we summarize the paper.

2. DATA USED

Modern optical including Sloan Digital Sky Sur-

vey(SDSS) (Lyke et al. 2020; Ahumada et al. 2020),

Hubble Space Telescope (HST) (Skelton et al. 2014;

Bouwens et al. 2015), and James Webb Space Tele-

scope (JWST) provide the optical spectra from UV to

infrared for a large amount of galaxies (Naidu et al.

2022; Bakx et al. 2023), especially for the JWST that

observes a lower frequency range, from long-wavelength

visible light (red) through mid-infrared (0.6-28.3 µm

), which can provide rest-frame UV/optical spectra of

high-redshift galaxies when their visible emissions have

shifted into the infrared. The high-redshift galaxies can

be used to investigate the formation of early galactic

structure.

Li et al. (2023) presented a sample of 51 galaxies

at z = 2 − 3 from the A2744 and SMACS J0723-

3732 (SMACS 0723) galaxy cluster fields by deep

JWST/NIRISS imaging and slitless grism spectroscopic

observations, where 44 are in A2744, and seven are in

SMACS 0723. Their star formation rate (SFR) can be

measured by Hα or Hβ emission lines. The galaxy stel-

lar masses are derived by Chabrier (2003) initial mass

function (IMF) combined with stellar mass-to-light ra-

tios (M/L) model after correcting the magnitudes in all

bands by the lensing magnification factor µ (Wambs-

ganss 1998), µ can be calculated by the entire cluster

mass distribution and angular positions of the sources

(Mahler et al. 2018; Golubchik et al. 2022).

Morishita et al. (2024) also obtained 341 high-redshift

galaxies at 5 < z < 14, which are based on nine public

deep extragalactic fields from JWST Cycle 1. The SFR

for high-redshift galaxies without Hα and Hβ coverage

can be calculated by the corrected UV luminosity for

lensing magnification factor µ and dust attenuation, and

UV flux can be fitted from the extracted spectrum after

calibrating the raw images by Grizli 1 (Morishita 2021;

Bergamini et al. 2023; Morishita et al. 2024).

Therefore, we consider to use a combined data from

Li et al. (2023) and Morishita et al. (2024), this joint

sample of 392 galaxies can be applied to check the cor-

1 https://github.com/gbrammer/grizli/

relation between the star formation rate and stellar mass

M∗ of galaxies and calculate their luminosity distance.

The data can be obtained from dol: 10.17909/q8cd-

2q22, 10.17909/91zv-yg35, and 10.17909/12rr-2a67.

3. PARAMETER CONSTRAINTS OF SFR−M∗
RELATION OF GALAXIES FROM JWST

3.1. Insights from scatter plots

For the galaxies with a redshift range of 1.8 < z < 3.5,

the Kennicutt (1998) SFR calibration is given by (Li

et al. 2023)

SFR = 4.6× 10−42 LHα

erg s−1 [M⊙ yr−1], (1)

where LHα represents the Hα luminosity, and it

has been obtained from the measured emission line

flux assuming ΛCDM cosmology (Ωm = 0.3, H0 =

70km s−1Mpc−1). For galaxies without Hα coverage,

the Hα luminosity can be derived from the attenuation-

corrected Hβ flux using Grizli, and adopting Balmer

decrement of Hα/Hβ = 2.86.

For the galaxies at 5 < z < 14,

SFR = 1.4× 10−28 LUV

erg s−1 [M⊙ yr−1]. (2)

The linear formula is usually used to investigate the

correlation between the SFR and stellar mass (M∗) for

galaxies, which can be written as (Daddi et al. 2007;

Elbaz et al. 2007; Noeske et al. 2007)

logSFR = β + γ log(M∗
M⊙

), (3)

The above equation is equivalent to the relation

SFR ∝ (M∗/M⊙)
γ . We fit equation (3) to 341 high-

redshift galaxies at 5 < z < 14 and get the residual

∆(log SFR) from the statistical values of β and γ.

The log SFR − log (M∗/M⊙) plot of high-redshift

galaxies are shown in the upper panel of Fig 1, and lower

panel of Fig 1 illustrates ∆(log SFR) against redshift,

which implies that the slope γ is dependent on the red-

shift.

3.2. Filter segmented data for measuring luminosity

distance

As can be seen in the lower panel of Fig 1, the redshift

dependence of the slope γ is indicated for the sample

galaxies, so we fit our data points by segment with 4 <

z ≤ 7, z > 7, and z ≤ 4 to avoid the redshift dependence

for the slope γ. We adopt this segmented sample to

investigate the SFR − M∗ relation and calculate their

luminosity distance.

https://archive.stsci.edu/doi/resolve/resolve.html?doi=10.17909/q8cd-2q22
https://archive.stsci.edu/doi/resolve/resolve.html?doi=10.17909/q8cd-2q22
https://archive.stsci.edu/doi/resolve/resolve.html?doi=10.17909/91zv-yg35
https://archive.stsci.edu/doi/resolve/resolve.html?doi=10.17909/12rr-2a67
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3.3. Parametric formula for SFR and stellar mass M∗

Using relation L = 4πDL
2f in equation (3), we get

logSFR′ = Φ(M∗
M⊙

′
, DL)

= β + γ log(M∗
M⊙

′
) + (γ − 1) log(4πD2

L),
(4)

where SFR′ = 4.6 × 10−42 FHα

erg s−1 [M⊙ yr−1], and

SFR′ = 1.4 × 10−28 FUV

erg s−1 [M⊙ yr−1] for the galaxies

at 1.8 < z < 3.5 and 5 < z < 14 respectively. So

logSFR = logSFR′+log(4πD2
L). Similarly, log(M∗

M⊙
) =

log( M∗
M⊙ L )+log F+log(4πD2

L) = log(M∗
M⊙

′
)+log(4πD2

L),

or log M∗/Lλ = log M∗
′/fλ. This equation can be effec-

tively used for testing the correlation between SFR and

stellar mass for galaxies.

We fit the SFR − M∗ relation to galaxies by mini-

mizing a likelihood function consisting of a modified χ2

function based on MCMC, allowing for an intrinsic dis-

persion δ

−2 lnL =
N∑
i=1

{
[log (SFR′)i−Φ( M∗

M⊙
′
,DL)

i
]
2

s2i

}
+

N∑
i=1

ln(2πs2i ),

(5)

where Φ(M∗
M⊙

′
, DL) is given by equation (4), and si

2 =

σ2
i (logSFR′) + γ2 · σ2

i (log (M∗
M⊙

′
)) + δ2, σi(logSFR′)

and σi(log (M∗
M⊙

′
)) indicate the statistical errors for

logSFR′, log (M∗
M⊙

′
). δ is the intrinsic dispersion (Kim

2011), which can be fitted as a free parameter.

The large positive and negative space curvature of the

universe have not been obviously observed by observa-

tional data, and we approximately adopt a curvature of

Ωk = 0, a prior cosmological constant ΛCDM model

is assumed, then ΩΛ=1−Ωm when ΩR ≪ Ωm. In this

case, the free parameters are β, γ and the intrinsic dis-

persion δ, and the cosmological parameters Ωm. We

note that the Hubble constant H0 is absorbed into the

parameter β when fitting equation (4), without an in-

dependent determination of this parameter, so we fix

H0 = 70 km s−1Mpc−1 (Reid et al. 2019; Aghanim

et al. 2020).

Meanwhile, we measure the distance modulus for

galaxies based on SFR−M∗ relation. Distance modulus

is defined as DM = 5 log (DL) + 25. Equation (4) gives

DM as

DM =
5[logSFR′ − γ log(M∗

M⊙

′
)− β′]

2(γ − 1)
+ 25, (6)
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Figure 1. Plot of logSFR vs. log( M∗
M⊙

) (upper panel),

and ∆(log SFR) vs.redshift (lower panel) for high-redshift
galaxies. The blue line in the upper panel is a fitting value of
logSFR from Eq. (3) with the best fitting values of β and γ.
∆(log SFR) represents the residuals from the subtraction of
the observational data and theoretical values. In the lower
panel the relationship between ∆(log SFR) and MUV indi-
cates the redshift dependence of the slope γ.

where β′ = β + (γ − 1) log (4π). The error is

σDM = DM

√
(
σf

f
)
2
+ (

σγ

γ − 1
)
2
, (7)

where f = logSFR′ − γ log(M∗
M⊙

′
) − β′, and σf

2 =

σ2(log SFR′)+γ2 ·σ2(log (M∗
M⊙

′
))+σβ′2. From equation

(7), the uncertainty of the slope γ obviously influences

the error of distance modulus for galaxies.

3.4. Fitting result for the relation of SFR−M∗

We fit the equation (5) to galaxies in segment by red-

shift and the absolute UV magnitude MUV , the fitting

results are shown in table 1. The linear regression slope

for all samples have γ > 0, which suggests that the

star formation rate is correlated with stellar mass M∗.

Meanwhile, the slope for galaxies at z > 5 , MUV ≤ −19

and z > 5 , MUV > −19 have γ = 0.332 ± 0.023 and

γ = 0.23 ± 0.042, and there are also an obvious def-

erence for −2In Lmax/N , which implies that the slope

γ is dependent on MUV . The redshift dependence of

SFR −M∗ relation has also been found by many stud-

ies (Davé 2008; Koyama et al. 2013), our results also

support that there is a dependency upon the redshift

for SFR−M∗ from table 1.

We obtain the distance modulus of galaxies by sub-

stituting the statistical average values of β and γ into
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Table 1. Model fitting results for galaxies

Sample β γ δ Ωm −2InLmax/N

Galaxies(z < 2.5) -2.294±0.431 0.313±0.055 0.281±0.041 0.302±0.031 7.9/27

Galaxies(2.5 ≤ z < 4) -0.772±0.831 0.189±0.098 0.334±0.046 0.306±0.03 22.4/24

Galaxies(z > 5,MUV ≤ −19) -1.967±0.2 0.332±0.023 0.244±0.014 0.324±0.02 51.4/227

Galaxies(z > 5,MUV > −19) -1.63±0.34 0.23±0.042 0.225±0.018 0.313±0.027 10.9/114

Table 2. The properties of the 392 high-redshift galaxies, DM are the distance modulus from a fit of the relation SFR ∝
(M∗/M⊙)

γ with ΛCDM model, σDM are their error. Only five of the objects are listed.

ID R.A. Decl. z MUV M∗
′ SFR′ DM σDM

deg. deg. mag logM⊙/m
2 logM⊙/(yr ·m2)

JADESGDS-30934 53.149883 -27.776503 13.2 −18.3+0.1
−0.1 −48.68+0.4

−0.4 −56.08+0.1
−0.1 50.28 0.95

JADESGDS-33832 53.18993 -27.771496 11.8 −18.1+0.1
−0.1 −48.67+0.2

−0.2 −55.97+0.1
−0.1 49.92 0.96

JADESGDS-14022 53.144043 -27.804459 8.9 −18.5+0.1
−0.1 −48.39+0.1

−0.1 −55.69+0.1
−0.1 49.23 0.95

JADESGDS-35079 53.181484 -27.769501 7.4 −18.5+0.1
−0.1 −48.51+0.1

−0.1 −55.51+0.1
−0.1 48.53 1.03

A2744-6031 3.5769939 -30.415525 5.13 −18.8+0.1
−0.1 −46.74+0.1

−0.1 −54.94+0.1
−0.1 48.08 0.95

Table 3. Fit results on model parameters for a combination of SNla and galaxies

Sample Parameters Ωm w0 wα χ2
Total/N

ΛCDM SN+Galaxies (z < 4) Mean 0.274±0.007 − −
Best fit 0.273 − − 1103.7/1099

SN+Galaxies (z < 9.5) Mean 0.275±0.007 − −
Best fit 0.274 − − 1353.1/1393

SN+Galaxies (z < 14) Mean 0.277±0.008 − −
Best fit 0.277 − − 1411.6/1440

w0waCDM SN+Galaxies (z < 4) Mean 0.335±0.032 -1.152±0.048 -0.209±0.754

Best fit 0.331 -1.162 0.118 1099.6/1099

SN+Galaxies (z < 9.5) Mean 0.286±0.028 -1.085±0.048 0.391±0.476

Best fit 0.286 -1.096 0.534 1347.9/1393

SN+Galaxies (z < 14) Mean 0.329±0.033 -1.17±0.065 0.097±0.676

Best fit 0.321 -1.143 0.163 1405.4/1440

equation (6), which are shown in the upper panel of Fig

2, including the galaxies with z < 4, z > 5 , MUV ≤ −19

and z > 5 , MUV > −19. Meanwhile the distance modu-

lus and properties of the 392 galaxies are listed in Table

2. The lower panel of Fig 2 shows the plot of the residu-

als of the distance modulus against redshift, the residu-

als are from the measuring distance modulus for galax-

ies and ΛCDM cosmology (Ωm = 0.3). There could

have several reasons for the large scatter in the luminos-

ity distance, including observational error, and intrinsic

variation of the star formation rate-stellar mass relation.

The distance modulus for high-redshift galaxies can

be used to test the property of dark energy.

4. THE RECONSTRUCTION OF DARK ENERGY

EQUATION OF STATE W(Z)

Although the dark energy can be used to effectively

explain the accelerating expansion of the universe and

the cosmic microwave background (CMB) anisotropies

(Riess et al. 1998; Amanullah et al. 2010; Betoule et al.

2014; Scolnic et al. 2018; Conley et al. 2010; Aghanim

et al. 2020; Hu & Dodelson 2002; Spergel et al. 2003;

Ade et al. 2016; Aghanim et al. 2016), the origin and

nature of dark energy are still unclear.

The research methods of dark energy include two

kinds. One is to try to explain the physical origin of

its density and pressure by constraining dark energy

physical models (Peebles & Ratra 2003; Ratra & Pee-

bles 1988; Li 2004; Maziashvili 2007; Amendola 2000).

Understanding the physical nature of dark energy is very

important for our universe. Whether or not the dark en-

ergy is composed of Fermion pairs in a vacuum or Boson
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Figure 2. The distance modulus of galaxies with z < 4, z > 5 , and MUV ≤ −19, MUV > −19 from a fit of Equation (4) when
assuming ΛCDM cosmology. The blue line shows a flat ΛCDM model fit with Ωm = 0.3. The lower panel shows the residuals
of the distance modulus at different redshifts
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pairs. The order of magnitude for the strength of dark

energy is far smaller than that the elementary particles

needed when they were created in the very early Uni-

verse. Another way is to investigate whether the density

of dark energy changes over time, which can be checked

by reconstructing the dark energy equation of state w(z)

(Linder 2003; Maor et al. 2002), this is independent of

physical models. High redshift observational data can

better solve these problems.

The reconstruction methods of the equation of state

for dark energy can be classed into parametric and non-

parametric methods (Huterer & Starkman 2003; Clark-

son & Zunckel 2010; Holsclaw et al. 2010; Seikel et al.

2012; Shafieloo et al. 2012; Crittenden et al. 2012). We

apply the distance modulus of galaxies and SNla to re-

construct w(z) by parametric method, which can be

used for testing the property of dark energy.

SNla Pantheon sample is a combination of data

sources of the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS), the Pan-

STARRS1 (PS1), SNLS, and various low-z and Hubble

Space Telescope samples. There are 335 SNIa presented

by SDSS (Betoule et al. 2014; Gunn et al. 2006, 1998;

Sako et al. 2007, 2018), and PS1 provided 279 SNla

(Scolnic et al. 2018). The rest of the Pantheon sample

are from the CfA1− 4, CSP, and Hubble Space Tele-

scope (HST) SN surveys (Amanullah et al. 2010; Conley

et al. 2010). This joint sample of 1048 SNIa is called the

Pantheon sample.

The integral formula of DL − z relation in near flat

space is given by

DL = 1+z
H0

∫ z

0
dz′[Ωm(1 + z′)

3

+ΩR(1 + z′)4 +Ω
(0)
DEe

∫ z′
0

1+w(z
′′

)

1+z
′′ dz

′′

]−1/2

(8)

where ΩR is radiation density. Ω
(0)
DE is the present dark

energy density and satisfies Ω
(0)
DE = 1−Ωm when ignor-

ing ΩR (Komatsu et al. 2011; Aghanim et al. 2020), w(z)

is dark energy equation of state. We choose w0waCDM

model and the parametric form is

w(z) = w0 + wa
z

1 + z
. (9)

Therefore dark energy density can be written as

ΩDE(z) = Ω
(0)
DE(1 + z)3(1+w0+wa) exp[−3waz/(1 + z)].

(10)

We fit w0waCDM model parameters to Galaxies and

SNla by minimizing χ2
Total, the χ2

Total is

χ2
Total = χ2

Galaxies + χ2
SN , (11)

where χ2 can be expressed as

χ2 = ∆µTC−1
µob

∆µ, (12)

where ∆µ = µ−µth. Cµ is the covariance matrix of the

distance modulus µ.

We adopt equation (11) to constrain model parame-

ters, and fit results are illustrated in table 3, w0waCDM

has better goodness of fit than ΛCDM , and ∆χ2
Total is

improved by −6.2, it implies ΛCDM model is in ten-

sion with High-redshift galaxies at ∼ 2σ, which is con-

sistent with the results from the distance measurement

using the X-ray luminosity relation of quasars (Huang

& Chang 2022; Huang et al. 2024). Meanwhile fig 3

shows 68% and 95% contours for w0 and wa from a

fit of w0waCDM model to a combination of SNla and

galaxies.

Figure 3. 68% and 95% contours for w0 and wa from a
fit of the w0waCDM model to a combination of SNla and
galaxies. The + dot in the responding color represents the
best fitting values for w0, wa.

5. SUMMARY

The investigation of the correlation for the star for-

mation rate and stellar mass could make us understand

more of the formation and evolution for galaxies. We

obtain a sample of 392 galaxies from JWST by combin-

ing Li et al. (2023) and Morishita et al. (2024). Firstly,

we apply parametric methods to check the SFR − M∗
relation, and get the slope γ > 0.15, which implies that

the SFR of galaxies is correlated with stellar mass M∗.

We also test whether there is a dependency upon the

redshift by residual analysis, the data suggest that the

slope γ depends on redshift.

Secondly, in order to avoid the absolute UV magnitude

and redshift dependence for the slope γ, we divide the

galaxies sample into discrete redshift bins, and fit the

model to segmented data. The statistical results show

that the slope γ and −2In Lmax/N from equation (5) for

galaxies with z < 4 and z > 4 have obvious differences,



7

which indicates there is an obvious redshift dependence

for SFR ∝ (M∗/M⊙)
γ .

Finally, we obtain the luminosity distance of 392

galaxies from a fit of the star formation rate and stel-

lar mass relation SFR ∝ (M∗/M⊙)
γ when assuming

ΛCDM cosmology, and use a joint of SNla and galaxies

sample to reconstruct the dark energy equation of state

w(z) by parametric method and test the nature of dark

energy. The data suggests w0waCDM model is superior

to cosmological constant ΛCDM model at ∼ 2σ.

In the future, we will select more high redshift galax-

ies sample from the JWST NIRCam and NIRISS Ex-

tragalactic Fields, and hope to obtain galaxies at z > 7

with the Hα or Hβ emission line and the continuum

luminosity from future JWST MIRI. The high redshift

observational data can be better used to reconstruct the

equation of state and test the properties of dark energy,

which involves whether or not the universe will keep ex-

panding.
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