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ABSTRACT

Low-mass galaxies are the building blocks of massive galaxies in the framework of hierarchical struc-
ture formation. To enable detailed studies of galactic ecosystems in dwarf galaxies by spatially resolving
different galactic components, we have carried out the Dwarf Galaxy Integral-field Survey (DGIS). This
survey aims to acquire observations with spatial resolutions as high as 10 to 100 pc while maintaining
reasonably high signal-to-noise ratios with VLT/MUSE and ANU-2.3m/WiFeS. The whole sample will
be composed of 65 dwarf galaxies with M, < 10° Mg, selected from the Spitzer Local Volume Legacy
Survey. The overall scientific goals include studying baryonic cycles in dwarf galaxies, searching for
off-nuclear (intermediate)-massive black holes, and quantifying the inner density profiles of dark mat-
ter. In this work, we describe the sample selection, data reduction, and high-level data products. By
integrating the spectra over the field of view for each galaxy, we obtained the integrated gas-phase
metallicity and discussed its dependence on stellar mass and SFR. We find that the overall relation
between metallicity and stellar mass of our DGIS nearly follows the extrapolation from the higher mass
end. Its dispersion does not decrease by invoking the dependence on SFR.

Keywords: surveys — galaxies: dwarf(65) — galaxies: fundamental parameters — methods: data

analysis — ISM: abundances

1. INTRODUCTION

Low-mass galaxies are the building blocks of massive
galaxies within the framework of hierarchical structure
formation theory (Wise et al. 2012; Stierwalt et al. 2017)
and exhibit a wide diversity of physical properties (Tol-
stoy et al. 2009; Henkel et al. 2022). Compared to spi-
ral galaxies, dwarf galaxies have lower stellar masses,
lower star formation rates (SFR), episodic star forma-
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tion histories (SFH) (Tolstoy et al. 2009), thicker disks
or rounder morphologies (Roychowdhury et al. 2010;
Poulain et al. 2021), and contain less dust and molecular
gas (Rosenberg et al. 2008; Shi et al. 2016). Addition-
ally, star-forming dwarf galaxies have lower gas-phase
metallicities and higher ionization states, which are sim-
ilar to those observed in high-redshift galaxies (Motino
Flores et al. 2021; Espinosa-Ponce et al. 2022; Nakajima
et al. 2022; Henkel et al. 2022; Schaerer et al. 2022).
Dwarf galaxies offer crucial laboratories to test theo-
ries of galaxy formation and evolution in many aspects.
They deviate from the classical Kennicutt—Schmidt
(KS) law (Kennicutt 1998), leading to the promotion
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of the search for a more universal star formation law
(Shi et al. 2018; Du et al. 2023); some of them har-
bor intermediate-mass black holes (IMBH) (Reines et al.
2013; Mezcua et al. 2018), providing insights into the
formation mechanisms of supermassive black hole seeds
(Greene et al. 2020, and references therein); because of
low gravitational potential, feedback from star forma-
tion and active galactic nuclei (AGN) can have more
pronounced impact on the ISM and circumgalactic me-
dia (CGM) (e.g., Mashchenko et al. 2008; Sharda et al.
2023; Zheng et al. 2023). The above global properties
and related studies have been primarily based on nu-
merous imaging (e.g., York et al. 2000; James et al.
2004; Martin et al. 2005; Skrutskie et al. 2006; Keller
et al. 2007; Dale et al. 2009; Kaiser et al. 2010; Fer-
rarese et al. 2012; Bennet et al. 2017; Geha et al. 2017;
Dey et al. 2019; Habas et al. 2020; Ferrarese et al. 2020;
Kojima et al. 2020; Poulain et al. 2021; Drlica-Wagner
et al. 2021; Davis et al. 2021; Carlsten et al. 2022) and
single-fiber /long-slit observations (e.g., York et al. 2000;
Liske et al. 2015; Geha et al. 2017; Kojima et al. 2020).
As a result, these studies have primarily focused on
the global properties of dwarf galaxies, with limited at-
tention given to their local properties. Spatially resolved
spectroscopic studies can, for example, help us explore
the link between the different galactic components, the
growth of black holes, the effects of AGN feedback and
the modes of stellar feedback, environmental impacts
including gas accretion and gas stripping, and local re-
lations like the mass-metallicity relation (MZR) and its
dependence on SFR, among others (Sanchez 2020).
The development of Integral Field Spectroscopy (IFS)
has significantly enhanced our understanding of the in-
ternal physical mechanisms of galaxies (see the review,
Sénchez 2020). Among the large legacy programs, Cano-
Diaz et al. (2022) provided the largest homogeneous
dwarf galaxy sample (136) from the SDSS-IV Mapping
Nearby Galaxy at APO (MaNGA, Bundy et al. 2015),
with stellar mass ranging from 107 Mg to 10° Mg,
distance from 0.9 to 143 Mpc, and spatial resolution
of hundreds to thousands of parsecs; the Sydney-AAO
Multi-object Integral-field spectrograph (SAMI, Croom
et al. 2012) covers a wide range of stellar mass be-
tween 107 ~ 1012 M, with a seeing of about 2.1”; the
Calar Alto Legacy Integral Field Area survey (CALIFA,
Sénchez et al. 2012) includes galaxies with Mp down
to —18 mag in the nearby universe, with a Point Spread
Function (PSF) of around 2.5”; The AMUSING++ sur-
vey (Lépez-Cobé et al. 2020) is mainly from the All-
weather MUse Supernova Integral-field of Nearby Galax-
ies (AMUSING, Galbany et al. 2016) survey, and also in-
cludes several smaller MUSE-based IFU surveys. It also

contains low-mass galaxies with stellar masses down to
108 M, and a PSF ranging from 0.6” to 1.4”. Recently,
more IFS observations have been carried out for dwarf
galaxies with deeper exposure and higher spatial reso-
lution. For instance, Cairds et al. (2010, 2015) used the
Potsdam Multi-Aperture Spectrophotometer (PMAS)
and the Visible Multi-Object Spectrograph (VIMOS)
to observe Blue Compact Galaxies (BCG), which are
a type of low-metallicity, low-luminosity galaxies and
have violent star formation; their final sample comprises
roughly 40 objects (Cairés & Gonzalez-Pérez 2017).
The H1 Kilofibre-Optical-A AT-Lenslet-Array (KOALA)
IFS Dwarf Galaxy Survey (HIKIDS) conducted opti-
cal integral observations of about 100 nearby gas-rich
dwarf galaxies that already had interferometric Hi data
(Lopez-Sanchez 2020). The DWarf galaxies Archival Lo-
cal survey for Interstellar medium investigation (DWA-
LINE, Marasco et al. 2023) survey used the Euro-
pean Southern Observatory (ESO) Very Large Telescope
(VLT) for 19 nearby starburst dwarf galaxies. Heesters
et al. (2023) used the VLT to observe 56 dwarf galaxies
beyond the Local Volume as a follow-up observation to
the MATLAS (Mass Assembly of early Type galL Axies
with their fine Structures, Habas et al. 2020) photomet-
ric surveys. Additionally, there have been many IFS ob-
servations targeting specific objects (e.g., Monreal-Tbero
et al. 2012; Kumari et al. 2017, 2018; Kashiwagi et al.
2021; Hauschild Roier et al. 2022; del Valle-Espinosa
et al. 2023).

However, these existing studies generally lack expo-
sure depth and physical spatial resolution, which ham-
pers detailed studies of local galaxy properties in a
statistically meaningful manner. For this purpose, we
have carried out the Dwarf Galaxies Integral-field Sur-
vey (DGIS)! that contains all dwarf galaxies (10° Mg, <
M, < 10°Mg) in the southern hemisphere of the Spitzer
Local Volume Legacy Survey (LVL, Dale et al. 2009).
The Spitzer LVL project targeted all known galaxies in
the Local Group and far-UV-flux-limited galaxies within
the Local Volumes (Dale et al. 2009). Statistical tests
and comparisons with blind all-sky HI surveys indicate
a sample completeness of > 95% (Lee et al. 2009). Two
IFS instruments are applied to obtain their spatially re-
solved spectra. They are the Multi Unit Spectroscopic
Explorer (MUSE) of the VLT, which has a large field-
of-view (FOV) of 1 square arcminutes and a high spa-
tial resolution of around 0.8” (Bacon et al. 2010), and
the Wide Field Spectrograph (WiFeS) on the Australian
2.3 m telescope (ANU-2.3m), which covers a full opti-
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cal wavelength range from 3290 A to 9120 A with a high
spectral resolution of 7000 (Dopita et al. 2007, 2010).
We achieved deep exposures for each source to achieve
a high signal-to-noise ratio (S/N). As shown in Fig. 1,
we compare DGIS with existing IF'S surveys in terms of
stellar mass coverage, spatial resolution, spectral resolu-
tion at around 6563 A, exposure depth, and the number
of galaxies with stellar masses less than 10° M), includ-
ing well-known surveys like MaNGA, SAMI, and CAL-
IFA. As shown in the figure, DGIS significantly advances
dwarf galaxy surveys with its high spatial resolution and
deep exposure, while maintaining a competitive sample
size.

The structure of this paper is as follows: in §2, we
introduce the sample selection and provide an overview
of DGIS; in §3, we present the overall scientific goals of
the DGIS program; in §4, we show the settings of ob-
servation; in §5, we introduce the datacube reduction
process; in §6, we describe the generation of high-level
data products; in §7, we list the collection and mea-
surement of global properties; in §8, we make the in-
tegrated MZR as well as the metallicity fundamental
relation (FMR) based on stacked spectra; in §9, we give
the summary and conclusions. In this work, we adopt
a standard ACDM cosmology, assuming the Q4 = 0.7,
Q= 0.3, and Hy = 73kms~! Mpc™!, and solar metal-
licity from Asplund et al. (2009).

2. SAMPLE DESCRIPTION

The sample in DGIS is representative by including
all objects in the Spitzer LVL program with declina-
tion (DEC) < 20°, stellar mass < 10° M, and distance
< 11 Mpc, based on the properties provided in Table 1
of Dale et al. (2009). The final sample is composed of
65 objects, with the Small Magellanic Cloud (SMC) ex-
cluded. Their celestial distribution is shown in Fig. 2.

Their basic properties are summarized and presented
in Table 1, sorted by their right ascension (RA). For a
detailed description, see §7. The sample covers a dis-
tance ranging from 0.44 to 11.4 Mpc, except for two
objects located largely beyond 11 Mpec, according to
the updated distance data from NED. As shown in the
Fig. 3, the stellar masses range from 10° M, to 10° Mg,
with 60% of the sample falling within the 108 ~ 10° Mg,
range. The sample includes all Hubble types, with a
majority of them being dwarf irregulars.

3. OVERALL SCIENTIFIC GOALS

The DGIS aims to study dwarf galaxies in detail
through its high spatial resolution and high S/N data.
Its overall science goals are composed of three parts:

(1) Baryonic cycles in dwarf galaxies: Cycles
between different baryonic components are the driving
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mechanisms for galaxy formation and evolution: gas col-
lapses into stars, causing star formation processes; stars
pollute the ISM by producing metals; the mix of met-
als and dust with gas regulates cooling efficiency; the
CGM freshes the gas reservoir and dilutes the metallic-
ity in galaxies; outflows/radiation from stars and cen-
tral massive black holes influence the ISM and CGM in
various aspects; radial migration and interaction with
satellites reshape the morphologies and kinematics of
gas and stars (see reviews, Tumlinson et al. 2017; Péroux
& Howk 2020). These processes have been extensively
studied in massive galaxies, demonstrating that a galaxy
is a complicated ecosystem that can only be fully un-
derstood by studying all these processes.(e.g., Tacconi
et al. 2013; Ford et al. 2016; Kreckel et al. 2019; Gi-
nolfi et al. 2020; Donahue & Voit 2022; Tortora et al.
2022). DGIS will advance studies of dwarf galaxies by
enabling measurements of various galactic components,
as well as their spatial distribution and kinematics, by
combining with its rich ancillary data. Combined with
IFU data for massive galaxies available in the literature,
DGIS will enable a more complete understanding of the
physical processes driving galaxy formation and evolu-
tion across a wide stellar mass scale from 10° to 10!
M@.

(2) Intermediate massive black holes in dwarf
galaxies: Massive black holes born in the early Universe
left relics in dwarf galaxies today. Instead of sinking to
the galactic center, they could exist across the galaxy
given their long dynamical timescale. The population of
these IMBHs and their physical properties offer crucial
insights into the formation mechanisms of SMBH seeds
and their growth (Latif & Ferrara 2016; Reines 2022; Di
Matteo et al. 2023). Hunting for these IMBHs has been
extremely difficult because (i) their bolometric luminos-
ity is of the same order of magnitude as that of massive
evolved stars; (ii) light pollution from ambient stellar
emission significantly dilutes the radiation from IMBHs;
(iil) searching over the galaxy body is more observation-
ally challenging than those with single-slit/fiber obser-
vations (Reines 2022). Currently, through various meth-
ods, roughly 1% of dwarf galaxies within the stellar mass
range of DGIS are found to host active BHs, with almost
all of them located at galactic centers (Greene & Ho
2007; Ho 2008; Shi et al. 2008; Reines et al. 2013). DGIS
has been designed to maximize the success of IMBH
hunting in dwarfs by covering a significant fraction of
the galaxy body (roughly to R.), providing high spatial
resolution combined with high S/N to eliminate stellar
dilution significantly, and offering multiple diagnostics
(BPT diagram, He II, broad emission line) to identify
active BH accretion.



I.D. Target RA DEC LogM« D redshift T b/a PA i Re n LogSFR(UV)
(J2000) (J2000) (Mg)  (Mpe) (deg) (deg) " (Mg yr— 1y
1) (2) (3) 4) (5) (6) (7) (8 (9) (@0 (A1) a2) (13) (14)
1 WLM 00:01:58.16 -15:27:39.3  7.42 0.92  -0.0004 10 0.51 0 62  207.16 4+ 55.22 1.55 + 0.30 -2.47 + 0.05
2 NGC0059 00:15:25.13 -21:26:39.8  8.52 5.30  0.0013 -3 0.70 302 47 28.71 £ 0.58 1.63 £ 0.05 -2.15 + 0.06
3 ESO410-G005  00:15:31.56 -32:10:47.8  7.14 1.90 0.0005 -1 0.74 308 46 38.76 + 1.84 0.86 &+ 0.06 -4.04 + 0.11
4 ES0294-G010  00:26:33.37 -41:51:19.1  6.79 1.90  0.0004 -3 0.62 0 54 36.61 + 3.83 1.78 & 0.16 -3.94 + 0.12
5 1C1574 00:43:03.82 -22:14:48.8  7.70 492  0.0012 10 0.61 0 53 41.09 + 3.05 1.14 + 0.13 -2.52 £ 0.05
6 ESO540-G030 .96 -18:04:31.5  6.95 3.40  0.0007 -1 0.88 0 30  84.00 + 37.58 1.00 + 0.38 -3.94 + 0.15
7 UGCAO015 .20 -21:00:54.0  6.92 3.34  0.0010 10 0.52 28 65 25.27 £ 1.06  0.47 £+ 0.10 -2.95 + 0.06
8 ESO540-G032 .32 -19:54:24.2  6.78 3.40  0.0008 -3 0.91 0 25 36.40 + 4.70  0.77 £+ 0.14 -4.04 + 0.10
9 UGC00668 01:04:47.79 +02:07:04.0  7.26 0.65 -0.0008 10 0.80 60 38 155.84 4 8.97 0.47 & 0.13 -2.35 + 0.05
10 UGC00685 01:07:22.44 +16:41:04.4  7.95 4.70  0.0005 9 0.82 122 35 36.52 + 2.07 1.30 + 0.12 -2.42 £ 0.05
11 UGC00695 01:07:46.44 +401:03:49.2  8.21 10.68 0.0022 6 0.84 0 32 29.01 + 3.28  1.42 4+ 0.21 -2.02 £ 0.05
12 UGC00891 .90 +12:24:43.0 839  11.10 0.0021 9 0.61 42 52 25.68 £ 1.31  1.26 &+ 0.14 -1.83 + 0.05
13 UGC01056 01:28:47.26 +16:41:17.2  8.32 10.57 0.0020 10 0.94 0 20 20.63 £ 1.51 1.34 £+ 0.19 -1.97 + 0.05
14 UGC01104 01:32:42.53 +18:19:01.6  8.21 7.50  0.0023 9 0.62 0 52 17.89 4+ 0.80 1.45 £ 0.12 -1.89 % 0.05
15 NGC0625 01:35:04.63 -41:26:10.3  8.86 4.07 0.0014 9 0.51 90 59  76.66 4+ 21.52 1.81 4+ 0.51 -1.25 + 0.05
16 UGC01176 +15:54:17.0  8.37 9.00  0.0021 10 0.83 25 33 70.46 + 10.93 0.98 + 0.18 -1.63 £ 0.12
17  ESO0245-G005 01:45:03.74 -43:35:52.9  8.18 4.43  0.0013 10 0.71 318 45 83.20 + 4.75 0.85 £+ 0.10 -1.56 + 0.05
18  ES0245-G007 01:51:06.34 -44:26:40.9  6.07 0.44 -0.0001 10 0.83 0 44 78.44 + 5.91  0.50 £ 0.11 -4.49 + 0.20
19  ESO115-G021  02:37:47.28 -61:20:12.1  8.20 4.99  0.0017 8 0.28 221 74 43.67 £ 0.89  0.69 + 0.05 -1.84 £ 0.05
20 ESO154-G023 -54:34:17.1  8.64 5.76  0.0019 8 0.51 39 59  103.33 + 16.01 1.34 4 0.24 -1.37 + 0.05
21 NGC1311 -52:11:07.9  8.39 5.45 0.0019 9 0.47 36 62 32.83 £ 1.22  1.26 £+ 0.10 -1.82 %+ 0.05
22 UGC02716 03:24:07.20 +17:45:12.0  8.21 6.38 0.0013 8 0.71 90 45 42.36 + 3.48  1.47 4+ 0.13 -2.15 + 0.06
23 1C1959 -50:24:51.3  8.39 6.06  0.0021 9 0.45 330 63 24.95 £ 0.94 1.24 £+ 0.10 -1.55 + 0.05
24 NGC1510 -43:24:00.4  8.77  10.08 0.0030 -2 0.97 0 15 18.28 4+ 1.28  2.13 + 0.14 -1.17 4 0.05
25 NGC1522 -52:40:06.3  8.53 9.54  0.0030 11 0.66 37 49 18.09 + 1.69 1.85 4 0.21 -1.30 + 0.05
26 ESO483-G013  04:12:41.12 -23:09:32.0  8.81 10.68  0.0027 -3 0.72 322 46 26.32 £ 2.30 2.03 £+ 0.18 -1.53 + 0.06
27  ESO158-G003 -57:20:37.6  8.76  10.20 0.0040 9 0.86 0 30 30.01 + 1.72  0.98 £+ 0.15 -1.50 + 0.05
28 ESO119-G016 -61:39:03.4  8.40  10.08 0.0032 10 0.52 26 58  53.61 4 10.88 1.24 4 0.28 -1.79 + 0.07
29 NGC1705 -53:21:39.8  8.39 5.10  0.0021 11 0.72 220 44 19.15 £ 0.38  2.08 + 0.04 -1.31 £ 0.05
30  ES0486-G021 -25:25:22.5  8.26 9.11  0.0029 2 0.86 90 30 14.42 + 1.10  1.32 £ 0.20 -1.59 % 0.05
31 NGC1800 -31:57:15.2  8.88 8.44  0.0027 9 0.71 107 44 22.45 £ 1.00 1.63 £+ 0.11 -1.32 + 0.05
32 UGCA106 -32:58:21.4 896  10.01 0.0031 9 0.76 14 40 64.97 £ 2.02 0.86 &+ 0.07 -0.98 + 0.05
33  CGCGO035-007 09:34:44.72 +06:25:31.8  7.60 4.92  0.0018 5 0.76 63 41 17.38 £ 1.41  1.69 #+ 0.19 -2.77 £ 0.05
34 1C0559 .89 +09:36:54.0 7.84  10.00 0.0018 5 0.92 63 23 25.37 £ 1.64 1.49 £ 0.14 -2.56 £ 0.05
35 UGC05288 .00 +07:49:39.0 8.14  11.40 0.0019 8 0.86 331 30 26.71 £ 1.71  1.56 + 0.15 -1.98 =+ 0.05
36 UGC05373 .10 405:19:56.0  7.56 1.44  0.0010 10 0.80 90 37 93.69 + 8.07 0.86 &+ 0.12 -2.54 + 0.06
37 UGCA193 .00 -06:00:49.0  8.28 9.70  0.0022 7 0.24 14 77 27.18 +£ 1.85 1.44 4+ 0.15 -1.93 + 0.05
38 NGC3109 .88  -26:09:34.5  8.28 1.34  0.0013 9 0.22 91 78 132,72 £ 16.78 0.91 £ 0.20 -1.70 % 0.19
39 AM1001-270  10:04:04.10 -27:19:51.6  6.29 1.30  0.0012 10 0.57 319 78 58.73 £ 24.66 0.95 + 0.40 -3.63 £ 0.50
40 UGC05456 10:07:19.64 410:21:42.5 7.83  10.50 0.0018 5 0.75 322 41 24.11 + 1.04 1.09 #+ 0.12 -2.11 =+ 0.05
41 SextansA 10:11:00.80 -04:41:34.0  7.35 1.46  0.0011 10 0.77 35 40 81.52 £ 7.15 0.42 £+ 0.21 -2.18 + 0.05
42 UGC05797 10:39:25.18 +01:43:06.8  8.03  10.40 0.0024 10 0.98 0 11 32.70 £ 4.02 1.70 & 0.22 -2.43 + 0.05
43 UGC05889 10:47:22.30 +14:04:10.0  8.61 7.73  0.0019 9 0.94 0 19 42.19 + 1.75  1.06 + 0.10 -1.93 £ 0.05
44 UGC05923 10:49:07.57 406:55:02.2  8.24 7.33  0.0024 0 0.62 353 52 8.80 £ 0.24  1.43 £ 0.07 -2.41 + 0.05
45 UGC06457 11:27:12.25  -00:59:40.7  8.31 10.53 0.0032 10 0.74 19 42 29.94 £ 2.07 1.60 £ 0.12 -1.91 %+ 0.06
46  ESO321-G014 12:13:49.62 -38:13:52.9  7.26 3.20 0.0020 10 0.61 22 54 34.58 £ 2.33  1.02 £+ 0.13 -2.97 + 0.15
a7 1SZ399 12:19:59.51 -17:23:31.0  8.81 15.94  0.0045 11 0.77 314 39 9.26 £ 0.72  2.16 + 0.18 -
48 UGC08091 12:58:40.44 +14:13:03.0  6.69 2.13  0.0007 10 0.74 32 48 62.47 + 17.65 2.17 + 0.29 -2.83 % 0.05
49 UGCA319 13:02:14.39  -17:14:15.1  8.03 5.70  0.0025 9 0.69 24 46 26.79 £ 0.85 0.96 £ 0.06 -2.12 £ 0.05
50 UGCA320 13:03:16.74 -17:25:22.9  8.52 6.03  0.0025 9 0.33 114 71 50.34 + 3.67 1.21 £+ 0.19 -1.24 + 0.09
51 MCG-03-34-002 13:07:56.65 -16:41:20.9  8.41 7.90  0.0031 4 0.62 320 52 18.12 4+ 1.12  1.89 + 0.12 -1.79 + 0.05
52 1C4247 13:26:44.43 -30:21:44.7  7.74 4.97  0.0014 2 0.60 333 53 19.60 4+ 0.45 1.07 + 0.06 -2.38 & 0.05
53  ESO444-G084  13:37:19.99 -28:02:42.0  7.40 4.61  0.0020 10 0.70 310 a7 31.77 £ 2.04 0.85 £ 0.10 -2.47 £ 0.07
54 NGC5253 -31:38:24.4  8.94 3.15  0.0013 11 0.76 44 40 34.98 + 0.72  2.28 4+ 0.04 -0.60 =+ 0.05
55 NGC5264 13:41:36.68 -29:54:47.1  8.58 4.53  0.0016 9 0.84 66 32 52.43 + 2.08 1.08 £+ 0.09 -1.98 + 0.05
56 KKHO086 13:54:33.55 404:14:34.8  6.49 2.60 0.0010 10 0.63 0 61 20.52 + 4.37 1.0l £+ 0.24 -4.24 + 0.16
57 1C4951 20:09:31.77 -61:51:01.7  8.49 9.57  0.0026 8 0.41 355 66 31.24 + 3.15 1.64 + 0.19 -1.53 £ 0.05
58 DDO210 -12:50:52.5  5.97 0.94  -0.0005 10 0.48 103 90  80.00 + 42.20 1.64 + 0.46 -3.96 + 0.05
59 NGC7064 21:29:02.98 -52:46:03.4  8.91 9.69  0.0027 5 0.32 90 71 31.46 + 3.48 1.31 £ 0.23 -1.05 £ 0.05
60 1C5256 22:49:45.81 -68:41:26.4  8.52  49.88 0.0127 8 0.61 22 52 10.46 + 0.67 1.59 + 0.16 -1.84 % 0.05
61 UGCA438 23:26:27.52 -32:23:19.5  7.20 2.22  0.0002 10 0.86 0 31 33.50 + 4.01  0.98 + 0.32 -2.72 + 0.05
62  ESO347-G017 -37:20:48.9  8.43 9.63 0.0023 9 0.61 90 52 32.86 + 2.12  1.31 + 0.15 -1.68 £ 0.05
63 UGC12613 23:28:36.25 +14:44:34.5  7.05 0.98 -0.0006 10 0.58 113 58 88.06 £ 2.59  0.31 £ 0.07 -3.83 £ 0.06
64 UGCA442 23:43:45.55 -31:57:24.4  7.86 4.27  0.0009 9 0.48 43 62 54.98 £ 7.01  1.26 £ 0.18 -2.07 £ 0.05
65  ESO149-G003  23:52:02.80 -52:34:39.8  7.71 7.01  0.0020 10 0.40 332 68 50.99 + 14.77 1.84 4+ 0.40 -2.07 + 0.05

Table 1. (1) The index of sample, ranged by RA; (2) the names of targets; (3) ~ (4) right ascension and declination of galaxies
from Dale et al. (2009); (5) stellar mass; (6) distance; (7) spectroscopic redshift; (8) ~ (10) hubble type, major-to-minor axis
ratio and position angle taken from Dale et al. (2009); (11) inclination angles; (12) ~ (13) half-light radius and Sérsic index;
(14) GALEX UV-based SFR.
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Figure 1. Coverage of spatial resolutions and stellar masses for different IF'S surveys. The color bar is the averaged exposure
time normalized to the 8m telescope (Texp = texp/ (i—z), where A is the diameter of telescopes). The names of surveys,
the corresponding number of galaxies with stellar mass less than 10° Mg, and the spectral resolution around 6563 A are
labeled near the rectangles and colored the same colors. DGIS survey in this work is divided to two sample based on different
IF'S spectrographs. SAMI (Sydney-AAO Multi-object Integral-field spectrograph, Croom et al. (2012)); CALIFA (Calar Alto
Legacy Integral Field Area, Sdnchez et al. (2012)); AMUSING++ (Lépez-Cobd et al. 2020); SAMI-Fornax (Scott et al. 2020);
MaNDala (MaNGA Dwarf galaxy, Cano-Diaz et al. (2022)); MATLAS (Mass Assembly of early Type gal.Axies with 124 their
fine Structures, Heesters et al. (2023)), HI-KIDS(HI Kilofibre-Optical-AAT- 113 Lenslet-Array (KOALA) IFS Dwarf Galaxy
Survey, Lopez-Sanchez (2020)).
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Figure 3. left: M, versus SFR for the Local Volume Legacy survey (LVL, grey filled dots) and DGIS (tomato); middle:
histograms of Hubble Type for LVL (faint grey) and DGIS (tomato); right: number distribution of metallicity (124log(O/H))
for LVL (faint grey) and DGIS (tomato). The data with grey and tomato colors are all adopted from Dale et al. (2009), except

for the the metallicity are collected from Cook et al. (2014).

(3) The inner density profile of dark matter:
While the ACDM has achieved tremendous success in
matching the observations at the large scale of the Uni-
verse, there are distinct differences at small scales. The
inner profile of dark matter is one of them, with core
profiles preferred in observations versus cuspy profiles
predicted in simulations. Because dwarf galaxies are
dominated by dark matter even at their centers, they
have been ideal laboratories for understanding the above
core/cuspy problem Adams et al. (2014); Oh et al.
(2015); Karukes & Salucci (2017). To have a reliable
measurement of the inner profile, one needs to probe
the kinematics within the central 100 pc, which requires
a spatial resolution as small as tens of parsec. As shown
in the collections of rotation curves of dwarf galaxies
by Karukes & Salucci (2017), only a few objects have
kinematic measurements within the central 100 pc. Our

proposed observations will remedy this situation by in-
creasing the sample size by a few factors.

4. OBSERVATIONS

Observations of the DGIS sample started in Septem-
ber 2019. They were carried out with two facilities: 70%
with VLT /MUSE and the remaining with WiFeS on the
ANU-2.3m telescope (PI: Y. Shi, Co-PI: F. Bian). The
configurations are listed in Table 2.

4.1. WiFeS Observations

WiFeS is an integral field, double-beam, concentric,
image-slicing spectrograph mounted on the 2.3 m tele-
scope at Siding Spring Observatory (SSO). The high-
resolution grisms, including U7000, B7000, R7000, and
17000, are employed to cover the full optical wavelength
range from 329 to 912 nm, with a resolution of about



Table 2. The basic information of the DGIS project.

Properties WiFeS MUSE

Number of Galaxies 15* (20 in total) 40* (45 in total)
Wavelength Range 3500 - 9000 A* 4650 - 9300 A
Wavelength Resolution 7000 2000-3000
On-source Time ~ 3-13 hrs' ~ 0.6-4 hrst
FOV 25" x 38" 60" x 60"
Median Seeing 1.5" 0.8"

*The number of objects whose observations have been carried out.
*The edge wavelengths are thrown away during data processing.
TThe total exposure time on target including both blue- and red-end exposures.
#The total exposure time on target including multiple pointings.

7000. It provides 25 slitlets, each 38" long and 1” wide,
offering a FOV of 25" x 38” and a pixel scale of 1”7 x
0.5"” (see Dopita et al. 2007, 2010, for details).

Each source is observed with a single pointing. Each
exposure lasts 20 to 30 minutes, followed by an off-target
sky exposure of 5 to 10 minutes. A standard star is ob-
served every 1 to 2 hours. Only exposures taken under
clear weather conditions are included in the final data
products. The final integrated on-source exposure time
per spatial pixel per wavelength grid is between 2 and 7
hrs, as listed in Table 3. Among them, the U7000 and
R7000 are observed simultaneously with the configura-
tion of RT480, and the B7000 and 17000 are observed
simultaneously with the RT615. Spatial binning of 1 x 2
is applied to a final pixel scale of 17 x 1”.

WiFeS observations are 80% complete. The basic in-
formation of the observations are listed in Table 2.

4.2. MUSE Observations

MUSE is a second-generation instrument of the VLT.
It has 24 integral field units (IFU). In Wide Field Mode
(WFM)-NOAO-E mode, it covers the optical wavelength
range from 465 to 930 nm with a spectral resolution of
2800 at 6563 A, a FOV of 60”x60”, and a pixel size of
0.2” x 0.2” (see Bacon et al. 2010, for details). The final
datacube has a binned spaxel size of 0.4” x 0.4” and an
average seeing of around 0.8".

Most sources have a single pointing, except for WLM
with 4 pointings, UGC00668 with 9 pointings, and
UGC12613 with 3 pointings. The total on-source expo-
sure time per spaxel for most sources ranges from 2200
to 4800 seconds, as listed in Table 3. This time is di-
vided into several exposures, each lasting between 5 and
20 minutes, followed by an off-target sky exposure of
around 1 to 2 minutes.

So far, MUSE observations are 88% complete, with
40/45 galaxies observed. The basic information about
these observations are also listed in Table 2.

5. DATA REDUCTION
5.1. WiFeS data reduction

The observed single frame datacubes were generated
and pre-processed using the PYTHON package pyWiFeS
(Childress et al. 2014). This process includes cosmic
ray removal, wavelength calibration, telluric correction,
atmospheric extinction correction, and flux calibration
using standard stars. The reduced individual exposure
frames were further post-processed to produce the final
mosaic data cubes, as described below.

(1) The barycentric correction was done for the
wavelength solution of each exposure frame through
astropy.AP. We then visually checked the relative wave-
length calibration among frames through strong skylines
and galaxy emission lines.

(2) We checked whether the WiFeS pipeline produced
the correct variance array by checking the sky exposures,
where the pipeline-produced errors should be equal to
the standard deviations of their fluxes over the FOV at
each wavelength. The ratio of the two was found to be
around unity with a scatter of about 20%.

(3) For each target frame, the sky frame observed right
before or after the target was used for sky subtraction.
At each wavelength, the mean sky was estimated from
the sky frame through the PYTHON code mmm.mmm and
then was subtracted from the target frame. The error of
the mean sky was then added quadratically to the error
array of the target. We further masked the wavelength
regions of strong skylines by identifying wavelength grids
that were 10-0 above the sky continuum in the sky dat-
acubes. In practice, the mask was done by multiplying
the variance at these wavelengths with -1.

(4) For a given grism, the sky-subtracted target frames
obtained at different epochs were first reprojected to a
common wavelength grid in a flux-conserving manner.
The mean of these frames was then adopted as the final
combined spectrum for this grism.



(5) To combine different grisms, a wavelength grid
that starts at 3500 A and ends at 9000 A with a constant
interval in logarithm of 1/7000/2/In(10) was created.
All grisms were then projected onto this wavelength grid
with flux conservation. U7000 and I7000 were normal-
ized to B7000 and R7000, respectively. These two were
then further normalized to each other. Note that we will
further calibrate the flux based on the broad-band im-
ages so that the exact grism for the flux normalization
does not matter.

(6) For the final combined datacube, an initial world
coordinate system (WCS) was added using the input
position and PA from the observation. The datacube
was then rotated to have north up and east to the left.

(7) A synthetic broad-band image in the r band was
created from the datacube and then compared to the ob-
served broad-band image from SkyMapper (Onken et al.
2024) to further update the WCS. The final accuracy of
WCS is < 1 arcsecond, limited by the FOV or the lack
of point sources in the field.

(8) For the final flux calibration, we produced syn-
thetic v, g, r, and 7 images from the datacube and mea-
sured their synthetic photometry within large apertures.
We then compared this synthetic photometry with mea-
surements from SkyMapper broad-band images taken in
the same bands and with the same apertures. The fil-
ter curves for the four broad bands adopted cover the
spectral range of our WiFeS spectra. We fitted a dou-
ble power-law flux calibration curve to the relative flux
ratios in bands detected in the synthetic and real broad-
band images.

(9) Finally, the datacubes were corrected for the Milky
Way (MW) foreground extinction by applying the ex-
tinction curve from Cardelli et al. (1989) with R, = 3.1.
The E(B-V) were from Dale et al. (2009), which they
adopted from Schlegel et al. (1998).

5.2. MUSE data reduction

(1) The MUSE pipeline (Weilbacher et al. 2020) au-
tomatically reduces the raw data under the workflow
engine of the esoreflex environment (Freudling et al.
2013). Briefly, the pipeline corrects for bias, dark cur-
rent, flat-field, and sky-flat. It further calibrates wave-
lengths by arc lamps, flux by standard stars, geometric
and astrometric coordinates, as well as atmospheric and
telluric extinction. For each frame, a sky background is
observed for an off-target blank sky.

(2) Residual sky removal for individual frames: Our
MUSE observations were carried out under all weather
conditions. To improve the flux calibration, we carried
out further post-processing on the individual frames.

CGCGO035-007 is selected as an example, which is il-
lustrated in the Appendix. B.

Firstly, to account for possible variations in sky bright-
ness between targets and off-target sky pointings, we
used broad-band images to guide additional sky sub-
traction in the target frames. The broad-band images
were collected from the data archives of DESI (Dey
et al. 2019), Pan-STARRS (Chambers et al. 2016), or
SkyMapper (Onken et al. 2024). Given that DESI im-
ages have deep exposure, good S/N, and cover most
of our targets, flux calibration was primarily based on
DESI, then Pan-STARRS and SkyMapper. The used
reference broad-band images are listed in Table BI.
Based on the white images of each exposure produced
by the MUSE pipeline, the WCS of all frames were
matched to the r-band images by aligning (like-) point
sources, then they were reprojected to a common frame
by PYTHON package of reproject.reproject_interp.

Based on IRAC 3.6 pm images, broad r-band images,
and MUSE white images, we selected several clean back-
grounds and subtracted their median spectra from the
entire datacube. This process helps reduce residual sky
after the off-target sky subtraction performed by the
pipeline. The standard deviations of the subtracted me-
dian sky spectra were added to the errors of datacubes.
If no clean background was available within the FOV,
this step was skipped, as labeled in Table B1. For some
galaxies where diffuse optical light fills the entire FOV,
we still performed background subtraction, following the
principle of choosing the lesser of two evils.

(3) Calibration of the spectral shape of individual
frames: For each target frame, we selected an aperture
covering the main body of the target within the MUSE
FOV and used the median spectra within this aperture
as the integrated spectrum. We found that each frame
still showed discrepancies in absolute flux and, particu-
larly towards the blue end, variations in spectral shape,
as shown in Fig. B2. To correct the former, we con-
volved the integrated spectrum of each frame with the
filter curves from the DESI, Pan-STARRS, or SkyMap-
per surveys to obtain synthetic photometry. This syn-
thetic photometry was then compared to the observed
photometry from broad-band images to correct the ab-
solute flux.

To calibrate the spectral shape, we first discarded
frames with either negative fluxes over a significant por-
tion of the wavelength range or highly complex spectral
shapes. For the remaining frames, we selected the frame
with a smooth median spectrum and a synthetic broad-
band color similar to the color obtained from broad-
band imaging data as the reference. Each spectrum was
smoothed by calculating the median over wavelength



bins of 150 A. The ratio of each spectrum to the ref-
erence was fitted with a 3rd-order polynomial function.
The fitting wavelength range stopped at 8800 A to avoid
strong skylines but still covered the Cair triplet. We
visually inspected each fit, and when the fitted polyno-
mial showed distorted tails, a simple linear function was
used instead, as detailed in Table B1. Each pixel of ev-
ery frame was then scaled by the corresponding fitted
ratios, and these ratios were also applied to the errors
to maintain the S/N. Finally, we combined all frames to
produce the final datacube, weighting by exposure time.

(4) Final Flux Calibration: We produced synthetic
photometry from the final datacube and compared it
to the broad-band images within a large aperture that
covered the main body of the galaxy. The ratio between
the two was fitted with a 3rd-order polynomial function
or, if the polynomial resulted in distorted tails, a linear
function. This fitted ratio was then applied to all pixels
to achieve the final flux calibration.

(5) The datacubes were 2x2-pixel rebinned, resulting
in a final spatial sampling of 0.4” x 0.4”. This process
promotes the S/N of each single spectrum. Besides, the
wavelengths were also resampled to a constant interval
in logarithm of 1/2500/2/In(10).

(6) The WCS was corrected by comparing the position
of the brightest point source in the MUSE white image
with that in the Pan-STARRS, DESI, or SkyMapper
images, again.

(7) Finally, the MW foreground extinction was cor-
rected with Cardelli et al. (1989) extinction curve and
adopted E(B-V) from Dale et al. (2009).

5.3. Spectral Analysis of Global Spectra

In this work, we stacked all spectra with a continuum
S/N higher than 0.5 within 1 R, of each galaxy. The
determination of the R, ellipse is described in the next
section. If the FOV was smaller than 1 R., we mo-
saicked all pixels that met our S/N criteria. For WLM,
UGC00668, and UGC12613, which had multiple FOVs,
we stacked all their single-pointing datacubes into one.
For these global spectra:

(1) We used pPXF (Penalized PiXel-Fitting, Cap-
pellari 2017) code and adopted HR-PYPOPSTAR stellar
population models (Milldn-Irigoyen et al. 2021), to-
gether with gas kinematics and 3rd-order polynomial
function (degree=3, mdegree=-1), to perform the spec-
tral fitting. The HR-PYPOPSTAR library provides single
stellar populations (SSP) with a wide range of ages (0.1
Myr ~ 13.8 Gyr), four metallicity values (0.04, 0.08,
0.02, and 0.05), and four different initial mass function
(IMF) parameters, but without accounting for the o en-
hancement. Their theoretical spectra cover wavelengths

9

from 91 to 24000 A with a very high spectral resolution
(50 000 at 5000 A ). To subtract the underlying con-
tinuum and improve fitting efficiency, we used stellar
populations with a fixed metallicity of 0.008 Zg, picked
a part of stellar age, and with Chabrier IMF (Chabrier
2003). The fittings were performed up to 7500 A, and
the model spectral resolutions were scaled to match the
instruments. The spectral resolution of the model is
sufficient to match that of WiFeS.

(2) The emitting spectra were obtained by subtract-
ing the continuum fitted with pPXF. Each emission
line was fitted with a single Gaussian kernel using the
scipy.optimize.curve_fit from PYTHON. To reduce
contamination from nearby emission lines, the follow-
ing were fitted together: [O11] AA4959,5007, Ha and
[N11] AAN6548, 6583 doublet, and [Si1] AA6716,6731 dou-
blet. To promote fitting efficiency for the weak one in
doublets, the flux ratios were fixed: [O111] AA4959, 5007
to 1:3, [O1] AN6300, 6364 to 3:1, and [N11] AN6548, 6583
to 1:3. The S/N ratio was calculated as the peak of
the emission line divided by the standard deviation of
its 100 A spectral windows on either side. Flux errors
include both the uncertainties from curve_fit and the
propagation of errors from the datacube.

(3) Finally, we corrected for dust attenuation for each
emission line. We adopted the averaged Small Magel-
lanic Clouds (SMC)-bar extinction curve proposed by
Gordon et al. (2003), where R, = A,/E(B—-V) =~ 2.74,
the theoretical flux ratio of Ha-to-Hf is 2.86 for Case B
recombination, and E(B-V)gar = 0.4X E(B-V),s. The
SMC-bar extinction curve was chosen because galax-
ies with lower masses and shallower optical depths tend
to have steeper attenuation curves (Zhang et al. 2017;
Salim et al. 2018).

The stacked spectra and their errors, continuum fit-
tings, gas emission line fittings from pPXF, and 3.6 pm
images overlapped with observing pointings, FOVs, and
R, ellipses, are shown in Fig. C. For galaxies without ob-
servations, we only display their JRAC 3.6 um images,
R, ellipses, and planned pointings and FOVs.

6. HIGH-LEVEL DATA PRODUCT

We generated high-level data products for DGIS using
the Galaxy IFU Spectroscopy Tool (GIST, Bittner et al.
(2019)) 2. The PYTHON-based GIST pipeline reads IFS
datacube, performs spaxel binning using Voronoi, fits
spectra with pPXF, fits emission/absorption lines with
GandALF (Gas and Absorption Line Fitting software,
Sarzi et al. (20006)), and extracts stellar population prop-
erties and non-parametric SFH from pPXF. The pipeline

2 https://abittner.gitlab.io/thegistpipeline/documentation /
generalRemarks/generalRemarks.html


https://abittner.gitlab.io/thegistpipeline/documentation/generalRemarks/generalRemarks.html
https://abittner.gitlab.io/thegistpipeline/documentation/generalRemarks/generalRemarks.html
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provides spaxel- and/or bin-level data products, includ-
ing stellar and gas kinematics, emission and absorption
line fluxes, as well as stellar age, stellar metallicity, and
SFH. Furthermore, GIST provides an interactive visual-
ization tool Mapviewer, which facilitates the quick gen-
eration of various parameter maps and allows users to
check pixel-specific spectra and their spectral fits.

For spectral fitting, we employed the full
HR-PYPOPSTAR stellar template with Chabrier (2003)
IMF. Emission lines and skylines were masked during
the continuum fitting process. Pixels with a continuum
S/N lower than 1.5 were excluded, and an S/N of 20
was required after Voronoi binning. The pipeline was
executed at both the SPAXEL and BIN levels. An ex-
ample of the results displayed by Mapviewer is shown
in Fig. 4.

7. GLOBAL PROPERTIES

As shown in Table 1, we list the global properties of
our sample, ordered by their RA. The coordinates were
obtained from Kennicutt et al. (2008).

(1) Stellar masses (M,): They are adopted from
Cook et al. (2014). These are derived from Spitzer 3.6
pm with a mass to light ratio Y36, =0.5 Mg /Lo 3.6m
where Lg 3.6um = 1.4 x 1032 ergs™" (Oh et al. 2008).

(2) Distance (D): They are taken from Kennicutt
et al. (2008) and updated to the values measured by
the Tip of the red-giant branch (TRGB) from NED
(updated to 2020). Distances measured by the Hubble
flow and lacking additional redshift-independent mea-
surements are recalculated based on Kennicutt et al.
(2008), incorporating the updated Local Group veloc-
ity from NED and the cosmological parameters used in
this work (Hy = 73km/s/Mpc). Note that after updat-
ing distances, two objects — ISZ 399 and IC 5256 — are
largely beyond our distance criteria of 11 Mpc. Despite
this, they are still included in the analysis.

(3) Heliocentric redshifts (z): z = cz/c, where cz
are adopted from Dale et al. (2009) and updated accord-
ing to NED and pPXF fittings in this work. The c is the
speed of light.

(4) Hubble Type (T): They are collected from Dale
et al. (2009), from the HyperLeda database.

(5) Position angle (PA) and axis ratio (b/a):
They are adopted from Dale et al. (2009), whose aper-
tures include all infrared (IR) emission lines.

(6) Inclination angles (i): They are derived from

the axis ratio (Hubble 1926): cosi = %, where
qo is the intrinsic axis ratio, and ¢ = 90° if b/a < qo
(Giovanelli et al. 1994). Based on Karachentsev et al.
(2017), for T > 0, we adopt go = 5.128 —1.114log M, +
0.0612(log M., )?; for dwarf spherical galaxies with T <

0, we adopt logqgy = —0.43 — 0.053 x T from Paturel
et al. (1997).

(7) Sérsic index (n) and effective radius (R.):
They are based on Spitzer 3.6 pm broad-band images.
The post-processed 3.6 pum images from Dale et al.
(2009) have been masked for bad pixels and had the
background sky subtracted ®. According to Dale et al.
(2009), the MW foreground extinction was corrected
through the Cairds et al. (2009) extinction curve, with
R, = 3.1 and E(B — V) from Table 1 of Dale et al.
(2009). Point sources were identified using the PYTHON
package photutils, and foreground stars with a flux
ratio of f3.6.m/f1.8um > 8 were masked, as well as back-
ground extended objects with ellipticity larger than 0.5.
Multiple co-centered elliptical rings were applied to the
targets, with the position angle, axis ratios, and out-
ermost radii defined by Dale et al. (2009). Each ring
was corrected for the point-spread function (PSF) from
Eq. 2 of Dale et al. (2009). The flux within each el-
liptical ring was measured to obtain flux gradients. Fi-
nally, the flux gradients were fitted with a single Sérsic
profile:1(R) = I, exp {—bn[(l%)l/" - 1]}7 where n is the
Sérsic index, b, ~ 2n—1/3, and R, is the effective radius
containing half the light of the whole galaxy.

(8) SFR(FUV): The GALEX FUV integrated pho-
tometry are taken from Table 3 of Lee et al. (2011),
where apertures defined by Dale et al. (2009) were used
and the data were corrected for MW foreground extinc-
tion. FUV attenuation Apyyv was adopted from Cook
et al. (2014) so the dust-corrected flux density to be
calculated as f,(FUV) = 10~0-4(map—Aruv+48.6) [y
phy et al. (2011) proposed equations that transfer FUV
luminosity (Lryv) to SFR(FUV) using Kroupa initial
mass functions (IMF, Kroupa & Weidner (2003)):

_aa; Lruv
SFR(FUV) = 4.42 x 10”4 [/ 1
(FUV) = 442 x 107420 ()
where Lpyv = vL,ryy at 1539 A. The errors of

SFR(FUV) only include photometric uncertainties.

Bellowing global spectroscopic properties are based on
the associated stacked spectra and spectral fittings. We
summarized these properties in Table 3.

(9) Point-Spread Function (PSF): The full width
at half maximum (FWHM) of the MUSE V-band PSF
are given by fitting a circular Moffat profile (Moffat
1969) to a relatively isolated star in the FOV, accord-
ing to Fusco et al. (2020). For galaxies without iso-
lated stars, the median DIMM SEEING from all exposures

3 https://irsa.ipac.caltech.edu/data/SPITZER/IVL/


https://irsa.ipac.caltech.edu/data/SPITZER/LVL/
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Figure 4. Data products of CGCG035-007 in ‘BIN’ level, provided by Mapviewer.

in the observing night logs are used to represent the
PSF, as shown in Fig. Al. Since the DIMM SEEING are
measured at the zenith, thus the V-band stellar FWHM
were normalized to airmass=1, by dividing AIRMASS®/5,
according to the ESO user manual. The linear fitting
is performed by the python package of LtsFit (Cap-
pellari et al. 2013). The fitted values were multiplied
ATIRMASS?/5 to obtain their observing PSF, and the er-
rors include the standard deviation of DIMM SEEING, the
scatter of the fittings, and the ATRMASS. The sample ob-
served by MUSE has a median FWHM of around 0.8”.
For WiFeS observations, where the FOV is not large
enough to cover a star for PSF measurement, the aver-
age seeing is adopted as the PSF, with a median FWHM
of around 1.5”.

(10) SFR(Ha): The Ha-based SFR (SFR(Ha)) are
derived from Murphy et al. (2011) with Kroupa IMFs:

LHa

SFR(Ha) = 5.37 x 10~ [—5
ergs

L@
The Ly, are corrected for SMC dust attenuation as de-
scribed in 5.3, and the S/N of Ha flux should be higher
than 7. The errors of SFR(Ha) are from flux uncertain-
ties only.

(11) The gas-phase metallicity (12+log(O/H)):
The global metallicity are given by eight different cali-

brations: N2S2H« from Dopita et al. (2016) (hereafter,
D16):

12 +log(O/H) = 8.77 + y + 0.45(y + 0.3)°,
[NII]A6583 NIA6583  (3)
y = log —_—,
[ Ha

_ADOSS L 2641
STANG716,31 | 0204108

where y is in the range of [—1, 0.5]. Since this method
is built by a photoionization model, an additional error
of 0.2 dex is added apart from flux errors.

The N2 calibrators from Curti et al. (2020) by solving
the equations (hereafter C20):

[NII]\6583
Ha
N2 = —0.489 + 1.513x — 2.5542” — 5.2932% — 2.867x*,
(4)
where x = 12 + log(O/H) — 8.69. The fitted errors and
the dispersion are 0.16 dex and 0.1 dex.
Calibrations with O3N2 and N2 ratios from Marino
et al. (2013) (hereafter M13):

N2 = log

[OTIA5007 ~ Ha )

Hp3 [NIIJA6583
12 + log(O/H) = 8.533[40.012] — 0.214[+0.012] x O3N2,
(5)

O3N2 = log(



12

N2 = log

7

[NTI]A6583
H

12 + log(O/H) = 8.743[+0.027] + 0.462[+0.024] x N2,
(6)
where -1.1<0O3N2<1.7 with dispersions of 0.18 dex, and
-1.6<IN2<-0.2 with a dispersion of 0.16 dex.
Calibrations with O3N2 and N2 from Pettini & Pagel
(2004) (hereafter PP04):

12 + log(O/H) = 8.73 — 0.32 x O3N2, (7)

12+1og(O/H) = 9.37+2.03x N2+1.26 x N2% 40.32 x N23,
(8)
where -1< O3N2 <1.9 with a dispersion of 0.14 dex,
and -2.5< N2 <-0.3 with a dispersion of 0.18 dex. The
same intrinsic errors as M13 are adopted for these two
calibrations.
Calibrations with O3N2 and N2 from Pérez-Montero
& Contini (2009) (hereafter PMCOQ9), after correcting
for nitrogen abundance, are given as:

[NIT]\6564 )
[SIIJAN6717,31" (9)
log(N/O) = 1.26 x N2S2 — 0.86,

N2S2 = log(

12 + log(O/H) = 8.33 — 0.31 x O3N2 — 0.35 x log(N/O),
(10)
12+4log(O/H) = 0.78xN2—-0.56 x1og(N/O)+8.41, (11)

where N2S2 is in the range of -1 ~ 0.5 with a dispersion
of 0.31 dex, -1<O3N2<1.9 with a dispersion of 0.24 dex,
and -2.5<N2<-0.3 with a dispersion of 0.21 dex.

Each emission line used in Eq. 3~11 is corrected for
dust extinction as described in §5.3 and meets the cri-
teria of an S/N higher than 7. Line ratios exceeding the
applicable range of the relations are also excluded. The
errors include flux uncertainties, 1o scatters, and intrin-
sic errors of the relations. For our data, we note that
the errors are dominated by the systematic errors.

(12) Electron density (n.): At an electron tem-
perature of T, = 10* K, the electron density (n,) is de-
termined by the ratio R=[SI11]A\6716/[S11]A6731 (Proxauf
et al. 2014):

log(ne[em™3]) =0.0543 tan(—3.0553 R + 2.8506)
+6.98 — 10.6905R + 9.9186R* (12)
— 3.5442R3,

where n, within [40, 1000] cm~3. Each emission line has
been corrected for dust attenuation and satisfied S/N >
7.

We also list the metallicity gradients for all galaxies
with available global metallicity in Table 4.

(13) Metallicity gradient (V(O/H)): The metallic-
ity gradient up to 1 R, is determined using two methods.
The first is averaging spectra within concentric elliptical
annuli along the major axis and then calculating the cor-
responding metallicity, labeled as “Spectra” in Table 4;
the second is adopting the median values of the elliptical
annuli within the metallicity map, labeled as “Spaxel”.
The center, R, position angle, and axis ratio of the
elliptical annulus are from Table 1. The step of each
annulus is the FWHM of PSF, and the distance to the
center is normalized by R.. For the “Spaxel” method,
the median value and its errors are determined through
a bootstrapping process. Pixels classified as Seyfert or
LINER based on the [SII]-BPT diagram, those with Ha
equivalent widths less than 6 A, and metallicity diag-
nostics beyond their applicable boundaries are excluded.
For the “Spectra” method, pixels with an Ha emission
line S/N lower than three are masked before averaging
the spectra, after which the same criteria are applied to
the mean spectra. Additionally, for both methods, bins
containing more than 20 pixels are selected, and gradi-
ents are calculated only if more than five bins are avail-
able. The metallicity gradient is defined as the slope
of the linear fittings, with the gradient and its associ-
ated error determined using bootstrapped fittings. Ta-
ble 4 presents the “Spectra” and “Spaxel” gradients for
the ‘D16_N2S2Ha’, ‘PP04_O3N2’, and ‘PP04_N2’ cal-
ibrations, along with the corresponding fitting radius
ranges. The table also includes the median gradient for
each method.

8. METALLICITY SCALING RELATION

8.1. The relation between stellar mass and gas-phase
metallicity

Metallicity is the product of generations of star forma-
tions and is regulated by the physical activities in the
ISM and CGM. Stellar mass is also a result of star forma-
tion, resulting in the well-known stellar mass-metallicity
relation (MZR), which is simultaneously regulated by
gas accretion/ejection (Sdnchez et al. 2019; Maiolino
& Mannucci 2019). Tt is generally agreed that stellar
mass is positively correlated with gas-phase metallic-
ity for star-forming galaxies, although the slopes and
shapes can differ depending on the metallicity tracers
and sample selection (e.g Kewley & Ellison 2008; Hunt
et al. 2016; Sanchez et al. 2019; Maiolino & Mannucci
2019; Curti et al. 2020). For dwarf galaxies, it is de-
bated whether metallicity is still positively correlated
with stellar mass (Sdnchez et al. 2019; Lee et al. 2006).
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The MZR at the low-mass end is affected by: (1) the
metallicity calibrations. For the extension of MZR es-
tablished by SDSS to the lower mass end, metallicity
calculated using the [O111]A4363-based direct-T, method
is expected to be linearly correlated with M,, but the
relation tends to become flat for some strong-line meth-
ods, like using O3N2 or N2 diagnostics (Kewley & Elli-
son 2008; Andrews & Martini 2013). Similar phenomena
are also found by IFU-based studies (Séanchez et al. 2017,
2019). Zahid et al. (2012) collected a sample of dwarf
irregulars (Lee et al. 2006), BCD (Zhao et al. 2010),
and dwarf galaxies from the SDSS and DEEP2 surveys.
They found that the direct T, methods tend to select
those metal-poor galaxies, while the N2 diagnostic tends
to have higher metallicity with larger scatter. Besides,
based on the same sample, the strong-line methods devi-
ate from the MZR established by the direct T, methods
and show large scatters (Zhao et al. 2010; Berg et al.
2012; Sénchez et al. 2019). (2) Sample selection: ac-
cording to Hunt et al. (2016), in the local Universe, BCD
(Hunt et al. 2010) and star-bursting dwarf galaxies (En-
gelbracht et al. 2008) are more metal-poor than dwarf
irregulars, all of which have direct Te-based metallicity.

(3) Aperture effect: single-fiber or long-slit spec-
troscopy only covers a small fraction of a galaxy, which
may not be representative of the entire galaxy. For ex-
ample, for a representative sample of dwarf galaxies in
the local Universe, Berg et al. (2012) used MMT long-
slit spectrograph (1”7 x 180") to target only a few HII
regions within a galaxy, thereby missing a large part
of star-forming regions. Our DGIS sample can largely
alleviate this last caveat by sampling the majority of
star-forming regions. MUSE has a large FOV that cov-
ers around 1 R, of the targets. Besides, although the
FOV of WiFeS is smaller, it still covers a large fraction
of nebular emitting regions.

The global MZR of dwarf galaxies in this work is il-
lustrated in Fig. 5 and colored according to the global
SFR. The metallicity calibrations for each panel include
N2S2Ha from D16, O3N2 and N2 from M13, O3N2 from
PP04 and PMCOQ9, and the strong line method cali-
brated by C20. For comparison with spiral galaxies,
we collected data from the SAMI survey as reported in
Table 2 of Sanchez et al. (2019) and referenced their es-
tablished polynomial MZRs for each calibration method.
We also referenced the MZR relation established by
SDSS with the C20 method (Curti et al. 2020). To com-
pare with dwarf galaxies, we substituted emission lines
from Table 3 of Berg et al. (2012) into Eq. 3~11 of this
work to get metallicity, thereby assessing the significance
of the aperture effect. We also present the MZR relation
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established by Curti et al. (2024) for low-mass galaxies
in the early universe from JWST with C20 calibration.

As shown in Fig. 5, using different metallicity calibra-
tions, the MZR at the lower-mass end has a different
shape. The ‘D16_N2S2H«’ calibration gives a steeper
slope and lower metallicity, while the ‘PMC09_O3N2’
calibration derives very flat relations with higher metal-
licity than other calibrations. Using the same cali-
brations, our results closely align with the extrapola-
tions of MZRs established by the SAMI survey. How-
ever, they tend to extend the decreasing trend down
to 108 Mg instead of stopping around 10° Mg for
‘D16_N2S2Ha’, ‘PP04_03N2’, and ‘M13_0O3N2’ calibra-
tions, as indicated by the red dashed lines. The fitting
results [po, p1, p2, p3] for each calibration, which com-
bines data from SAMI, dwarf galaxies from Berg et al.
(2012), and DGIS, are annotated in the upper left cor-
ner of the graph. These results utilize the same poly-
nomial function as described by Sanchez et al. (2019):
12+1og(O/H) = Si pia’, o = log(M./Mg) — 8,
where M, ranges from 10% to 10! M. Compared to
higher-redshift low-mass galaxies observed by JWST, it
is not surprising that the metallicity of our local dwarf
galaxies is around 0.5 dex higher, since galaxies at higher
redshift have a more pristine environment. The compar-
ison of our results with Berg et al. (2012) shows that
using a similar sample and the same metallicity cal-
culations, the metallicity obtained from IFS is around
0.1 dex higher than that derived from long-slit spectra,
indicating a marginal impact of aperture effect at the
low-mass end. However, the slight offset could still be
related to the replenished fresh gas within star-forming
regions targeted by long-slit fiber.

8.2. Metallicity Fundamental Relation

The relation between the stellar mass-SFR~metallicity
is described by metallicity fundamental relation (FMR),
indicating the importance of the secondary dependence
of SFR. We define:

to = log(M,/Mg) — alog(SFR), (13)

where introducing « produces the minimum scatter be-
tween metallicity and p,. If @ = 0, the relation of
metallicity-pu, becomes the MZR relations, indicating
that the metallicity is only determined by stellar mass.
The case with a=1 is the relation between the metallic-
ity and specific SFR (sSFR), suggesting that metallicity
is determined by star-forming activity.

We collected dwarf galaxies from Sénchez et al. (2019),
Berg et al. (2012), and DGIS, calculated the scatters
with increasing «, and compared these scatters relative
to the MZR, where a=0. As shown in Fig. 6, the scatters
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Figure 5. Gas-phase metallicity versus stellar mass at galactic scale, colored with star formation rate. The corresponding
metallicity calibration of each panel labeled at right corners: (a) N2S2Ha calibrations from Dopita et al. (2016) (D16); (b) and
(c): O3N2 and N2 calibrations from Marino et al. (2013)(M13); (d): O3N2 calibration from Pettini & Pagel (2004) (PP04); (e):
03N2 calibration from Pérez-Montero & Contini (2009)(PMC09); (f) Combined multiple strong-line calibrations from Curti
et al. (2020) (C20), this work we mainly use their N2 calibrator. One point represents one galaxy. The circular dots are SAMI
galaxies collected from Sanchez et al. (2019); the triangles are dwarf galaxies in the Berg et al. (2012), and the metallicity based
on their provided emission line table; the crosses are dwarf galaxies in this work. The data points without face color have a line
ratio exceeding the applicable range of the corresponding methods. The black solid lines are MZR proposed by Sanchez et al.
(2019) for SAMI galaxies, and the red dashed lines are MZR of this work fitted for both SAMI and dwarf galaxies from DGIS
and Berg et al. (2012), with fitted stellar mass ranged from 10%~''Mg. The fitting results are also annotated in the corner.
The last panel doesn’t include SAMI but high-redshift galaxies from Curti et al. (2024) (dots with dim grey edge color), and its
purple and pink lines are MZRs collected from SDSS and JWST, respectively.

do not show obvious variation when changing the pro-
portion of SFR for all calibrations. Furthermore, Fig. 5
does not display an obvious color gradient perpendicu-
lar to the slopes. Therefore, our results indicate that
SFR is not a significant factor in reducing the scatter
between metallicity and stellar mass.

9. SUMMARY

In order to resolve the galactic ecosystems of dwarf
galaxies at high spatial resolution with enough S/N, we
proposed and conducted our DGIS project. The sample
comprises 65 dwarf galaxies with stellar mass between
105 and 10° Mg at distances within 11 Mpc, except
for two objects whose updated distances are beyond
our distance boundary. The observations are carried
out using VLT /MUSE and ANU-2.3m/WiFeS and have

largely been completed. Part of the reduced datacube
and data products will be provided on the DGIS web-
site (https://www.dgisteam.com/index.html), and the
new observations also will be updated on the website.
Here, we present the sample selection, data reduction,
high-level data product generation, and global galaxy
properties measurement. As the first science result, we
discuss the global MZR by integrating spectra within
the effective radius. We find that the overall relation
between metallicity and stellar mass of our DGIS can
be the extrapolation of the higher mass end and shows
a weak trend with the SFR. By comparing to a similar
sample but with long-slit spectra of star-forming regions
in galaxies, our IFS results are about ~ 0.1 dex higher
for the same metallicity calibration, indicating the exis-
tence of the aperture effect in MZR studies.

APPENDIX


https://www.dgisteam.com/index.html
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Figure A1l. Correlation between the point-star measured PSF and median DIMM SEEING from night logs.

A. MUSE PSF
B. SPECTRAL NORMALIZATION AND ABSOLUTE FLUX CALIBRATION

The galaxy CGCGO035-G007 is chosen as an example to illustrate the process of spectral normalization and absolute
flux calibration. Basic information about flux calibration is listed in the Table B1.

At first, the DESI g-, -, i-, and z-band images are collected from the data archive. The MUSE datacube of each
exposure produced by the pipeline is convolved with the g-, 7-, i-, and z-band filter curves of DESI to produce synthetic
broad-band images, as shown in the right panel of Fig. B1. The datacubes are matched to the same WCS as DESI by
aligning the positions of (like-) point sources in the FOV.

The red rectangles are apertures for the target, enclosing the main body of the galaxy. The yellow rectangles are the
background regions are used for background subtraction from the whole datacube after taking their median. These
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background regions also avoid stellar light in the IRAC 3.6 um image. For the DESI images, the same regions are
selected to subtract the background during photometry.

CGCGO035-007 has 8 times exposures, each with 560s on-source time, as shown in the left panels of Fig. B2. As
shown in Fig. B2, the first line is the photometry ratios of the MUSE synthetic broad-band images to the DESI real
broad-band images for each exposure. A ratio close to 1 indicates that the flux of MUSE is comparable to DESI, and
a flat ratio across wavelengths suggests the spectrum has a similar shape to the DESI SED. The middle row shows
the median spectra within the target apertures for each exposure. The third line displays the spectral shapes of these
individual spectra more clearly. As shown in Fig. B2(d), the pipeline-produced spectra have diverse flux levels and
shapes; some exposures are even minus. After subtracting the median spectra of the selected background regions from
the whole datacubes, as shown in the middle column, the spectra have more consistent flux levels and overall shape
with each other, aligning better with the DESI SED, indicating that although the pipeline subtracted the background
from the off-target sky and a fraction of background from datacube itself, there is residual background that over- or
under- subtracted. During this subtraction process, the standard deviation of the background spectra as errors are
added to the datacubes.

The spectra are distorted at shorter wavelengths but smoother and more uniform at longer wavelengths, because
the shorter wavelengths are more sensitive to poor weather conditions, as shown in Fig. B2(e) and (g). The weather-
affected, distorted spectra would contribute scatter to the final combined datacube and cause an unreliable spectral
shape, since with the same exposure time, each exposure is equally weighted in the final datacube, as shown in the
faint golden spectrum in Fig. B3(d). However, the pipeline can not handle these elaborate distortions. Therefore,
normalizing the spectra would be meaningful to promote precision.

Firstly, the spectra are smoothed by adopting the median of bins at every 150 A, which outlines the overall shape
and keeps detailed features, as shown in Fig. B3(a). Two exposures with notable distorted spectra shapes are removed
(‘20-12-26T04:13" and ‘20-12-27T04:15’, shown in sky blue and forest green, respectively, with thinner lines). The
exposure ‘20-12-27T04:30’ (shown in blue, with thicker lines and bigger markers) is chosen as the reference since it has
a smooth spectral shape and is more consistent with the DESI SED (Fig. B2(b)). The ratios between each spectrum
and the referenced one are shown in Fig. B3(b). The ratio variations with wavelengths are fitted with a 3rd-order
polynomial function, as indicated by the dotted lines in the corresponding colors. The fitting wavelength is up to 8800
A to include Carr triplets while avoiding clustered skylines that affect the overall shape and cause large fluctuations.
The fitted ratios for the median spectra are applied to each pixel in the datacube of every exposure, as well as to
the errors, to keep S/N unchanged. After calibration, their spectra are smoother and more consistent, as shown in
the right column of Fig. B2 and smoothed spectra in Fig. B3(c). Combining all calibrated single-frame datacubes, its
median spectrum has a more reasonable shape, as shown in Fig. B3(d), the slate blue one.

After normalization, all spectra are scaled to approach the referenced spectrum and then combined. Absolute
flux calibration ensures that the flux observed by spectroscopy is comparable to the broad-band images, which have
better light collection and flux calibration. Similarly, synthetic broad-band images of the MUSE combined datacube
are produced and compared with the DESI images, as illustrated by the slate blue dots in Fig. B4(a). A 3rd-order
polynomial function is used to fit the ratio, as shown by the slate dash-dotted line. Linear fitting induces fewer artificial
effects but is less effective at modifying unreasonable curvature. High-order fitting is used cautiously; a lower degree
is used instead once the fluctuation becomes large. The finally calibrated datacube shows a comparable SED to the
DESI broad-band images, as shown by the magenta dots and dashed lines. The spectral comparison before and after
absolute flux calibration is shown in Fig. B4(b).
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Figure B1l. DESI r-band image (left) and MUSE moke r-band image (right) of CGCG035-007, overlaying apertures of the
target (red) and selected backgrounds (yellow).

I.D. Target RA DEC ExpTime Survey Background Poly I.D. Target RA DEC ExpTime Survey Background Poly
(J2000) (J2000) (s) (J2000) (J2000) (s)
(€D) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (0] (8) @) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) () (8)
1 WLM 0.49233 -15.46092 3600.0 PanStarrs N 3 22 UGCo02716 51.03024 17.75304 3920.0 PanStarrs Y 3
0.50833 -15.46139 1160.0 PanStarrs N 3 23 1C1959 53.3024 -50.4142 2240.0 DESI Y 3
0.50417 -15.49333 1740.0 PanStarrs N 3 25 NGC1522 61.53292 -52.66831 2200.0 DESI Y 3
0.4875 -15.44667 1740.0 PanStarrs N 1 26 ES0483-G013 63.17133 -23.15889 2240.0 DESI Y 3
2 NGC0059 3.85469 -21.44436 3360.0 PanStarrs Y 3 27 ESO158-G003 71.56958 -57.34306 1680.0 DESI Y 3
4 ES0O294-G010 6.63904 -41.85531 1800.0 DESI N 1 28 ESO119-G016 72.87167 -61.65083 1680.0 DESI Y 1
5 I1C1574 10.76592 -22.24689 4480.0 DESI Y 3 30 ES0486-G021 75.83204 -25.42292 8400.0 DESI Y 3
7 UGCAO015 12.455 -21.015 2280.0 DESI Y 1 31 NGC1800 76.60717 -31.95422 3160.0 DESI Y 3
8 ESO540-G032 12.60133 -19.90672 2280.0 DESI Y 3 33 CGCGO035-007 143.68633 6.4255 3300.0 DESI Y 3
9 UGC00668 16.22583 2.11194 810.0 PanStarrs N 3 35 UGC05288 147.82184  7.82557 6720.0 DESI Y 1
16.22579  2.13331 990.0 PanStarrs N 3 36 UGC05373 150.00042 5.33222 2400.0 DESI Y 3
16.20444  2.13333 990.0 PanStarrs N 1 37 UGCA193 150.64958 -6.01361 5560.0 DESI Y 3
16.24722 2.09077 990.0 PanStarrs N 3 39 AM1001-270 151.01708 -27.331 2280.0 PanStarrs N 1
16.22583  2.15472 990.0 PanStarrs N 3 44 UGC05923 162.28145 6.91739 1140.0 DESI Y 1
16.24722 2.15472 810.0 PanStarrs N 3 46 ES0O321-G014 183.45675 -38.23136 5200.0 SkyMapper Y 3
16.20444 2.11194 810.0 PanStarrs N 3 48 UGC08091 194.66747 14.21771 2280.0 DESI Y 3
16.20444  2.15472 990.0 PanStarrs N 1 50 UGCA320 195.81973 -17.42303 3920.0 PanStarrs Y 1
16.24722 2.11194 990.0 PanStarrs N 1 51 MCG-03-34-002 196.98607 -16.6891 2280.0 PanStarrs Y 3
10 UGC00685 16.84276 16.685 7920.0 DESI Y 3 52 1C4247 201.68708 -30.3625 2280.0 PanStarrs Y 3
11 UGC00695 16.9434 1.06364 7832.794 DESI Y 3 53 ES0O444-G084  204.33329 -28.045 3360.0 PanStarrs Y 3
12 UGC00891 20.32954 12.41172 1120.0 DESI Y 3 56 KKHO086 208.63979 4.243 2400.0 DESI N 3
13 UGC01056 22.19679 16.68797 15120.0 DESI Y 3 61 UGCA438 351.61467 -32.38875 2240.0 SkyMapper Y 2
15 NGC0625 23.7693 -41.4362 2240.0 DESI Y 3 63 UGC12613 352.14667 14.74306 690.0 DESI N 3
17 ES0245-G005 26.26558 -43.59803 2400.0 DESI N 1 352.16828 14.73127 1035.0 DESI N 2
19 ESO0115-G021 39.447 -61.33669 4800.0 DESI Y 3 352.12506 14.75484 810.0 DESI N 1
21 NGC1311 50.02892 -52.18547 3300.0 DESI Y 2 64 UGCA442 355.93979 -31.95677 2240.0 SkyMapper Y 3

Table B1. Parameters of flux calibration for MUSE observation. (1) ~ (2) The index and name of sample, same as Table 2;
(3) ~ (4) RA and DEC of the pointings; (5) on-source time of finally adopted exposure of the synthetic datacube; (6) the
referenced broad-band image for flux calibration; (7) if subtract additional background in the FOV of datacube; (8) the degree
of polynomial function at spectral normalization.
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Figure B2. The single-frame datacubes of CGCG035-007 after pipeline processing (left), after subtracting residual background
(middle), and after spectral normalization (right). Noted that the datacube have been subtracted the off-target sky by pipeline.
(a) ~ (c¢): MUSE fake broad-band SED of single-frame observation compared to the DESI broad-band SED; (d) ~ (f): Median
spectra within apertures of single-frame observations; (g) and (h): Same as (e) and (f) but separate them to make the shape
more clearly. The left column shows the photometric comparison and spectra for single-frame datacubes reduced by pipeline;
the middle column shows photometry and spectra of single-frame datacubes after subtracting our selected residual backgrounds;
the right column is for datacubes after performing spectral normalization. The corresponding colors of every single exposure are
shown in the legend. The reference exposure, ‘20-12-27T04:30’, has a thicker line width with blue color. Two exposures, ‘20-12-
26T04:13” and ‘20-12-27T04:15’, are thrown away due to distorted shapes, have forest green and sky blue colors, respectively,
and have thinner line widths.
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Figure B3. The procedure of spectral normalization for CGCG035-007. (a) Median spectra of single-frame spectra within the
target aperture after subtracting selected backgrounds, smoothed by adopting median value at every 150 A. All the spectra
are normalized to the reference spectrum ‘20-12-27T04:30’ with a blue color and thicker line. The excluded two exposures are
labeled thinner lines. (b) The dots are flux ratios between the referenced smoothed spectrum and the others, the dashed lines
are the fitted 3-rd polynomial functions. The fittings are up to a wavelength of 8800 A, as shown in the vertical line. (c)
Smoothed spectra of single-frame median spectra after normalization, excluding the two exposures with distorted shapes. (d)
Median spectra of combined datacubes produced by pipeline (faint gold) and this work after subtracting residual background
and normalizing spectral shape (blue-violet).
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Figure B4. Absolute flux calibration for CGCG035-007. The combined datacube produced by the previous step in blue-violet
color, after absolute calibration in magenta. (a) Flux densities within the target aperture of MUSE fake broad-band image
compared to DESI. The blue-violet dashed line is the fitted 3-rd polynomial function. (b) Median spectra within the target
aperture of combined datacubes before and after absolute flux calibration.
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C. STACKED SPECTRA
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Figure C1. Panoramas and global spectra of galaxies in DGIS observed by VLT/MUSE (red) and ANU-2.3m/WiFeS (magenta).
left: IRAC 3.6 um background overlap observing FOVs (rectangles) with pointings (crosses) and Re outlines (yellow ellipses).
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