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Analyzing derived metallicitiesand ionization parametersfrom
— model-based deter minationsin ionized gaseous nebulae
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ABSTRACT

We analyze the reliability of oxygen abundances and ioiingbarameters obtained from
different diagnostic diagrams. For this, we compiled from ttezdiure observational emis-
sion line intensities and oxygen abundance of 446 starifaymegions whose B abundance
was determined by direct estimation of electron tempegafline abundances compiled were
compared with the values calculated in this work usirf§edént diagnostic diagrams in com-
bination with results from a grid of photoionization modalge found that the [@i]/[O u]

vs. [Nu]/[O ], [O m]/HB vs. [Nu]/[O u], and ([Om]/HB)/([N u]/He) vs. [Su]/[Sm] diagnos-
tic diagrams give @H values close to th&.-method, with diferences of about 0.04 dex and
dispersion of about 0.3 dex. Similar results were obtaineddiailed models but with a dis-
persion of 0.08 dex. The origin of the dispersion found inuke of diagnostic diagrams is
probably due to dferences between the realddO/H relation of the sample and the one as-
sumed in the models. This is confirmed by the use of detailedktsdhat do not have a fixed
N/O-O/H relation. We found no correlation between ionization paeter and the metallicity
for the objects of our sample. We conclude that the comhmnatdf two line ratio predicted by
photoionization models, one sensitive to the metallicitgt another sensitive to the ionization
parameter, which takes into account the physical conditmstar-forming regions, gives
O/H estimates close to the values derived using direct detectf electron temperatures.

Key words: galaxies: general — galaxies: evolution — galaxies: abooes — galaxies:
formation— galaxies: ISM

bright enough to be used for the derivation of elemental abun
dance. CELs are temperature sensitive, thus, only an decura

Oxygen abundance estimates in star-forming regions playw-a ¢
cial role in the understanding of galaxy evolution. For epéam
oxygen radial gradients in spiral galaxies obtained by k-
gion observations (e.g. Stanghellini el al. 2010; Kewlezl£2010;

Bresolin et al.| 2009] Krabbe et/al. 2008; Dors & Copetti 2005;

Kennicutt et al. 2003) are essential to test chemical eiiuhod-
els (see Molla & Diaz 2005) and to investigate tlikeet of envi-
ronment on galaxy interactioris (Ellison et al. 2010; Dors @é€tti
2006 Skillman et al. 1996) as well as the mass-metalligtsgtion
of galaxies (e.gl_Pilyugin et al. 2004; Pérez-Montero & fan
2009). Likewise, oxygen abundance estimates in metal-palax-
ies are also important to test theories of chemical evalutbd
galaxies because these are the least chemically evolvexttsbj
(Kunth & Sargent 1983).
Unfortunately, for the most of star-forming regions, only

collisionally excited emission-lines (CELs) in the opticare

* E-mail:olidors@univap.br

determination of the metallicity can be achieved from thevjmus
estimation of the electron temperature (this method will be
called Te-method) using, for instance, the ratio offdrent CELs
[Om](44959 + A45007)Y 14363 which are weak or unobservable
in star-forming regions with high metallicity afat low excita-
tion (Dors et all 2008; Diaz etial. 2007). In these casesgexy
abundances can be obtained by empirical (i.e. using oxygtar-d
minations viaT.-method) or theoretical (i.e. using photoionization
models) calibrations between oxygen abundances and msitg ea
measured line ratios (hereafter strong-line methods). oXygen
abundance indicatorRy3=([O u] 43727 [O m] 1495945007YHB
proposed byl Pageletiall (1979) has found large acceptance
in this context and several authors have calibrated this lin
ratio with QH abundance (e.gl Edmunds & Pagel 1984;
Dopita & Evans | 1986; Pilyugin| 2001; Dors & Copelti 2005;
among others). Additional /B indicators based on other emission
lines such as N,=[Nu]16584Ha (Storchi-Bergmann et al.
1994), [Nu] 16584[O m] 15007 (Alloin et al. 1979),
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S3=([S1]116716,673%[S11]119069,9532HB

(Vilchez & Esteban| 1996 Diaz & Pérez-Moniero 2000) have
also been suggested (see also Kewley & Dopita [2002). However
distinct methods or distinct calibrations of a same oxygeliciator
provide diferent oxygen values with discrepancies up to 1.0 dex
(Kewley & Ellison!2008| Rupke et &l. 2008; Dors & Copetti 2005
Kennicutt et all 2003). Currently, the large number of direxy-

gen estimates available in the literature have helped Esiigate
this discrepancy. For example, Yin et &l. (2007) determittesl
gas-phase oxygen abundance for a sample of 695 galaxiesiand H
regions using thé.-method and compared these determinations
with the ones viaR;3, N,, ([Nu]16584Ha)/([O m]A5007HS),

and [Su](16717+16731YHa. They found that among the indices
above, theN, provides more consistent/® abundances when
compared with the ones vik.-method. Similar analysis was also
done byl Pérez-Montero & Diaz (2005), Liang et al. (2006)d a
Nagao et al. (2006).

The studies above analyzed strong-line methods basedymainl
on one line ratio, such as thHe3, N, among others. In princi-
ple, the use of diagnostic diagrams, suggested by Baldwdhlet
(1981) to separate objects according to their primary atioit
mechanisms, containing line ratios strongly dependenterde-
gree of ionization and on the metallicity of star forming icets,
can improve the accuracy of strong-line methods. Althoutsrge
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Figure 1. Comparison of some predicted line ratio intensities from-ph
toionization models with nebular and stellar metallicitateched (red) and
no matched (black).

Table 1. Emission line ratios considered

number of these diagrams have been applied to estimate oxy
gen abundances and ionization parameters of star formgign
(e.glLevesque et al. 2010, Viironen el al. 2007, Kewley 2@01,
McGaugh et. &l 1991, Dors etial. 2008, Dopita & EVans 1986), a
comparison of oxygen estimates obtained from these disgyeanth
Te-method is unavailable in the literature.

Another important issue related with the determination of
metallicity using strong-line methods is the relation betw the
ionization parameter and the metallicity, which is stillntm-
versial. For example, Garnett et &l. (1997), in a study ofithe
terstellar abundance gradient in NGC 2403 found that any cor
relation between ionization parameter and abundance nmaist b
a weak one. This result is in agreement with that obtained by
Kennicutt & Garnelt (1996) from measurements of the [F3I]

Ill] ratio in 41 H Il regions in M101 and with the one found
for three barred galaxies established|by Dors & Caopetti $200
On the other hand, Bresolin et al. (1999) found that in metalr p
disk Hu regions the ionization parameter is about 4 times larger
than in Hu regions with solar metallicity. This relation was also
found by[Maier et al.| (2006) and Nagao et al. (2006) for a sam-
ple of galaxies. This subject is important to study the assion

of the mass-metallicity relation with the mass-age retatiolocal
galaxies or the relation between gas metallicity and steiktallic-

ity (Nagao et all. 2006). Additional analysis using severathnods
would help to solve this disagreement.

In this paper, we employed a grid of photoionization models
and data compiled from the literature in order to estimageatky-
gen abundance using diagnostic diagrams to compare witetho
via Te-method, as well as to investigate the relation of the ioniza
tion parameter with the metallicity. Detailed photoiortiaa mod-
els are also built to produce more precise determinatioribesfe
parameters. In Sectiofll 2, we describe the observationaludzd
in the analysis. The modeling procedures are presentedti3 B é
description of the diagnostic diagrams employed is give®eiot[4.
The results and discussion are presented in 9écts. B anspécre
tively. A conclusion of the outcome is given in Sédt. 7.

Symbol Definition

Ro3 ([0 n]A3727%[O m] 1495915007)HB

[O 1] /HB [O 111] A5007HB

[olm/oN] [O1l] A5007[O 1] 13727

[N 1] /He [N 1] 16584H

[NH]/[ON]  [NII] 26584[0 11143727

[SHHa (IS 1] 16716+16731)YHa

[SH/SI]  ([S11] 16716+16731)([S Il]] 19069+19532)

2 OBSERVATIONAL DATA

Observational emission line intensities of a sample afgélaxies
and Hu regions and the oxygen abundance computed usinggthe
method were compiled from literature.

The emission lines considered in our analysis are listed
in Table [1. This compilation includes data of oH re-
gions obtained by Bresolin etlal. (2009), Bresolin et al.0&20
Bresolin et al. [(2004), Bresolin _(2007), Lee & Skillman (200
and|Kennicutt et al.| (2003). The data onuHyjalaxies were ob-
tained byl Izotov et al.| (2006), Lee et al. (2004), Izotov & &hu
(2004), | Vilchez & Iglesias-Paramo_(2003), Hagele et(@D08),
and| Guseva et all. (2000). The sample consists of 446 objeéts (
Hu regions and 360 I galaxies) whose ®1 abundance are in the
range 70 < 12 + log(O/H)+, < 9.0 and represents practically the
entire metallicity range of star-forming regions (see &ily et al.
20044a). The objects of the sample hawe 0.07 and measurements
corrected by dust extinction and no AGN and gas shock cantrib
tions are present in their ionization.

3 PHOTOIONIZATION MODELS
3.1 Mode Grid

To enable the estimation of the oxygen abundance and theaioni
tion parameter using diagnostic diagrams, we employed lioe p
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Table 2. Final parameters of the detailed photoionization model$ifo regions observed by Kennicutt ef al. (2003)

Huregion 12log(OH) log(NJO) 10g(SO) logU Ne(cm™3)  Age (Myr)

H1013 8.48 -0.72 -1.34 -1.94 47 2.5

H1105 8.71 -1.06 -1.64 -2.35 248 1.0

H1159 8.80 -1.28 -1.94 -2.55 5 1.0

H1170 8.07 -0.83 -1.31 -2.60 9 2.5

H1176 8.16 -0.76 -1.38 -2.05 33 2.5

H1216 8.00 -1.28 -1.64 -2.52 33 1.0

H 336 8.75 -0.80 -1.58 -2.68 15 2.5

H 409 8.53 -1.15 -1.58 -2.37 213 1.0

H67 8.00 -1.15 -1.64 -2.82 10 2.5

N5471-D 8.10 -1.15 -1.64 -2.4 110 2.5

SDH323 7.76 -1.45 -1.61 -2.91 61 2.5

Table 3. Observed intensity lines and those predicted by our detailedels
H i region [ON]a3727 [O 1111214363 [O 1l1]a5007 [N 11116584 [S1116720 [S11]19069+ 19532
Obs. Mod. Obs. Mod. Obs. Mod. Obs. Mod. Obs. Mod. Obs. Mod.

H1013 18810 185 — 0.20 1085 105 64.6:3.4 67 28.&11 26 131.&7.0 171
H 1105 18510 188 1.401 0.74 31&17 317 33.418 34 24.2%0.9 27 126.611 139
H 1159 19810 194 1.904 0.63 31%17 316 23.613 25 29.811 27 97.0+5.5 66
H1170 30&16 295 1.602 1.67 20%k11 194 44.62.3 41 56.42.1 51 170.@¢9.3 136
H1176 16@-8 153 2.403 274 36220 357 21.211 23 23.6:0.8 19 113.56.1 137
H1216 1518 149 4403 6.67 47325 478 11.80.6 9 18.9:0.7 18 83.2:4.6 63
H 336 1789 183 — 0.02 221 26 95.95.1 99 56.82.1 58 107.@5.7 102
H 409 21812 212 2.302 139 37@20 359 27.314 24 31211 28 90.%4.9 141
H67 244:13 248 3.505 4.67 34218 356 16.30.9 19 26.213 29 92.15.7 62
N5471-D 13&7 140 8.204 7.10 57&31 574 8.305 11 20.6:0.8 18 75.%4.3 75
SDH323 19410 198 5.50.9 3.7 22%12 234 7.20.7 7 20.81.4 23 — 42

toionization code Cloudy 8.00 (Ferland 2002) to build a gifd
models covering a large space of nebular parameters. la thed-
els, a stellar cluster was assumed to be responsible favrtimaiion

of the nebulae, with a spectral energy distribution (SEDpivied
using Starburs99 (Leitherer et al. 1999). We built models with
stellar cluster formed by instantaneous burst with Satpetgal
mass function¢ = —2.35), lower and upper stellar mass limits of
0.1 M, and 100M,, respectively, and age of 2.5 Myr. Other papers
that have considered stellar clusters as ionizing sourcesder
to reproduce strong forbidden lines ofiHegion (Dors & Copetti
2005;| Dopita et al._2000; Stasifska & Izatov 2003; Bresetial.

tion degree is produced in the hypothetical nebulae (Dorofefti
2003;| Stasinska & Schaerer 1997). This woufket mainly ion-
ization parameter rather than metallicity determinatidasstrong-
line methods. The models were built having ionization paam
ter ranging from lodJ -15 to -3.5 (with a bin size of 0.5
dex), metallicities (traced by the oxygen abundate).04, 0.02,
0.008, 0.004, 0.001, plane-parallel geometry, and elealemsity
of N = 200 cnt3. This electron density value is typical of not
evolved Hu regions|(Copetti et al. 2000).
The abundances of heavy metals in the nebula is scaled lin-

early to the solar metal composition through the comparisbn

1999;| Copetti et al. 1985) have derived about the same age forthe oxygen abundances, with the exception of the N abungdance

star-forming regions (i.e. 1-3 Myr). Similar ages have aben
found from optical photometric data of giantnHregions (e.g.
Mayya & Prabhul| 1996). Selectiorffects may explain this lim-
ited range of ages. H regions younger than about 1 Myr are

which was taken from the relation log(®)=I0g(0.034-120 QH)

of \Vila-Costas & Edmunds| (1993). The solar compositiah= (
0.02) refers tol_Allende Prieto etlal. (2001) and correspoad t
12+log(O/H)= 8.69. The presence of internal dust was considered

difficult to be detected in the optical, because they are gener-and the grain abundances (van Hoof et al. 2001) were alsarline

ally embedded in dusty molecular clouds which cause conside
able optical extinction. Nebulae older than about 5 Myr ds® a

scaled with the oxygen abundance. To take depletion ofatfina
elements onto dust grains into account the abundances efehe

difficult to be observed because their original massive stars hav ments Mg, Al, Ca, Fe, Ni, and Na were reduced by a factor of 10,

cooled or are dead (Dopita etlal. 2000; Garcia-Vargas [¢1206;
Copetti et al. 1985). We used the stellar evolution modemfthe
Geneva group with high mass-loss rates and without stetlar r

and Si by a factor of Z (Garnett et al. 1995) relative to thepaeld
abundances in each model.
The solar metallicity for the stars from the Geneva evohitio

tation (Meynet etal. 1994). The non-LTE atmosphere model of ary tracks, which corresponds to the old solar oxygen amrela
Pauldrach et all (2001) was assumed in the models. If LTE-atmo value [12+log(O/H)= 8.87 [Grevesse & Sauval 1998)], is higher

sphere model is assumed instead of non-LTE model a lowezdeni

than the value adopted for the nebular component. This pexiu
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Figure 2. Diagnostic diagrams containing observational data takam fiterature (see Sefl 2) and results of the grid of ploiaation models (see Sédt.3).
The solid lines connect curves of igy-while the dotted lines connect curves of ido-The values of log) andZ are indicated. Squares are the observational
data. The line ratio used in each plot is defined in Thble 1.t¥jieal error bar (not shown) of the emission line ratio isat10 %.

an imperfect match between gas and star metallicity in owr ph  intensities ratio predicted by these models. We can see wlitit
toionization models. As pointed out by Dopita et al. (20G6k exception of [OIJ[OII] and [OIll]/HB, the intensities of the
main dfect of this is that the computed stellar UV photon field majority of the line ratios show little variation when theelér
result slightly softer. To investigate how this discrepaaffects metallicity atmosphere change. Similarly, the predictetue of
our results, we built a model with a perfect match between neb the R,; index (not shown in Fig]1) shows a small deviation, i.e.
ular and stellar metallicities and compared the result aitbther about 12%, which corresponds to variations in the oxygem-abu
model whose metallicities are in disagreement. This |attex built dance from calibrations using this line ratio by only 0.0X.de
using a SED with 12log(O/H)=8.69 obtained by linear interpola-  Thus, the disagrement between the nebular and stellar lioigyal
tion of the spectra wittZ= 0.02 andZ= 0.008. In Figurdl we have little influence on thg determinations from strong-line meth-
show the histogram with the comparison of some emission line ods and can onlyfiectU estimates in diagnostic diagrams which
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use the [OIJ[OII] and [OIll]/HB. Interestingly, Dopita et al.
(2006) found that critical line ratios changed by 0.1 dexess|
except for the [@]1630QH« ratio, when a test model with a 0.4
Z spectral synthesis cluster model frd@rarburs®9 embedded
in a nebula with 1.&s (12+log(O/H)= 8.66) is run. Along the pa-
per the solar abundance adopted refers teld@O/H)= 8.69 from
Allende Prieto et al! (2001).

These models are similar to the ones of Dors & Cdpetti (2006)
and have been successful in describing observational tikta oe-
gions (see Dors et al. 2008; Krabbe et al. 2008, Krabbelleb@y 2

3.2 Detailed models

In general, grids of photoionization models are built assgm

a fixed NO-OH relation. However, this constancy can yield
large uncertainties in Bl estimates via strong-line methods
(Pérez-Montero & Contini_2009). This problem can be cireum
vented by the use of detailed photoionization models. Tdyaaa
the source of these uncertainties, we built detailed madedsder

to reproduce the observational emission line intensitfesloH
regions (see Tablg 2) located along the disk of the galaxy M 10
observed by Kennicutt etlal. (2003), and we compared our esti
mates with @H andU values from other methods. These objects
were selected because they cover the wide range in metadicil
ionization parameter considered in this paper. We compinigiel
vidual models for each object adopting the following methlody.
Firstly, a model for each region was built by initially guiegstheZ
andU values derived from a comparison between the grid of pho-
toionization models shown in the diagnostic diagramuZJO u]

vs. [Nn]/[On] (see FiguréR) and the observational data. The elec-
tron density of each model was considered to be that compuiited
lizing the task temden of the package IRAF, where we consider
sulfur ratio [Su]16716[Su] 16731 and electron temperature for the
O ion measured by Kennicutt etlal. (2003). The stellar clustes
assumed to have an age of 2.5 Mt,, = 100 M, and metallic-

ity was matched with the closest one nebular assumed in tlde mo
els. Then, we ran new models ranging th&H@nd U values by
0.3 and 0.5 dex, respectively, with a step of 0.1 dex. Fromghi
ries of models we selected a model which produced the smalles
Xt = X[ZOII]/Hﬂ +X[20III]/H/3' whereyi = (lgps — l;)red)z/l&labs; lobs
andl ., are the observational and predicted intensities of the line
ratios, respectively. Another series of models was contpate-
sidering the @H and U values found by the criterion above but
ranging the H and $H abundances by 0.3 dex in order to re-
produce the intensities of the 16584 and [Si]16720 emission
lines. The satisfactory solution is found whigpq reproducesgps
within the observational uncertainties and the model hasthall-
eStEXT = Xfou s + Xiomn ms + Xiwim s + Xs i me 1N SOMe cases
no satisfactory solution was reached considering the atgeabn-
izing cluster of 2.5 Myr. For these, it was necessary to agsam
age of 1 Myr because their observed emission lines could lmaly
reproduced by means of a harder spectral energy distribuitio
Table[2, we present the final parameter obtained for the reodel

4 DIAGNOSTIC DIAGRAMS

We employ six diagnostic diagrams containing predicted amnd
served emission line ratios sensitivetandU. The diagrams con-
sidered are described below.

e [Om]/[On] vs. [Nu]/[Ou] — Diagnostic diagram suggested
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Figure 3. Ratio between observed and predicted emission line intensif
some Hi regions located in M 101 observed|by Kennicutt etlal. (2003).

by IDopita et al. [(2000), where the [@/[Ou] has a strong de-
pendence o, on the &ective temperature of the ionizing stars
(e.g..Dors & Copett| 2003; Pérez-Montero & Diaz 2005) amd o
the metallicity (Kewley & Dopita 2002; Dopita et al. 2000)h&
[N n]/[On] correlates strongly withZ above toZ > 0.04 Z,
(Kewley & Dopita| 2002), it is also dependent on th¢gONabun-
dance ratiol(Pérez-Montero & Coniini 2009) and it is alminode-
pendent olJ (Kewley & Dopital 2002).

e [Nu]/He vs. [Su]/He — This diagram was proposed by
Viironen et al. (2007) to estimate the metallicity, wheratbbne
ratios are dependent do and Z (Storchi-Bergmann et al. 1994;
Kewley & Dopita | 2002).. Mazzuca etlal. (2006) pointed out that
the use of diagnostic diagrams usingif{Ha can yield degener-
ate values foZ, as star-forming regions with lo& andU have
[N n]/Ha values similar to regions with high andU. In addition,
no consistent values were found for oversolar abundanassibe
the [Nu]/Ha parameter saturates in this high-metallicity regime.
Therefore, we did not consider models with metallicity egelar.
For the [Si]/He, this line ratio is strongly dependent dh and
increases with the abundance for low metallicities (Leveset al.

2010).
e [Om]/HB vs. [Nu]/[Ou] — Diagram proposed by
Dopitaetall 1(2000). The [@]/HB was suggested by

Edmunds & Pagel| (1984) as an/HD indicator. However, due
to its dependence ob (Dopita & Evans 1986; McGaugh et.|al
1991) a combination with another line ratio is preferablineo
wise, crude @H estimates with uncertainties of about 0.5 dex are
produced|(Kobulnicky et al. 1999).

e [Nu]/Ha vs. [Su]/[Sm] — The [Su]/[Sm] was proposed to
be aU indicator by Diaz et al. (1991) for moderate to high metal-
licity regime (see also Dopita & Evens 1986), and it hasdlitte-
pendence o#. The problem in using this line ratio is that it is un-
derestimated by photoionization models (Garnett 198@g@ally
for high metallicity (Dors & Copetii 2005) doing any estiriat in
this regime is somewhat uncertain.

o ([Om]/HB)/(INu]/Ha) vs. [Su)/[Sm] — Pettini & Pagel
(2004) showed that ([@]/HB)/(IN u]/Ha) is dependent oZ. Be-
cause this line ratio is also dependentldnwe combined it with
the [Su]/[Sm] in order to minimize the uncertainties tdetermi-
nations.



6 Dorsetal.

L T T T ]
—r D=-0.06 E
0=0.23 ]
o o - 1
[ L] | ] E
‘ E L .\.\ | : : | | E
g F ' I ' ' I ' ' I I B
59 F . =
g 0 b [] n l=‘.- ';i. .::’l/- - é
o n n L] ]
9 F = _ - ] H ]
g [ee] F - L = " E
+ F ]
& ﬁ 3 = [oin]/Hg—[Nu]/[oi] :
~ b

7 7.5 8 8.5 9

12+10g(0/H)p
o :
- :
SOk E
I 0 F n L] ]
S8 - - dgmaw
g™k TR ds T E
;\i “’\7 k . " 'T. ":.Fii' g8 NI/ Ha=[SI]/Ho é
~EbE ey
7 7.5 8 8.5
12+10g(0/H);

—— T ]
—  D=0.04 E
[ 0=0.29 ]
0 of .
B LI Ly | . | | R
g’ F ' I ' ' I ' I I B
59 - . - . " E
Tl I Tl L T
~ £ E H i - E
o E "o - ]
\8/’ o [ . [, X . 3
= r _ 1 E
R k = = T fon/on-ni/fon 3
Tk I R RS B

7 7.5 8 8.5 9

12+10g(0/H)

Figure 4. Comparison between the oxygen abundances derived using the

Te-method with those computed using the diagnostic diagrémeach plot

the diagnostic diagrams used to compute the oxygen abuedarcindi-
cated. The top panel of each diagram shows tiferince between oxygen
abundance vide-method and via diagnostic diagrams. The average value
of this difference and the dispersion are shown in each plot. Solidlepes
resent the equality of the two estimates. The results foghlaxies and ht
regions are marked by red and black points, respectively

e [N u]/He vs. [Om]/[Ou] — We investigate the combination
between these line ratios to eliminate the problem existiitly the
use of [Su]/[Sm].

5 RESULTS

In Figurd2, the diagnostic diagrams described above auintathe
results of our grid of photoionization models and the datapa
is shown. The majority of the observational data fall witttie re-
gions occupied by the models. However, in the diagrami[®ig
vs. [Nu]/[O u] the models predict [@i]/HB values lower than the
observed ones for the low metallicity regime and highvalues,

result also found for the ([@]/HB)/(IN u]/He) line ratio. Similar
difficulty in modeling metal poor star-forming regions have been
found by other authors. For example, Dopita et al. (2006)o wh
used the same SEDs used in this paper, found that their models
do not reproduce the observed emission line diagnostiosaif
objects withZ < 0.4 Z,.Martin-Manjon et al. (2008), using a com-
bination of photoionization models and sets of stellardgerom
Gavilan et al. [(2005), also found that their models do nprae
duce observational data of most metal deficient ¢rhlaxies (see
alsol Fernandes et al. 2003). Kewley etial. (2001) pointedtmit
this disagreement is due to that stellar ionizing spectearent
hard enough in the far ultraviolet region, and inclusionta# ef-
fects of continuum metal opacities in stellar atmosphehesilsl

be a way of improving the models accuracy. However, in outkwor
we adopted stellar atmosphere models_of Pauldrach et @1)20
which include treatments of continuum metal opacities, stiltl
this disagreement can be noted. A solution for this probleems

to include the #&ects of rotation in stellar models (see discussion
above). The number of points ranges in the diagrams because f
some data set no all emission lines considered were obsdfued
example, in_lzotov et all (2006) the 13727 is not observed in
30% of the objects.

For the detailed models, a comparison of the predicted and ob
served emission line intensities is listed in TdBle 3, and&Fshows
the ratio between these. We can see that the models repreece
well (with differences lower thar 15 %) all the observed inten-
sities within of the observational uncertainties, with epiion of
the [Sm] 19069+ 19532 and [Qu] 14363 emission lines, which are
reproduced only for H336 and NGC5471-D; and for NGC 1170
and NGC 1176, respectively. Other works have also foundptnadt
toionization models are incapable of reproduce emissio® il-
tensities sensitive td, (e.g. Stasihska & Schaerer 1997; Oey ét al.
2000). This problem has been atributted to temperatureegred
andor temperature inhomogeneities in nebulae which are nentak
into account in simple photoionization models (see Stksi2002)
such as the ones used in this paper. Because thg.{@863 emis-
sion line has an exponential dependence on the electroretamp
ture, any dfset between the electron temperatures in photoioniza-
tion models and observed forbidden-line temperatureshaile the
strong dfect on the reproducion of this emission line.

5.1 Abundancedetermination comparison

To check the reliability of diagnostic diagrams, in Figb. #t &
we present a comparison of/lD obtained from these methods
with O/H abundances vid.-method and the flierence among
these estimations. We include in Fig. 5 the results of the de-
tailed models for the ht regions in M 101 as well as the results
of [Pérez-Montero et al. (2010), who built detailed photiation
models in order to reproduce emission line intensities oHL0
galaxies. In each plot, the average vall® é4nd the dispersion)
of this difference are also presented. Th&dl@ndU values from
the diagnostic diagrams were obtained by linear intermidtom
the model grid shown in Fif] 2. In a few cases double valuez of
andor U for a same objects are found because the models overlap
for a given combination of these parameter. For these, timas
tions were not considered in our analysis. This happenedlynai
for the [Nu]/Ha vs. [Su]/Ha diagnostic diagram (for about 5% of
the points).

The diagnostic diagrams that provide the best results are
the [Om]/[On] vs. [Nu]/[Ou], [Om]/HB vs. [Nu]/[Ou], and
([Om]/HB)/(IN u]/He) vs. [Su]/[Sm], which give QH estimates
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Figure 5. Same as Fid.]4, but for other diagnostic diagrams. The partiEiright top represents the comparison using detailetbjgimization models and
the red points were taken frdm Pérez-Montero kf al. (2at@)results for Hi galaxies and H regions are indicated byfiérent symbols (red and black dots,

respectively).

close to theTe-method with an absolute fiiérence of about 0.04
dex. The lowest dispersion is found with the use of thea]{Hg

vs. [Nu]/[O 1] diagram. For the majority of the diagrams, thé&eii-
ence and the dispersion are larger in the regime of low nigtgll
(12+log(O/H)< 8.0). For the other diagrams thisféirence is about
0.25 dex. The H abundances via detailed models are in conso-
nance with the ones viB.-method for the objects analyzed and the
dispersion derived is lower than the one obtained usingndistic

diagrams.

5.2 lonization parameter determination

For the ionization parameter, in Figl 6, we plottddagainst the
oxygen abundance obtained from diagnostic diagrams pexten
in Sectio % as well as those obtained from detailed modéis. T
results for Hi galaxies and H regions are indicated by fdier-
ent symbols (red and black dots, respectively). Thea[®i3 vs.

[N 0]/[On] and [Om]/[O 1] vs. [Nu]/[Ou] estimates larget) val-
ues than the ones via other methods. There is not a clear efend
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U with O/H and this result is also confirmed by the detailed model diagnostic diagrams give /8 values nearest to th€,-method,
estimation. with differences of about 0.04 dex and a dispersion of about 0.30
dex. This diference is about the same as the one between oxygen

estimates via thé>-method 1) and vi&,-method

found by Lopez-Sanchez & Esteban (2010) considering a amp
6 DISCUSSION of Wolf-Rayet galaxies. It is lower by about 0.15 dex than dhe
found by these authors when using only one emission line rati
sensitive to metallicity.

Comparing oxygen abundance determinations Tganethod for

the sample of hi regions and hi galaxies with those based on
strong emission lines, we found that therf[O u] vs. [N1]/[O 1], As seen in Figs[]4 anfll 5, largefidirence are found for
[O m]/HB vs. [Nu]/[O n], and ([Om]/HB)/([N n]/Ha) vs. [Su]/[S ] 12+ log(O/H) < 8.0 (Z < 0.2 Z,). Similar results were also found
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Figure 8. [Su]/[Sm] line ratio observed versus oxygen abundanceTgia
method for our sample of objects.ityalaxies and H regions are marked
by red and black points, respectively.

by lYin et al. (2007), who compared oxygen estimatesNdaand
([Om]/HB)/(IN u]/Ha) with those viaT.-method for a sample of
695 galaxies and H regions. This occurs because in this regime
of metallicity the nitrogen and oxygen have both mainly aryauiy
nucleosynthesis origin, doing nitrogen emission lines e¢oréla-
tively independent on oxygen abundance and consequeamtlysth

of metallicity indicators based on these emission linesataeli-
able. (e.g. Levesque etlal. 2010; Dopita et al. 2000).

The origin of the dispersion found by us is probable due to
the diference between the real/®tO/H abundance relation of
the object sample and the one assumed in our models. In fact,
Pérez-Montero & Contini (2009) analyzed the dependendd/Of
with O/H estimation obtained via the metallicity indicators using
nitrogen line ratios and compared these estimations wétoties
obtained viaT,-method. They found approximately the same dis-
persion as the one derived by us, and also showed that if e N
ratio is taken into account in strong-line methods, the elision
can be reduced by about 0.1 dex. Moreover, the scattering@f N
for a fixed QH value is larger for the low metallicity regime (see
e.g.lPilyugin et dl. 2003), which introduces a larger disjmer for
oxygen estimations in this regime, such as the one obsenvedri
results. This is confirmed by the use of detailed models, tuckv
the NO-O/H relation is a free parameter, yielding a lower disper-
sion (0.08 dex) than the ones obtained from diagnostic diagr
Yin et al. (2007) also obtained similar results comparinggen
abundances derived from-method and those via the photoioniza-
tion models of Charlot & Longhettil (2001).

Another important test is to verify if abundance gradi-
ents estimates by using diagnostic diagrams agree withethos
via Te-method. For that, in Fig[]7 we show a comparison
of oxygen gradient slope computed using theu{lZ[Ou] vs.

[N u]/[On] diagram presented in Figl] 2 and those ¥iamethod
for spiral galaxies M 101, M51, M 33, and NGC 2403 obtained
by [Kennicutt et al. [(2003)._Bresolin etlal. (2004), Magribaé&
(2007), and_Garnett etlal. (1997), respectively. We can bat t
within the uncertainties given by the linear fitting, the ghias-

tic diagram above yields abundance gradient consisteft thi
ones vidl.-method. Again, the diierence between the gradient es-
timates is probable due to the/®FO/H relation assumed in our
models and the one of the galaxies. This is supported by the de
tailed model results, since a linear fitting on oxygen abuoda
from these, presented in Taljle 2, yields a gradient for M 101 o
12+log(O/H)= 0.90(0.26) R/Rys + 8.77(0.15), the same gradi-
ents found by Kennicutt et al. (2003) using fhemethod.

In general, oxygen determination obtained from strong-lin
methods, which use emission line intensities predictechoygion-
ization models, are overestimated up to 0.5 dex when cordpare
with those obtained fronil-method [(Kewley & Ellison| 2008;
Dors & Copettil 2005] Kennicutt et al. 2003; Garnett et al. 4200
Stasifnska 2002). This discrepancy is attributed to thetfeat pho-
toionization codes are not realistic enough, do not trdahalrel-
evant physical processes correctly, use inaccurate atdati; etc
(Kennicutt et al. 2003). However, as seen previously, usiagtate
of art of photoionization models and the combination of tine|
ratio, one sensitive to the metallicity and another seresitd the
ionization parameter, which does taken into account thesiphly
conditions (hardness of the ionizing radiation and geoicadtfac-
tor) of star-forming regions (Pilyugin_2001), minimizegtdfects
mentioned above and givegiDestimates close to tHE.--method.

As explained in Secfl]3, the match between solar abundaonces f
the gas and star has little influence on metallicity indicat@.e.

[N n]/[On]) showing that the metallicity estimates by our models
are indepent of this fact.

The ionization parameter is expected to be dependent on the
metallicity because stellar atmospheres of massive O lséam@me
cooler with increasing metallicity as a result of enhanded and
wind blanketing/(Massey et al. 2005), decreasing conseyuitre
ionization parameter. Moreover, when stellar atmosphénan-a
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dance is higher, this scatters the photons emitted from kize p
tosphere moreficiently, causing a greater conversiofii@ency
from luminous energy flux to mechanical energy flux in thelatel
wind base region, which also leads to a diminutiorJoi the Hu
region (Dopita et all 2006). A decreaselbfvith the increase o
was found for Hr galaxies by Nagao et al. (2006) and Maier et al.
(2006) and for disk hik regions by Bresolin et al. (1999). However,
our results indicate no systematic dependency of the itiaizpa-
rameter on the metallicity for the sample of objects consideal-
though using our grid of models it is impossible to check what
tor (e.g. stellar ffective temperature, geometrical factors, aging) is
responsible for this behavior. This result is in consonasitl the
ones found by Dors & Copettl (2005), Garnett et al. (19974 an
Kennicutt & Garnett|(1996), who used thei[{Sm] in order to
estimate the ionization parameter intHegions located in spiral
disks. To analyze whether our result is not an artefact ofrthth-
ods used in this paper, in F[d. 8 we plotted the[$S 1] line ratio
intensity and the @H abundances obtained Ay-method of our
sample. Again, we can note no systematic behavidt wfith O/H.

As noted in Fig.[b, the [@]/HB vs. [Nun]/[On] and
[Om]/[Ou] vs. [Nu]/[O 1] indicate very highU values (lodJ >
—2) for some objects, which are not predicted by the detailedeh
and by the ([Qu]/HB)/(IN n]/Ha) vs. [Su]/[S m] diagram. This oc-
curs because photoionization models underpredict the][B3
(see Fig[R), mainly for objects with low metallicity. Becuthese
line ratios are age dependent, it is possible that modelsrasg
a harder spectral energy distribution would resolve thibfam.
Thus, we ran a grid of photoionization models (not shown) us-
ing as ionizing source a cluster of 1 Myr and computééndZ
values. We found that, for the diagram with fgy[O n], this new
grid yields values oU in consonance with the ones from other
diagrams. However, for the diagram with @/HgB, although a
better match between the models and the observational deta w
obtained, theJ estimations continue to be overestimated in rela-
tion to the ones via other methods. ThgHGestimates practically

did not change in these cases. A similar problem was alsdqmbin
out byl Stasifiska & Izotov (2003), who using a sequence of pho
toionization models to reproduce observational data ofgdlax-
ies, which found that the models underpredictiffHg for objects
with 7.4 < log(O/H) < 8.0. These authors invoked several mech-
anisms to explain this discrepancy, such as secondaryaitoiz
by X-rays and shocks but a definitive conclusion was not regch
Recently| Levesque etlal. (2010) compared observatiornalafa
large sample of star-forming galaxies with grid of photdiation
models, such as the ones presented in this paper, but congide
as ionizing source stellar cluster withffidirent ages and formed
by instantaneous and continuous star formation. Similautore-
sults, they found that very young models with 0-1 Myr and fedm
instantaneously reproduce better the observedi]f@83 than the
older ones, although better agreement is given by modelstiado
a continuous star formation history (see also Pérez-Morgtal.
2010). These authors did not comparestimates obtained by dif-
ferent emission line ratio, but it is probable that the dipancy
found by us is maintained even using their models with cotirs
star formation|_Levesgue etlal. (2010) showed that the new ge
eration of Geneva evolutionary tracks, which include atelbta-
tion, produces a SED more prominent in the higher-energyneg
(A < 230A) than the one used here, with rotatidfeets being
more important at lower metallicity. Thus, it is probabletthf
these SEDs were used in our photoionization models, thegbeed
intensities of the [Qu]/HB would be larger andl) estimates from
diagnostic diagrams using this line ratio would conciliaféh the
ones from other diagrams.

As the [Su]/[Sn] ratio is weakly dependent ag, it is useful
to calibrate it withU. In Fig.[9, we show th&)-[Su]/[Sm] relation
predicted by our models for the entire rangeZond the relation
proposed by Diaz et al. (1991), as well as our results foil [«
and [Omi]/[O u] versusU.

A linear fitting of the average of these photoionization mode
results produce

logU = —1.36 (+:0.07) log[S I1]/[S II] — 3.09 (+0.05), 1)
logU = —1.66 (+:0.06) log[S Il]/Ha — 4.13 (+:0.07), )
logU = 1.22 (+:0.07) log[O 11]/[O 1l] — 2.25 (+0.05). ®3)

As can be seen in Fifl] 9, the {H« is a goodU indicator
because it shows little variation with the metallicity for> 0.2 Z,
and uses emission line with near wavelength, being almaig-in
pendent of the reddening. Our result 10¢[Su]/[Smi] relation is
in very good agreement with the relation proposed by Dial et
(1991).

7 CONCLUSION

We compared oxygen estimates for a large sample of objeets ob
tained by direct detection of the electron temperature thibise via
diagnostic diagrams containing strong emission linesipred by
photoionization models, as well as from detailed modelsoAgn
the diagnostic diagrams considered, we found that the oties u
lizing the emission lines [@i]/[O u] vs. [Nu]/[Ou], [Om]/HB vs.

[N 0]/[On], and [Om]/HB/[N u]/Ha vs. [Su]/[Sm] diagnostic dia-
grams give @H values nearest to tie-method, with diferences of
about 0.04 dex and dispersion of 0.3 dex. Similar resultewér
tained using detailed models but with a smaller dispersib0,08
dex. The origin of the dispersion is probably due tfietences be-
tween the real JO-0O relation of the sample and the one assumed in
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the models. We did not find any correlation of the ionizatiangm-
eter with the metallicity for the objects in our sample. Wadade
that the combination of two line ratio predicted by photdiation
models, one sensitive to the metallicity and another seagi the
ionization parameter, which does taken into account thesiphly
conditions of star-forming regions, givegHestimates close to
the values derived using direct detections of electron tzatpres.
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