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ABSTRACT

We present a systematic search for 1696 Green Pea (GP) galaxy candidates in the southern hemi-

sphere selected from the Dark Energy Survey Data Release 2 (DES DR2) and provide preliminary

results from spectroscopic follow-up observations of 26 targets chosen among them. Our selection

criteria include the colors in gri-bands and compact morphology in the color composite images. The

multi-wavelength spectral energy distribution fitting shows that the selected GP candidates exhibit

star formation rates up to several tens M⊙ yr−1. With the mean stellar mass of logM∗/M⊙ = 8.6, GP

candidates are located at roughly 1 dex above the main sequence of star-forming galaxies at z ∼ 0.3.

Spectroscopic follow-up observations of the GP candidates with Gemini/GMOS are underway. All

26 targets are spectroscopically confirmed to be at z = 0.3-0.41 and have [Oiii] equivalent width

larger than 85 Å, classified to be starbursts with low to moderate dust attenuation. These confirmed

GPs show a lower metallicity offset from the mass-metallicity relation of local star-forming galaxies,

indicating that GPs are less chemically evolved systems at their early stage of evolution.

Keywords: Galaxies (573) — Emission line galaxies (549) — Starburst galaxies (1570)

1. INTRODUCTION

Green Pea galaxies (hereafter GPs), which were first

identified based on the green color and compact mor-

phology in the SDSS gri -composite images (Cardamone

et al. 2009), are characterized as starburst galaxies at

z ∼ 0.3 with strong [Oiii]λ5007 emission lines (corre-

sponding to have large equivalent widths (EWs) up to

∼ 1000Å). Based on the physical properties of GPs stud-

ied so far − e.g., high star formation rate (SFR) for a

given stellar mass (Cardamone et al. 2009; Brunker et al.

2020; Liu et al. 2022), low gas phase metallicity (Amoŕın

et al. 2010, 2012; Izotov et al. 2011), and small size (<

1kpc; Yang et al. 2017a; Kim et al. 2020, 2021) −, GPs

are considered to be low-redshift analogs of Lyα emitters

at z > 2 with possibilities of Lyα photon escape (Henry

et al. 2015; Yang et al. 2016). The leakage of the Lyman

continuum is also observed in several GPs through the

rest-frame UV observations (Izotov et al. 2016, 2018).

Corresponding author: Hyunjin Shim
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As the similarities between GPs and galaxies in the early

Universe are claimed by the recent JWST observations

of rest-frame spectra of z ∼ 8 galaxies (Schaerer et al.

2022; Rhoads et al. 2023), GPs are getting attention as

tools to probe the factors and processes related to the

cosmic reionization.

GPs have inspired studies of ‘extreme emission line

galaxies (EELGs)’ at different redshifts that have played

important roles in galaxy evolution (de Barros et al.

2016; Li et al. 2018; Boyett et al. 2022). EELGs are

characterized by high excitation nebular spectra with

large EW emission lines. The observed line ratios in

EELGs, such as high [Oiii]/[Oii], are often used as trac-

ers of Lyα and Lyman continuum photon escape (Jaskot

& Oey 2014; McKinney et al. 2019; Tang et al. 2019).

EELG selection is also related to a search for extremely

metal-poor galaxies (Bekki 2015), especially when there

exist possibilities that different metallicity calibrators do

not agree with each other in a low metallicity environ-

ment (Amoŕın et al. 2010; Curti et al. 2023).

Imaging surveys paralleled with the spectroscopic sur-

veys in the northern sky (e.g., SDSS and LAMOST;

York et al. 2000; Luo et al. 2015) have led to the con-
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struction of the large GP sample in the northern hemi-

sphere (e.g., Cardamone et al. 2009; Liu et al. 2022).

However, there have been rare GP samples explored by

the southern sky surveys including the Dark Energy Sur-

vey (DES; Abbott et al. 2021), which can be effective

for a systematic search for GP candidates. It is also

expected that the upcoming imaging and spectroscopic

surveys such as the Legacy Survey of Space and Time

(LSST; Ivezić et al. 2019) can contribute to constructing

large samples of EELGs (including GPs) in the southern

sky. Another advantage of exploring GPs in the south-

ern sky area is the existence of surveys and instruments

using multiple narrow- and medium-band filters, such

as J-PLUS (Cenarro et al. 2019; Lumbreras-Calle et al.

2022), J-PAS (Bonoli et al. 2021), and 7-Dimensional

telescope (7DT; Im 2021), which would lead to more ef-

ficient selection of EELGs (e.g., Lumbreras-Calle et al.

2022; Iglesias-Páramo et al. 2022). Comparison between

the narrow- and medium-band filters information-aided

selection and conventional broad-band color selection of

strong line emitters would provide a hint to estimate

sample completeness in these rare populations, comple-

menting spectroscopic selection of EELGs.

In this study, we select GP candidates in the south-

ern hemisphere based on the broad-band optical colors

and morphology, in advance of the upcoming large and

deep spectrophotometric surveys using narrow- and/or

medium-band filters. The physical properties of the

selected GP candidates and the scaling relations be-

tween those properties (SFR, stellar mass, and gas-

phase metallicity) are explored through the broad-band

spectral energy distribution (SED) fitting and follow-up

spectroscopic observations.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we

list our GP candidates selection process and the multi-

wavelength photometry data of GP candidates compiled

for the construction of the SED. In Section 3, we de-

scribe the SED fitting procedure (Section 3.1) and our

spectroscopic follow-up observations made during the

year 2024 (Section 3.2). Physical properties (photomet-

ric and spectroscopic redshifts, [Oiii] line EWs, dust at-

tenuation E(B − V ), SFR, stellar mass, and metallic-

ity) and relations between them are presented in Sec-

tion 4. Then we discuss the characteristics of the DES

GPs through the comparison with the previously studied

GP samples (constructed mostly in the northern hemi-

sphere) along with our conclusion (Section 5). Through-

out this paper, we use a flat cosmology model with

the following parameters: H0 = 67.4 km s−1 Mpc−1,

Ωm = 0.315, and ΩΛ = 0.685 (Planck Collaboration

et al. 2020). All magnitudes are presented in the AB

system.

Figure 1. (g−r) vs. (r−i) color-color diagram constructed
using DES photometry. Black hexagonal binned plots are
randomly selected 0.1% of DES DR2 galaxies within the r-
band magnitude range of 18.0 ≤ r ≤ 22.5 (same as GPs),
while green circles indicate GP candidates. Black solid lines
indicate color selection criteria for GPs from Cardamone
et al. (2009). Black dashed lines are the additional color
cut we applied in this work, to avoid red galaxies.

2. SAMPLE

2.1. Green pea candidates selection

We selected candidates of the GPs from the second

data release of the Dark Energy Survey (DES DR2; Ab-

bott et al. 2021) covering ∼ 5, 000 deg2, based on their

green colors and compact morphology in the optical

images. When extracting photometric objects through

the SQL query from the DESaccess1, we applied con-

straints for the object flags (flags [grizY ] < 2 and

imaflags iso [grizY ] = 0) to exclude objects that

are affected by nearby bright stars. We also used the

morphology constraint to remove stellar objects (us-

ing wavg spread model [i -band]; Sevilla-Noarbe et al.

2018).

The extraction was also limited to objects that are

observed in all of the five bands of the DES (i.e.,

nepoch [grizY ] > 0), having Petrosian radius less than

or equal to 2 arcsec, considering the compactness of the

green pea galaxies (Kim et al. 2021). Then we applied

the color selection criteria for GPs as follows (the same

as presented in Cardamone et al. 2009, with the addi-

1 https://des.ncsa.illinois.edu/desaccess/
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tional constraint for (g − r) to avoid red galaxies):

r − i ≤ −0.2,

r − z ≤ 0.5,

g − r ≥ r − i+ 0.5,

0 ≤ g − r ≤ 1.1.

(1)

For magnitudes in Equation 1, we used MAG AUTO

from the SExtractor (mag auto [grizY ]). While the

SDSS and DES surveys utilize similar filter sets (g, r, i,

and z-bands), the actual filter responses are slightly

different between the two surveys, causing magnitude

offsets between the SDSS and DES bands. Therefore,

to use the criteria of Cardamone et al. (2009), we ap-

plied a photometric transformation to the DES magni-

tudes using the formula from Abbott et al. (2021) to

convert the magnitudes into SDSS magnitudes. In the

case of the GP candidates, the magnitude offsets (i.e.,

|gSDSS − gDES|) were mostly smaller than 0.05mag. In

the magnitude range of 18.0 ≤ r ≤ 22.5, the number of

GP candidates satisfying the above color selection crite-

ria was 6454. Figure 1 describes color selection criteria

for GPs in the (g − r) vs. (r − i) color-color diagram.

Then we performed a visual inspection of the gri color-

composite images of the color-selected GP candidates to

exclude image artifacts (such as satellite trails), objects

that are not as compact as pea-like galaxies, and objects

with reddish colors. Stars were removed from the GP

candidates by searching for matches to Gaia Data Re-

lease 3 parallax and proper motion measurements (Gaia

Collaboration et al. 2023). The number of GP can-

didates after the visual inspection and star removal is

1696. These 1696 GP candidates comprise our DES GP

(candidates) sample studied in this work.

Figure 2 shows the i-band magnitude distribution of

the DES GP candidates (before and after the visual in-

spection) compared to that of the SDSS GPs from the

early data release (DR7; Cardamone et al. 2009). The

magnitude distributions before and after the visual in-

spection are consistent with each other in all optical

bands (g, r, i, and z-band), implying that the visual in-

spection does not result in a sample selection biased to

the bright objects. The DES GP candidates we selected

are fainter than the SDSS GPs, which is natural con-

sidering the high fraction of spectroscopically observed

sources among the SDSS GPs. The mean i-band mag-

nitudes of the DES and SDSS GPs are 21.75 and 20.20

mag, respectively. The ∼1.5 mag difference on average

suggests that GP candidates selected in the DES are

fainter (and thus less massive) versions of the conven-

tional SDSS GPs.

Figure 2. The i-band magnitude distributions of our DES
GP candidates (selected in this study) and 80 SDSS GPs
(Cardamone et al. 2009). The dashed and solid line represent
the magnitude distributions before and after the visual in-
spection, respectively. Gray-filled histogram shows the SDSS
GPs. Note that the total area under the histogram equals 1
in all cases.

2.2. Multi-wavelength photometry

To construct SEDs of the GP candidates, we compiled

multi-wavelength photometry data from the ultraviolet

(UV) to near-infrared (NIR) wavelengths. UV magni-

tudes of the DES GP candidates were extracted from

the source catalog of the GALEX All-sky Imaging Sur-

vey Data Release 6 (Bianchi et al. 2014) using a match-

ing radius of 3 arcsec. The total number of the matched

sources is 1176, while the number of sources with avail-

able fluxes at both FUV (1500 Å) and NUV (2300 Å)

bands is 604.

To compare the UV photometric properties of the DES

GPs with those of other galaxies, we selected 50000 non-

GP galaxies from the DES with the same i-band mag-

nitude distribution as the GP candidates, of which 467

galaxies have flux measurements in both FUV and NUV

bands. Figure 3 compares color-magnitude diagrams of

the GP candidates and magnitude-matching non-GPs

in the UV and optical wavelengths. GP candidates

are slightly brighter in the UV wavelengths (median

magnitudes of 21.53 and 22.04mag in FUV and NUV

bands) than non-GPs (median magnitudes of 23.18 and

22.64mag in FUV and NUV bands, respectively). In ad-

dition, the (FUV−NUV) colors of the GP candidates are
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Figure 3. (a) (FUV−NUV) color and (b) (NUV−r) color
vs. r-band magnitude diagram constructed using GALEX
and DES photometry. Green circles and solid lines represent
GPs and their trend lines, while black points and solid lines
indicate Non-GPs and their trend lines, respectively. Error
bars in the bottom right of each panel represent average er-
rors in colors.

on average 0.3mag bluer than those of the non-GPs at

r = 20mag, with little dependence on the r-band mag-

nitudes for the color offset. The color difference is even

more significant in the case of (NUV−r) colors: non-

GP galaxies exhibit the color-magnitude relation (i.e.,

brighter galaxies are redder), however, such a trend is

relatively weak in the case of GP candidates. This im-

plies that GP candidates are bluer galaxies compared to

non-GP galaxies, because of being less dust-attenuated

and/or having younger stellar populations.

NIR magnitudes of the GP candidates in 1-4µm were

compiled to estimate stellar masses of them based on

the multi-wavelength SED fitting. We used two cata-

logs: (1) the VISTA Hemisphere Survey (VHS) Data

Release 6 (McMahon et al. 2021) for photometry in

J, H, and K-bands, and (2) the CatWISE2020 catalog

(Marocco et al. 2021) for photometry in W1 (3.4µm)

and W2 (4.6µm) bands. Using the matching radius of

1 arcsec, the number of the identified GP candidates in

the VHS DR6 is 471, while most of them (468) are de-

tected only in the J-band. We used a larger matching ra-

dius (2 arcsec) to find counterparts in the CatWISE2020

catalog since the WISE spatial resolution is relatively

poor. In the CatWISE2020 catalog, we found matches

for 389 GP candidates.

Figure 4. Comparison between spectroscopic redshifts and
photometric redshifts derived from cigale SED fitting. The
solid line shows the y = x equation and the dashed lines show
|∆z|/(1 + z) < 0.04. Most of the spectroscopically observed
GPs show |∆z|/(1+z) < 0.04, except for four cases including
those with zphot < 0.26 or zphot > 0.4.

Figure 5. Redshift distributions of SDSS and DES GPs
(for both spectroscopic and photometric redshift). Note that
the histograms are normalized so that the total area under
the histogram is equal to 1.
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Figure 6. The spectrum of the GP035844-272134, which has the strongest line fluxes among 26 GPs in our Gemini GMOS-S
spectroscopic follow-up program, is presented as an example in the rest-frame wavelength range of 3600-7000 Å.

3. METHODS

3.1. Multi-wavelength SED fitting

We estimated the physical properties of the GP candi-

dates, including SFR, stellar mass, E(B−V), and equiva-

lent width (EW) of the [Oiii] emission line, through the

multi-wavelength SED fitting with the use of cigale

(Boquien et al. 2019). We used all of the compiled pho-

tometric data points that are available, i.e., magnitudes

in the FUV, NUV, g, r, i, z, Y , J, H, K, W1, and W2-

bands. The number of GP candidates with magnitudes

in more than 6 out of the 12 photometric bands is 1318,

while 412 GP candidates have fluxes in more than 8

photometric bands.

To determine the most appropriate parameters and

configurations for the SED fitting, we used 11 objects

among our 1696 GP candidates that have been spectro-

scopically observed in SDSS DR18. These 11 GPs have

spectroscopic redshifts of z = 0.35-0.42, with strong

[Oiii] emission lines present in their spectra. By chang-

ing the modules and parameter values (ranges and steps)

in each module, we tried to reproduce the spectroscopic

redshifts and [Oiii]λ5007 EWs of these objects using the

photometric redshift mode of the cigale. In the pho-

tometric redshift mode, the photometric redshifts were

obtained using a Bayesian analysis based on the SED fit-

ting, searching for the best-fitting redshift in the range

of z =0.05 to 1.0 at intervals of 0.01.

The finally selected modules and parameter value set-

tings are summarized in Table 1. We used a delayed star

formation history (sfhdelayed), bc03 stellar population

synthesis model (Bruzual & Charlot 2003), Chabrier ini-

tial mass function (Chabrier 2003), nebular emission and

dust attenuation. Although we used modules for AGN

emission (fritz2006) and dust emission (dl2014), we

fixed the AGN luminosity fraction to be zero and did

not use a range of parameters in the dust emission mod-

ule, because the AGN and dust emission modules can

only be constrained by the photometry at wavelengths

longer than the mid-infrared. In the nebular emission

module, we used a wide range of ionization parameter U ,

gas metallicity, and line width to reproduce the spectro-

scopic EW. With these settings, we could derive photo-

metric redshifts with the accuracy of |∆z|/(1+z) < 0.04

at 0.3 < z < 0.45 (Figures 4 and 5), which were con-

firmed later with the additional 26 spectroscopic red-

shifts obtained from our observations (Section 3.2).

3.2. Follow-up spectroscopic observation

To test the efficiency of sampling strong [Oiii] emitters

in the DES region based on the GP color selection tech-

nique, we initiated the spectroscopic follow-up observa-

tion program for GP candidates with the Gemini Multi-

Object Spectrograph (GMOS) on Gemini-South, utiliz-

ing long-slit observing mode at relatively poor weather

conditions (Bands 3 and 4). While the observation pro-

gram is still an ongoing project, the spectra of 26 GP

candidates that have been obtained over the period of

April to September 2024 are presented in this paper.

We used R400 grating with two central wavelength set-

tings (7000Å and 7500Å) to avoid the line falling in the

gaps between the CCD chips. Our spectrum covers the

wavelength range of 3600-10300 Å. With a 0.5 arcsec

width slit and no binning in spectral direction, the spec-

tral dispersion was 0.85Å pixel−1 resulting in R ∼ 1800.

The on-source integration time was either 2400 seconds

(600 s×4, consisting of four ABBA dithering for sky

background removal) or 3000 seconds (750 s×4), which
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Figure 7. [Oiii]λ5007 equivalent width vs. r-band magni-
tude for 26 GPs that are spectroscopically observed.

was determined based on the r-band magnitude of the

target.

The spectra were reduced in a standard manner

(i.e., bias/flat correction, wavelength calibration, dis-

tortion correction, and 1-D spectra extraction) using

the DRAGONS2 (Data Reduction for Astronomy from

Gemini Observatory North and South; Labrie et al.

2023). The baseline calibration (using spectrophotomet-

ric standard star observation) and the aperture extrac-

tion were done in an interactive mode, with caution paid

to prevent overfitting in sensitivity function calculation

and aperture tracing.

Figure 6 shows an example of the reduced GP spec-

trum obtained through our program. Similarly to the

previously confirmed GPs (e.g., Cardamone et al. 2009),

the spectrum shows numerous nebular emission lines, in-

cluding strong [Oiii] and Hydrogen Balmer lines. The

coordinates, r-band magnitudes, spectroscopic redshifts

along with the stellar mass and SFR estimated from the

multi-wavelength SED fitting (Section 3.1) are summa-

rized in Table 2. Spectroscopic redshifts of the observed

objects range z = 0.3-0.41. It is not straightforward

to calculate the completeness or the purity of our GP

selection strategy with limited numbers of spectroscopi-

cally followed targets. However, the fact that all targets

lie at z ∼ 0.3 and show strong [Oiii] indicates that our

2 https://zenodo.org/records/10841622

selection is effective to search for GPs at z ∼ 0.3 and

is relatively free from contaminations of emission-line

galaxies at other redshifts.

4. RESULTS

4.1. Redshift distribution

As is discussed in Section 3.1, the photometric redshift

accuracy of our SED fitting is |∆z|/(1+z) < 0.04. In ad-

dition to the comparison between spectroscopic and pho-

tometric redshifts (Figure 4), Figure 5 shows the photo-

metric redshift distribution of the 1696 GP candidates

as well as spectroscopic redshift distribution of the spec-

troscopically observed GPs. Although the spectroscopic

target selection is inevitably biased to the bright targets,

the redshift distributions of the spectroscopic subsample

and the parent photometric sample are consistent with

each other. The mean value of the photometric redshift

is ⟨z⟩ = 0.36, with a standard deviation of 0.05.

The photometric redshift range of GP candidates se-

lected in the DES is slightly higher than that of GPs

selected in the SDSS (0.112 ≤ z ≤ 0.360, Cardamone

et al. 2009). The difference appears to reflect the dif-

ference in filter systems. The central wavelengths of

the DES gri filters are slightly longer (4808, 6417, and

7814 Å) than that of the SDSS gri filters (4702, 6175,

and 7489 Å). The green color of the GPs in the gri color-

composite images require strong [Oiii] emission line that

is redshifted into the r-band wavelength range, which

naturally explains GPs selected in the DES images hav-

ing slightly higher redshifts.

4.2. [O iii]λ5007 EWs

For 26 GP targets of the GMOS follow-up spectro-

scopic observations, we measured line flux and EW of

noticeable emission lines (with the line S/N > 3) using

the jdaviz/Specviz tool (Developers et al. 2024) in the

interactive mode (Tables 3 and 4). As it is expected

from the green color in the gri images, GPs are consid-

ered to have strong [Oiii] emission lines, with EW rang-

ing up to a few hundreds Å (Table 4). Figure 7 shows

the distribution of the [Oiii]λ5007 EW as a function of

the r-band magnitude, which does not show any corre-

lation between the two. This implies that (although the

number of galaxies used here is small) the r-band magni-

tude cut for strong line emitter selection would not place

bias in sample selection in terms of the line EW. This

is consistent with the previous studies suggesting that

the fractions of the EELGs do not vary significantly with

UV luminosity among UV-selected star-forming galaxies

(Boyett et al. 2022), considering that large EW corre-

sponds to high ongoing SFR.



7

Figure 8. BPT diagrams (Baldwin et al. 1981) to classify galaxies into starbursts and AGN (left), as well as into starbursts,
Seyferts, and LINER (right). Solid and dashed lines are dividers for starbursts and AGN from Kewley et al. (2001) and
Kauffmann et al. (2003), respectively. Dash-dot line is a suggested criterion to differentiate between Seyfert and LINER
(Kewley et al. 2006).

Figure 9. Color excess E(B−V )gas of the spectroscopically
observed 26 GPs derived from the observed Balmer line ratios
(Hα/Hβ). The Calzetti et al. (2000) dust attenuation curve
was used.

The mean value of the observed [Oiii]λ5007 EW is

340Å. Although there are numerous different criteria

for EW to define line emitters at different redshifts (e.g.,

Amoŕın et al. 2015; Tran et al. 2020; Iglesias-Páramo

et al. 2022; Boyett et al. 2024), the mean value of the

observed [Oiii]λ5007 EW, 340Å, for DES spectroscopi-

cally observed GPs, is comparable to that of most strong

line emitters.

4.3. AGN contamination

Figure 8 shows the BPT diagrams (Baldwin et al.

1981) to classify the spectral types of GPs into ei-
ther starburst-dominated or AGN-dominated systems.

Most (23 out of 26) GP candidates are classified as

starbursts while only two objects (GP211619-463914,

GP232739-454554) are classified as AGN and one object

(GP204359-540359) is lying on the boundary. Despite

most GPs being classified as starbursts, the possibil-

ity of them being close to Seyferts cannot be ruled out

(right panel of Figure 8). However, the possible Seyfert-

like objects do not show broad hydrogen recombination

lines in the reduced spectra.

4.4. Dust attenuation

We used the Balmer decrement (observed line flux ra-

tios between Hα and Hβ; Table 3) to estimate dust at-

tenuation of the GPs. Considering that our GPs are

mostly star-forming galaxies (Figure 8), we used the

extinction curve for starburst galaxies (Calzetti et al.
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2000). The color excess E(B − V ) was calculated using

the following formula:

E(B − V )gas =
2.5× log10[(fHα/fHβ)/2.86]

k(Hβ)− k(Hα)
, (2)

where the k(Hα) and k(Hβ) values were taken from

Calzetti (2001), and the intrinsic (fHα/fHβ) was con-

sidered to be 2.86 assuming the case B recombination

with T = 104 K and ne = 104 cm−3. Figure 9 shows the

E(B − V )gas distribution of the spectroscopically ob-

served GPs. The median value is E(B − V )gas = 0.21,

while most GPs showing color excess less than 0.5mag

except one object (GP232739-454554) with very low Hβ

line flux. The spectrum of the GP232739-454554 shows

lower S/N in the shorter wavelength than in the longer

wavelength. Therefore, the fact that the S/N of the Hβ

line being low is thought to be the reason of high atten-

uation in this object. Similarly to previous studies on

the attenuation in GPs (e.g., Cardamone et al. 2009; Liu

et al. 2022), our GPs are relatively blue galaxies (which

is consistent with their UV to optical colors in Figure 3)

with little dust attenuation.

4.5. SFR vs. stellar mass

The distributions of stellar mass and SFR of the GP

candidates are presented in Figure 10. The stellar mass

of the most GP candidates ranges 108-109 M⊙, with

a mean value of ⟨Mstar⟩ = 108.6 M⊙. This places the

DES GP candidates in the lowest regime of the stellar

mass (108.5-1010 M⊙) among the early SDSS GPs (Car-

damone et al. 2009), which is natural considering that

DES GPs are ∼ 1.5mag fainter than that of the SDSS

GPs (Figure 2).

GP candidates exhibit SFR ranging a few to sev-

eral tens M⊙ yr−1, therefore the typical specific SFR

(sSFR) value, i.e., SFR divided by the stellar mass, is

∼ 10−8 yr−1. Compared to the main sequence of star-

forming galaxies at z = 0.3-0.41 (Speagle et al. 2014),

GP candidates show an order of magnitude higher SFR

at the same stellar mass. The sSFR of the GP candi-

dates are comparable to that of z = 6 star-forming main

sequence galaxies, indicating that the GP selection may

lead to a selection of local analogs of high-redshift star-

forming galaxies that are responsible for cosmic reion-

ization.

4.6. Mass-metallicity relation

For 26 spectroscopically observed GPs, we estimated

the gas-phase metallicity 12 + log(O/H) based on the

empirical N2 (≡ log([Nii]λ6584/Hα)) method (Pettini

& Pagel 2004) that uses strong emission lines:

12 + log(O/H) = 8.90 + (0.57×N2). (3)

Figure 10. The SFR vs. stellar mass for the 1696 GPs es-
timated by cigale with the distribution of stellar mass. The
dashed lines represent specific star formation rates (sSFR) of
10−7, 10−8 and 10−9yr−1, respectively. Most of the GPs are
located along the sSFR line of 10−8yr−1, with a few GPs
positioned along 10−9yr−1 line. Solid lines represent the
star-forming main sequence (SFMS) relations with z = 0.3,
0.41 and 6 using the redshift evolution of star-forming main
sequence suggested by Speagle et al. (2014). Filled stars rep-
resent 26 spectroscopically observed GPs, for which SFR is
calculated based on the extinction-corrected Hα line flux.

The values are listed in Table 2 along with the stel-

lar masses and SFR estimated from the SED fitting.

GPs have oxygen abundances 12 + log(O/H) < 8.3,

with the mean value of ⟨12 + log(O/H)⟩ = 8.14 (i.e.,

∼ 30% the solar value; Allende Prieto et al. 2001). In

the mass-metallicity diagram (Figure 11), GPs lie under

the 95% confidence interval of the local star-forming

galaxies (Tremonti et al. 2004). At the same time, GPs

follow a similar mass-metallicity trend at low metallici-

ties that more massive systems follow at higher metal-

licities. Such a trend, as well as gas phase metallic-

ity range, is consistent with the previous studies on the

[Oiii]-selected GPs (e.g., Brunker et al. 2020). This sup-

ports the idea that GP selection is an efficient strategy

to sample low metallicity galaxies, as the strong line

emitters tend to be chemically less evolved systems un-

dergoing their early stage of star formation.
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Figure 11. Gas-phase metallicity (12 + log(O/H)) vs.
stellar mass of 26 GPs (green circles). Overplotted solid
line is the mass-metallicity relation of star-forming galaxies
at z ∼ 0.1, while the dashed lines represent 68% and 95%
of the mass-metallicity distribution (Tremonti et al. 2004).
Filled triangles are GPs from the KPNO International Spec-
troscopic Survey (Brunker et al. 2020).

5. DISCUSSION & CONCLUSION

We selected GP candidates from the DES DR2 that

covers ∼ 5, 000 deg2 of the southern sky, and investi-

gated their properties using the multi-wavelength SED

fitting. In total, 1696 GP candidates were selected by

applying broad-band color criteria (Cardamone et al.

2009) and through visual inspection on the gri color

composite images. Using the multi-wavelength photom-

etry covering from UV to NIR, GP candidates were

found to be low-mass (106.71-1010.63 M⊙), highly star-

forming (log(SFR) = −0.87-1.85) galaxies at the mean

photometric redshift of ⟨zphot⟩ = 0.36. Early results

from our spectroscopic follow-up program for DES GPs

suggest that all 26 GP targets do show strong [Oiii]

emission lines with EW larger than ∼ 85 Å, related to

a low metallicity (less than 30% the solar metallicity)

and insignificant attenuation in these systems.

Since our GP candidates sample is one of the start-

ing points to construct strong line emitters in the

southern hemisphere where numbers of large imag-

ing/spectroscopic surveys are planned, we list major

characteristics of our GP candidates that are common

with or different from the previously constructed GP

samples (e.g., SDSS DR7, Cardamone et al. 2009; SDSS

DR13, Jiang et al. 2019; Harish et al. 2023; SDSS DR16,

Ding et al. 2023; KISS, Brunker et al. 2020; LAMOST

DR9, Lumbreras-Calle et al. 2022).

1. DES GPs are expected to lie at slightly higher

redshifts than SDSS GPs, since the central wavelengths

of the DES g, r, and i-bands are longer than that of the

corresponding SDSS bands.

2. DES GPs are on average less massive (108.6 M⊙)

than SDSS GPs (109.5 M⊙), which is natural that DES

GPs are ∼ 1.5mag fainter. While the DES GPs occupy

the lowest mass regime among the GP population, the

sSFR remains to be relatively consistent over the two

orders of the stellar mass range.

3. [Oiii] EWs of the spectroscopically observed DES

GPs are comparable to that of SDSS GPs. The lack

of the extremely large EW (reaching up to ∼ 1000 Å)

galaxies might be due to the small size of the targets.

Similarly in the case of the SDSS GPs, little correlation

exists between the r-band magnitudes and [Oiii] EW.

4. Judging from the spectroscopically observed DES

GPs, starburst-dominated systems dominate the GP

population rather than AGN-dominated systems. The

AGN fraction is uncertain (2-4 out of 26), however the

value partly overlaps with that of the search for MIR

AGN among SDSS GPs.

5. Spectroscopically observed DES GPs show mass-

metallicity relation over ∼ 1 order of stellar mass range

that more massive GPs show higher gas-phase metal-

licity. This mass-metallicity relation is about 0.5 dex

lower than from the mass-metallicity relation of local

star-forming galaxies, and is consistent with the SDSS

and KISSR GPs.

The spatial number density of the DES GPs is

0.34 deg−2, considering the number of GPs is 1696 from
the 5000 deg2 covered in the DES DR2. This is smaller

than that of the early SDSS GPs (about 2 deg−2; Carda-

mone et al. 2009) or emission line searches in the wider

redshift range (e.g., 0.11 < z < 0.93, 30-100 deg−2;

Amoŕın et al. 2015; Iglesias-Páramo et al. 2022), yet

is comparable or larger than that of the local (z < 0.06)

extreme line emitters (e.g., 0.0003-0.23 deg−2 Yang et al.

2017b; Lumbreras-Calle et al. 2022). While it is difficult

to quantify the sample completeness considering that

broad-band magnitude limits as well as EW limits that

can be probed by different surveys are different, the r,

i, and z-band magnitude distributions of the DES GPs

suggests that the number of the GPs in a specific mag-

nitude bin increases as the magnitude gets fainter. Con-

sidering these, the number of GPs (as well as extreme

line emitters) would increase through the deep imaging
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surveys planned in the southern hemisphere (e.g., LSST;

Ivezić et al. 2019) that also cover wide, unexplored area.

Our DES GP sample, although photometrically selected

yet expected to have high purity judged by the spectro-

scopic follow up, could be used as a reference data set

to complement the future selection strategy for strong

line emitters in the southern sky.
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Table 2. Properties of the 26 spectroscopically observed DES-GPs

GP ID R.A. Decl. mr zspec log (M⋆) log (SFR)SED log (SFR)Hα 12 + log (O/H)

[deg] [deg] [mag] [M⊙] [M⊙ yr−1] [M⊙ yr−1]

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9)

GP000207−424024 0.52965 -42.67360 20.02 0.3972 9.25 1.35 1.52 8.21

GP000957+024146 2.48999 2.69620 19.94 0.3379 9.29 0.89 1.44 8.25

GP001034−484901 2.64247 -48.81700 19.68 0.3059 9.08 0.24 1.73 8.02

GP005423+033009 13.59997 3.50259 19.95 0.3590 9.44 0.81 1.27 8.29

GP012256−154025 20.73453 -15.67363 20.24 0.3160 9.06 0.72 1.43 8.14

GP022429−105748 36.12384 -10.96339 20.33 0.3154 9.36 1.63 1.45 8.10

GP024352+035504 40.96804 3.91804 20.37 0.3890 8.92 0.79 1.42 8.19

GP031823−412811 49.59743 -41.46982 20.12 0.3972 9.06 0.83 1.71 8.19

GP033528−562307 53.86939 -56.38553 20.38 0.3825 8.76 0.83 0.97 8.07

GP035844−272134 59.68538 -27.35972 19.73 0.3169 9.18 0.83 1.70 8.03

GP042045−600735 65.18795 -60.12648 20.19 0.3651 9.00 0.73 1.48 8.13

GP043224−383800 68.10077 -38.63352 19.95 0.3200 9.48 0.57 1.39 8.17

GP051716−265543 79.31926 -26.92878 20.23 0.3505 8.60 0.89 1.60 8.05

GP052936−362507 82.40206 -36.41871 20.12 0.3052 8.89 1.03 1.39 8.00

GP054214−354139 85.56175 -35.69434 20.29 0.3605 9.11 1.16 1.35 8.23

GP204045−413555 310.19069 -41.59872 20.39 0.4030 8.86 1.29 1.22 7.98

GP204359−540359 310.99793 -54.06650 20.14 0.4126 9.29 1.35 1.75 8.19

GP210903−444951 317.26582 -44.83095 20.43 0.3105 8.77 0.93 0.91 8.07

GP211040−504353 317.66717 -50.73162 20.34 0.3126 8.64 1.24 1.24 8.08
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GP213914−495028 324.81073 -49.84135 20.20 0.3947 8.81 0.87 1.15 8.23
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GP234647+022744 356.69968 2.46240 20.01 0.3343 9.04 1.18 1.01 8.15

Note—(5): spectroscopic redshifts measured using the redshifted [Oiii]5007 emission lines; (6): stellar mass from the SED
fitting (Section 3.1); (7): SFR from the SED fitting (Section 3.1); (8): SFR from the extinction-corrected Hα line flux (using
the method from Kennicutt 1998); (9): oxygen abundance based on the N2 method (Section 4.6)
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Table 3. Emission line flux measurements in 26 DES-GPs

GP ID Hα Hβ [Oii]3727,3729 [Oiii]4959 [Oiii]5007 [Nii]6584 [Sii]6717 [Sii]6731

GP000207−424024 52.40 ± 0.19 15.87 ± 0.20 24.59 ± 0.90 21.19 ± 0.22 70.81 ± 0.35 3.20 ± 0.08 1.09 ± 0.09 1.72 ± 0.14

GP000957+024146 44.06 ± 0.20 11.21 ± 0.30 11.30 ± 1.50 17.36 ± 0.31 50.19 ± 0.48 3.19 ± 0.11 2.81 ± 0.12 2.32 ± 0.12

GP001034−484901 68.54 ± 0.26 14.06 ± 0.37 16.10 ± 1.90 28.02 ± 0.45 67.35 ± 0.48 1.97 ± 0.12 3.72 ± 0.18 2.20 ± 0.13

GP005423+033009 23.60 ± 0.25 5.79 ± 0.36 7.60 ± 1.80 6.87 ± 0.38 24.22 ± 0.37 2.00 ± 0.15 1.78 ± 0.12 1.23 ± 0.15

GP012256−154025 63.30 ± 0.36 18.10 ± 0.38 32.70 ± 3.00 34.50 ± 0.41 99.30 ± 0.50 2.95 ± 0.19 4.98 ± 0.20 3.15 ± 0.16

GP022429−105748 57.80 ± 0.31 15.40 ± 0.29 · · · 32.50 ± 0.32 103.00 ± 0.47 2.32 ± 0.16 3.37 ± 0.19 2.55 ± 0.11

GP024352+035504 34.80 ± 0.17 9.54 ± 0.20 16.40 ± 1.30 16.10 ± 0.21 55.10 ± 0.28 1.95 ± 0.11 1.99 ± 0.16 1.55 ± 0.09

GP031823−412811 65.90 ± 0.23 18.20 ± 0.26 31.60 ± 1.30 30.40 ± 0.28 95.70 ± 0.37 3.77 ± 0.11 2.71 ± 0.20 3.09 ± 0.20

GP033528−562307 16.00 ± 0.12 4.85 ± 0.23 7.60 ± 1.30 9.32 ± 0.15 27.90 ± 0.23 0.56 ± 0.07 0.95 ± 0.07 0.71 ± 0.13

GP035844−272134 130.00 ± 0.37 38.80 ± 0.36 46.80 ± 2.40 78.40 ± 0.46 237.00 ± 0.73 3.92 ± 0.13 5.89 ± 0.12 4.41 ± 0.13

GP042045−600735 49.00 ± 0.29 13.80 ± 0.29 18.30 ± 2.20 27.50 ± 0.31 81.20 ± 0.42 2.17 ± 0.17 2.32 ± 0.11 1.97 ± 0.11

GP043224−383800 45.30 ± 0.30 11.70 ± 0.35 19.00 ± 2.70 20.60 ± 0.37 60.90 ± 0.41 2.41 ± 0.13 3.97 ± 0.16 3.08 ± 0.22

GP051716−265543 68.10 ± 0.28 18.70 ± 0.31 21.60 ± 2.10 37.70 ± 0.45 114.00 ± 0.47 2.22 ± 0.22 2.42 ± 0.12 1.82 ± 0.11

GP052936−362507 65.50 ± 0.24 19.10 ± 0.35 23.80 ± 2.40 37.50 ± 0.36 112.00 ± 0.49 1.76 ± 0.11 3.64 ± 0.22 2.55 ± 0.15

GP054214−354139 35.10 ± 0.24 9.53 ± 0.26 20.80 ± 1.90 16.00 ± 0.27 49.20 ± 0.34 2.33 ± 0.18 2.93 ± 0.13 2.08 ± 0.12

GP204045−413555 26.19 ± 0.09 8.07 ± 0.12 · · · 15.71 ± 0.14 46.17 ± 0.17 0.65 ± 0.04 0.49 ± 0.09 0.31 ± 0.11

GP204359−540359 41.20 ± 0.16 9.11 ± 0.17 17.10 ± 0.93 20.36 ± 0.18 61.66 ± 0.24 2.34 ± 0.11 1.86 ± 0.10 1.45 ± 0.13

GP210903−444951 20.90 ± 0.18 6.07 ± 0.36 · · · 11.18 ± 0.31 34.79 ± 0.35 0.72 ± 0.16 0.98 ± 0.11 0.69 ± 0.10

GP211040−504353 40.48 ± 0.20 11.32 ± 0.27 9.60 ± 1.30 25.18 ± 0.28 73.95 ± 0.36 1.49 ± 0.16 1.58 ± 0.09 1.37 ± 0.13

GP211619−463914 12.25 ± 0.18 4.56 ± 0.23 5.18 ± 0.66 9.35 ± 0.22 31.19 ± 0.29 0.77 ± 0.10 0.57 ± 0.10 0.47 ± 0.11

GP212733−424114 16.98 ± 0.10 5.16 ± 0.16 5.26 ± 0.51 8.87 ± 0.16 26.39 ± 0.18 0.84 ± 0.09 0.90 ± 0.11 0.93 ± 0.09

GP213914−495028 23.10 ± 0.18 7.11 ± 0.21 7.76 ± 0.86 13.81 ± 0.21 40.78 ± 0.30 1.52 ± 0.11 0.94 ± 0.11 0.50 ± 0.12

GP215810−615644 19.61 ± 0.18 4.72 ± 0.20 · · · 8.58 ± 0.21 26.02 ± 0.32 1.09 ± 0.09 1.59 ± 0.08 1.13 ± 0.08

GP232739−454554 17.23 ± 0.14 0.94 ± 0.15 · · · 2.18 ± 0.17 8.56 ± 0.22 0.78 ± 0.08 · · · 0.86 ± 0.10

GP234638−011839 43.70 ± 0.26 13.00 ± 0.41 24.00 ± 1.90 22.27 ± 0.37 68.20 ± 0.47 2.12 ± 0.20 2.36 ± 0.14 1.85 ± 0.12

GP234647+022744 28.42 ± 0.20 9.31 ± 0.27 · · · 16.98 ± 0.26 46.04 ± 0.39 1.39 ± 0.15 1.40 ± 0.13 0.94 ± 0.09

Note—Line fluxes are in units of 10−16erg s−1 cm−2.
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Table 4. Observed equivalent width measurements in 26 DES-GPs

GP ID Hα Hβ [Oii]3727,3729 [Oiii]4959 [Oiii]5007 [Nii]6584 [Sii]6717 [Sii]6731

GP000207−424024 260 ± 7 91 ± 6 67 ± 13 120 ± 7 421 ± 15 14 ± 2 14 ± 4 22 ± 9

GP000957+024146 442 ± 11 63 ± 8 27 ± 15 91 ± 8 223 ± 11 31 ± 5 33 ± 7 35 ± 8

GP001034−484901 422 ± 9 49 ± 5 33 ± 15 112 ± 9 267 ± 10 12 ± 3 36 ± 8 23 ± 6

GP005423+033009 199 ± 12 23 ± 7 8 ± 8 24 ± 6 89 ± 7 19 ± 6 15 ± 5 11 ± 6

GP012256−154025 452 ± 14 61 ± 6 28 ± 10 120 ± 7 323 ± 8 20 ± 5 56 ± 9 22 ± 5

GP022429−105748 671 ± 20 96 ± 8 · · · 175 ± 7 543 ± 12 29 ± 9 43 ± 11 33 ± 6

GP024352+035504 418 ± 12 58 ± 6 38 ± 13 98 ± 7 313 ± 9 24 ± 6 27 ± 9 21 ± 5

GP031823−412811 598 ± 13 78 ± 5 47 ± 9 131 ± 6 372 ± 8 32 ± 4 22 ± 7 26 ± 7

GP033528−562307 357 ± 15 50 ± 10 21 ± 14 74 ± 5 238 ± 10 13 ± 7 23 ± 8 18 ± 14

GP035844−272134 586 ± 9 120 ± 5 50 ± 12 248 ± 8 755 ± 13 20 ± 2 39 ± 3 30 ± 3

GP042045−600735 457 ± 16 73 ± 7 19 ± 10 121 ± 7 372 ± 10 22 ± 8 21 ± 4 21 ± 5

GP043224−383800 390 ± 13 52 ± 7 17 ± 10 80 ± 7 233 ± 8 23 ± 5 40 ± 7 31 ± 12

GP051716−265543 796 ± 21 87 ± 7 26 ± 12 141 ± 8 470 ± 11 25 ± 11 25 ± 6 20 ± 5

GP052936−362507 435 ± 9 75 ± 7 22 ± 8 144 ± 7 391 ± 10 12 ± 3 30 ± 8 21 ± 5

GP054214−354139 371 ± 13 50 ± 6 22 ± 8 76 ± 6 233 ± 8 26 ± 7 32 ± 7 23 ± 5

GP204045−413555 455 ± 9 76 ± 5 · · · 159 ± 7 467 ± 9 11 ± 2 22 ± 12 12 ± 16

GP204359−540359 414 ± 10 75 ± 7 41 ± 11 174 ± 8 520 ± 14 30 ± 8 24 ± 6 18 ± 7

GP210903−444951 246 ± 11 33 ± 9 · · · 59 ± 7 193 ± 9 7 ± 6 10 ± 4 9 ± 5

GP211040−504353 405 ± 11 63 ± 6 13 ± 6 155 ± 7 332 ± 7 17 ± 7 27 ± 6 18 ± 6

GP211619−463914 127 ± 26 46 ± 10 22 ± 10 111 ± 11 319 ± 12 52 ± 32 16 ± 9 14 ± 11

GP212733−424114 496 ± 14 66 ± 9 27 ± 11 106 ± 8 325 ± 10 24 ± 11 29 ± 12 29 ± 10

GP213914−495028 492 ± 24 59 ± 8 22 ± 11 132 ± 9 308 ± 12 33 ± 11 27 ± 12 9 ± 6

GP215810−615644 446 ± 25 38 ± 7 · · · 72 ± 8 219 ± 13 26 ± 10 70 ± 18 106 ± 29

GP232739−454554 334 ± 16 8 ± 5 · · · 22 ± 7 95 ± 12 16 ± 7 · · · 19 ± 9

GP234638−011839 298 ± 11 43 ± 8 37 ± 13 66 ± 6 227 ± 10 18 ± 7 19 ± 6 15 ± 4

GP234647+022744 471 ± 19 70 ± 10 · · · 127 ± 10 356 ± 16 26 ± 14 31 ± 13 21 ± 10

Note—Equivalent widths are in units of Å.
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