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ABSTRACT

The properties of host galaxies associated with Fast Radio Bursts (FRBs) provide critical information

for inferring the progenitors and radiation mechanisms of these bursts. We report on the host galaxy

of the repeating FRB 20190520B, a dwarf galaxy at the spectroscopic redshift z = 0.241 with a

stellar mass of (6.2± 0.8)× 108 M⊙. The emission line ratios suggest that the ionized gas is powered

by star formation. The total Hα-traced star formation rate (SFR) is 0.70 ± 0.01 M⊙ yr−1, and the
metallicity is 12+log10([O/H]) ≥ 7.4±0.1. The specific star formation rate (sSFR) is log sSFR/yr−1 =

−9.0 ± 0.1, higher than the upper limit of −9.4 observed in nearby dwarf galaxies. The dispersion

measure contribution from the host galaxy is estimated to be DMhost ≈ 950± 220 pc cm−3, based on

the Hα emission. The FRB and the associated persistent radio source are located at the Hα emission

peak, offset by ∼ 1.4′′ (5.5 kpc) in projection from the stellar continuum. At this position, the lower

limit of log sSFR/yr−1 is −8.5± 0.1, more than three times the galaxy’s total sSFR. The Hα velocity

difference between the stellar continuum and the offset gas is 39.6± 0.4 km s−1, which is sufficient to

draw conclusions about the nature of the offset.

Keywords: Radio transient sources(2008) — Dwarf galaxies(416) — Starburst galaxies(1570)

1. INTRODUCTION

Corresponding author: C.-W. Tsai; D. Li

cwtsai@nao.cas.cn; dili@tsinghua.edu.cn

Fast Radio Bursts (FRBs) are radio transients with

an unknown origin and radiation mechanism, with dura-

tions ranging from milliseconds to seconds (Zhang 2023).

Since their discovery (Lorimer et al. 2007), more than
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eight hundred FRBs have been detected1,2 (Xu et al.

2023), with energy releases during these short events

reaching up to ∼ 1039 erg (Petroff et al. 2022). This

has sparked significant interest in studying the forma-

tion mechanism(s) and energy source(s) of FRBs, and

led to the development of a multitude of theoretical

models.3. Most FRBs are believed to have extragalac-

tic origins, except for FRB 20200428 (SGR 1935+2154,

CHIME/FRB Collaboration et al. 2020).

During propagation, the plasma in the Interstellar

Medium (ISM) and Intergalactic Medium (IGM) causes

pulse dispersion in FRBs, detected as a frequency-

dependent delay in the arrival times of the pulses. The

extent of the time delay depends on the electron density

along the line of sight. Therefore, the distribution of ion-

ized baryons between the FRB and the observer can be

probed through the Dispersion Measure, DM≡
∫ s

0
neds,

where ne is the electron density along the line of sight,

and ds is the line-of-sight distance element. The inte-

grated effect shows a strong correlation with the FRB’s

redshift. The so-called Macquart relation (Macquart

et al. 2020) offers a valuable estimate of the FRB’s dis-

tance based on its observed DM, and subsequently, its

luminosity. This relation is a key assumption for em-

ploying FRBs as cosmological probes, however the con-

tribution from the Milky Way and, most importantly,

the FRBs host galaxy add significant uncertainty (Ravi

et al. 2019).

FRBs can be phenomenologically divided into re-

peaters and one-off sources, depending on the number

of observed pulses. Historically, the high DM mea-

sured for the first discovered repeater, FRB 20121102A,

significantly exceeded the expected contribution from

the Milky Way’s ISM, implying an extragalactic origin

(Spitler et al. 2014, 2016) which was later confirmed

by optical followup observations. The properties of the

host galaxy of FRB 20121102A are similar to those of

the host galaxies of long gamma-ray bursts (LGRBs)

and superluminous supernovae (SLSNe), characterized

by low stellar masses, low metallicities, and high star

formation rates, suggesting a potential relationship be-

tween these sources and FRBs (Zhang 2023). Since the

discovery of FRB 20121102A, the host galaxies of more

than ninety FRBs have been identified.

FRB 20201124A, another active repeater, is located

in a low-stellar-density interarm region of a Milky Way-

sized barred spiral galaxy at z = 0.0979 (Ravi et al.

1 https://www.wis-tns.org
2 https://blinkverse.zero2x.org
3 https://frbtheorycat.org

2022a; Xu et al. 2022). Later, radio continuum ob-

servations identified this location as an obscured star-

forming region (Dong et al. 2024). The high degree

of circular polarization observed in FRB 20240114A

may suggest a complex, dynamically evolving magne-

tized local environment. In contrast, the repeating FRB

20220912A (Ravi et al. 2023) has a high burst rate of

up to 390 hr−1 and a low rotation measure (RM) of

−0.08±5.39 rad m−2 in the L-band (Zhang et al. 2023),

suggesting a clean environment. Optical observations

reveal the disk-like morphology of its host galaxy at

a redshift of z = 0.0771. The significant diversity in

host galaxy properties and inferred stellar populations

not only provides clues about the origin of FRBs but

also suggests the possibility of multiple formation mech-

anisms and progenitors for FRBs.

The repeating FRB 20190520B (Niu et al. 2022) was

discovered by the Five-hundred-meter Aperture Spher-

ical Radio Telescope (FAST, Nan et al. 2011) in the

Commensal Radio Astronomy FAST Survey (CRAFTS,

Li et al. 2018), and was then localized using the realfast

system (Law et al. 2018) of the Very Large Array (VLA).

An unresolved compact persistent radio source (PRS)

was detected by the VLA at a distance of 0.16 arcsec

from the FRB location, marking it as the second FRB

associated with a PRS, following FRB 20121102A. Sub-

sequent observations with the European VLBI Network

(EVN) further constrained the separation to ≤ 0.02′′

(Bhandari et al. 2023). The faint host galaxy was iden-

tified through spectroscopic observations at the VLA

positions of the FRB and the PRS, where distinct emis-

sion lines were detected.FRB 20190520B exhibits an ob-

served high DM of ∼ 1205 ± 4 pc cm−3. This includes

a foreground DM contribution of ∼ 110 ± 20 pc cm−3

from the Milky Way, estimated using the disk models of

NE2001 (∼ 60 pc cm−3, Cordes & Lazio 2002, 2003)

and YMW (∼ 50 pc cm−3, Yao et al. 2017), as well

as the halo model (∼ 70 pc cm−3, Yamasaki & Totani

2020).

The estimated extragalactic DM significantly exceeds

the value predicted by the Macquart relation for a source

at redshift z = 0.241 (Figure 3 in Niu et al. 2022), with

the host galaxy contributing an estimated DMhost ∼ 900

pc cm−3. Additionally, Lee et al. (2023) conducted

a spectroscopic survey to search for foreground galaxy

clusters along the sightline of FRB 20190520B, identify-

ing two clusters in its path. Their analysis suggests that

these foreground clusters could contribute an additional

450− 640 pc cm−3 to the extragalactic DM.

Follow-up observations by Feng et al. (2022a) using

the FAST detected bursts with circular polarization.

Follow-up observations by Feng et al. (2022b) using the

https://www.wis-tns.org
https://blinkverse.zero2x.org
https://frbtheorycat.org
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Robert C. Byrd Green Bank Telescope (GBT) detected

bursts with high RM (averaging 2759 rad m−2) and a

large RM scatter (σRM = 218.9 rad m−2), suggesting

that σRM traces the complexity of the magneto-ionic

environment around the FRB. Later RM reversal was

detected in Anna-Thomas et al. (2023), which is con-

sistent with the bursts passing through the stellar wind

of a binary companion of the FRB source. Ocker et al.

(2022) analyzed the large dispersion and pulse scattering

of FRB 20190520B, attributing them to the host galaxy.

They find a mean scattering time of τ = 10.9±1.5 ms at

1.41 GHz, implying that the distance (lX) between the

FRB emitter and the dominant scattering material is

less than 100 pc. Ocker et al. (2023) demonstrated that

dynamic and inhomogeneous plasma in the circum-FRB

medium causes scattering variability in FRB 20190520B,

similar to that of the Crab pulsar. All of these DM and

RM analyses point to a rich and complex ionized envi-

ronment surrounding FRB 20190520B.

In this work, we report on optical imaging and spec-

troscopy of the host galaxy of FRB 20190520B to in-

vestigate the environment of the FRB. This paper is

organized as follows: Section 2 provides details of the

observations. Section 3 introduces the data reductions.

Section 4 describes the data analysis, and compares

the star-forming properties with those of other FRB

host galaxies. Section 5 presents the inferred distri-

bution of ionized gas in the host galaxy. Section 6

discusses the DM contribution of the ionized gas in

the host galaxy, and the PRS associated with FRB

20190520B. Finally, Section 7 summarizes our results.

We adopt a flat ΛCDM cosmology with H0 = 67.66

km s−1 Mpc−1 and Ωm = 0.310 (Planck Collabora-

tion et al. 2020). We also adopt a solar abundance of

12 + log10([O/H]) = 8.69 ± 0.04 (Asplund et al. 2021).

At the redshift z = 0.241 of the host galaxy of FRB

20190520B, 1′′ corresponds to 3.8 kpc.

2. OBSERVATIONS

The active repeating FRB 20190520B, discovered by

FAST, was localized by VLA at (R.A., DEC.)[J2000]=

(16h02m04.272s, −11◦17′17.32′′) with 1σ positional

uncertainties of 0.10′′ and 0.08′′, respectively (Niu

et al. 2022). The coordinates of PRS used in this

work was localized by VLA at (R.A., DEC.)[J2000]=

(16h02m04.261s, −11◦17′17.350′′), approximately

0.165′′ to the west of FRB 20190520B, with 1σ uncer-

tainties of 0.10′′ and 0.05′′, respectively. We also note

that the ENV-localized coordinates of PRS are (R.A.,

DEC.)[J2000]= (16h02m04.2611s, −11◦17′17.366′′),

with uncertainties of 6.5 mas and 3.6 mas, respec-

tively, which fall entirely within the VLA positional

uncertainties of the PRS.

2.1. The Optical and Near-Infrared Images with

CFHT, GTC and Subaru

The optical R′- and GRI -band images of the host

galaxy of FRB 20190520B were obtained from the

CFHT/MegaCAM archival data taken on April 10,

2013, and March 28, 2017, respectively. The R′-band

image was shown in the panel a of Fig. 2 in Niu et al.

(2022) and is also used in this work.

A near-infrared J -band image was acquired on Au-

gust 5, 2020, using the Subaru/MOIRCS in target-of-

opportunity mode. Figure 1 presents a pseudo-RGB im-

age centered on the host galaxy, generated from these

three images. The red source to the east of the host

galaxy is an M-type star.

We also obtained broad-band images using OSIRIS+

on the Gran Telescopio Canarias (GTC) under program

ID GTCMULTIPLE1A-23ACNT (PI: C.-W. Tsai). The

images in the r - and i -bands were captured on July

6, 2023 with dithering and the observations were con-

ducted under seeing conditions of ∼ 1.1′′ and without

moonlight.

Figure 1. Pseudo-RGB image of the host galaxy of FRB
20190520B, generated using the Subaru J -band (Red) and
CFHT R′-band (Green) and GRI -band (Blue) images. The
white ellipse indicates the location of the FRB along with
the reported uncertainties from Niu et al. (2022). The white
solid lines represent the Keck/LRIS long slit, which was at a
position angle of PA= 160◦, centered on the nearby M-type
star (dashed white lines), and then shifted westward by 2.5′′.

2.2. Spectroscopic Observations with Palomar/DBSP
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A detailed description of the Palomar 200-inch tele-

scope (P200) observations are discussed in Niu et al.

(2022). We briefly review them here.

Prior to obtaining the archival optical images from

CFHT, the long-slit spectrum was acquired using the

Double Spectrograph (DBSP) on the P200 on July 24,

2020. The selected grating had 316 lines mm−1 and was

blazed at 7500 Å. The slit width was set to 1′′, and the

grating angle was 24.63◦. The observations were con-

ducted under sub-arcsecond seeing conditions. A total

of 2× 900 s of observations were obtained. The redshift

z = 0.241 ± 0.001 of the host galaxy was determined

based on the clearly detected narrow emission lines of

[OIII]λ5007 and Hα (Niu et al. 2022, Extended Data,

Figure 3). This redshift was later confirmed with the

Keck/LRIS spectroscopic data described in the next sec-

tion.

2.3. Spectroscopic Observations from Keck/LRIS

The P200/DBSP observation was initially designed

based on the localization of the PRS without identifying

the host galaxy, covering only approximately 4650–7250

Å in the rest frame with a low signal-to-noise ratio.

To address this, we conducted a subsequent spectro-

scopic observation using the Low Resolution Imaging

Spectrometer (LRIS) on the Keck I telescope on August

25, 2020, under seeing conditions of approximately 1.1′′.

Three spectra, each with an exposure time of 900 s, were

obtained using a long slit with a width of 1.5′′ and a po-

sition angle of 160◦ aligned with the elongated direction

of the host galaxy (see Fig. 1). For the blue arm of LRIS

we used the 400/3400 grism, while for the red arm we

used the 400/8500 grating. Together, this instrument

configuration covers the wavelength range from 3100 Å

to 10280 Å. The standard star BD+33 2642 was used for

flux calibration. Figure 2 displays the combined spec-

trum derived from the three exposures.

3. DATA REDUCTIONS

3.1. GTC Images

We obtained deep r - and i -band images of the host

galaxy and its environment using the broadband image

mode of the GTC/OSIRIS+. The raw data were first

bias-subtracted, flat-fielded, cleaned of cosmic rays, and

combined using the ccdproc (Craig et al. 2017) and Driz-

zlePac (Hoffmann et al. 2021) packages, following stan-

dard techniques. The r -band image was produced by

co-adding all four single-exposure images with 150 sec

exposure time for each frame. One of the four i -band

images is significantly affected by stellar spikes from a

nearby bright star (i = 8.5 mag, 58.84′′ to the south-

west). The remaining three exposures were combined to

generate the final i -band image. A 600 sec total expo-

sure was obtained for the final r -band image, and 540

sec was obtained for the final i -band image. There is

significant contamination from the nearby star east of

the galaxy, making careful sky subtraction crucial for

accurate target galaxy measurements. We modeled and

subtracted the complex 2D background of the total im-

age primarily using the photutils package, following in-

structions in the Cross-Instrument section of the JWST

Data Analysis Tool Notebooks4. Photometry was per-

formed on the sky-subtracted image using an elliptical

aperture.

3.2. Keck Spectrum

We processed the Keck spectroscopic data with IRAF

using standard techniques. Figure 2 shows the 1D spec-

trum obtained by combining the blue and red side spec-

tra. In addition to the Hα, Hβ, and [O III] emission lines

observed by the P200, blended [O II]λ3728 emission lines

are also detected. The host galaxy redshift is determined

to be z = 0.241 ± 0.001 based on these observed lines.

Figure 2 also displays blended [Fe II]λ7151/56 emission

lines. Typically, the presence of [Fe II]λ7151/56 emis-

sion indicates ionized gas excited by supernovae; how-

ever, no other supernova emission features, such as [Fe

III]λ4658, [Fe II]λ5195, or [Ca II]λ7291/7323 (Nicholl

et al. 2013; Maguire et al. 2018), are observed in the

spectrum. We suggest that the observed line may be a

spurious emission resulting from a cosmic ray.

4. DATA ANALYSIS

4.1. Spectrum Analysis

The emission lines in the co-added spectrum of the

host galaxy of FRB 20190520B were fitted using single-

Gaussian profiles. The line fluxes, after correcting for

Galactic extinction (Schlegel et al. 1998), are listed in

Table 1. The upper limits for the Hγ and [O III]λ4363

emission lines were estimated by assuming that their line

widths are identical to those of Hβ and [O III]λ5007, re-

spectively. The intrinsic extinction is estimated to be

AV = 1.24 ± 0.31 based on the line flux ratio between

Hα and Hβ, after correcting for Galactic foreground ex-

tinction and assuming an intrinsic case-B line ratio of

2.86. This value is characteristic of similar starburst

dwarf galaxies (Griffith et al. 2011).

Figure 3 shows the Baldwin, Phillips, and Terlevich

(BPT) diagram (Baldwin et al. 1981) for the host galaxy

of FRBs, along with SDSS DR17 galaxies at redshifts

4 https://spacetelescope.github.io/jdat notebooks/notebooks/
cross instrument/background estimation imaging/Imaging Sky
Background Estimation.html

https://spacetelescope.github.io/jdat_notebooks/notebooks/cross_instrument/background_estimation_imaging/Imaging_Sky_Background_Estimation.html
https://spacetelescope.github.io/jdat_notebooks/notebooks/cross_instrument/background_estimation_imaging/Imaging_Sky_Background_Estimation.html
https://spacetelescope.github.io/jdat_notebooks/notebooks/cross_instrument/background_estimation_imaging/Imaging_Sky_Background_Estimation.html
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Figure 2. Keck/LRIS spectrum of the host galaxy of FRB 20190520B at z = 0.241 ± 0.001. The lower and upper abscissas
represent the observed and rest-frame wavelengths, respectively. The false emission line caused by foreground contamination is
indicated as “Foreground”.

Table 1. Emission line properties of the host galaxy of FRB
20190520B at the rest frame.

Line Fλ EW

(10−16 erg cm−2 s−1) (Å)

[O II] λ 3728 17.0± 2 50± 10

H γ∗ < 2.1 < 6

[O III] λ 4363∗ < 1.8 < 6

H β 2.5± 0.3 12+2
−2

[O III] λ 4959 4.8± 0.3 25± 3

[O III] λ 5007 16.2± 0.4 110+20
−10

He I λ 5875 0.8+0.5
−0.3 6+5

−3

[N II] λ 6548 0.3± 0.1 5+1
−2

Hα 7.0± 0.1 116+8
−7

[N II] λ 6583 0.2± 0.1 4+2
−1

[S II] λ 6716 0.3± 0.1 4+2
−1

[S II] λ 6731 0.19± 0.1 3+2
−1

∗ The upper limits for the Hγ and [O III]λ4363 emission lines
are reported at a significance level of 3σ.

0.02 < z < 0.4 (Abdurro’uf et al. 2022) for compar-

ison. The line ratios for the host galaxies of the re-

peating FRBs are highlighted in distinct colors. The

BPT analysis of the FRB 20190520B host galaxy in-

dicates that the observed emission lines are consistent

with star formation. This is similar to the metal-poor

star-forming dwarf host galaxies of FRB 20121102A and

FRB 20240114A.

We derived an SFR of 0.70 ± 0.01 M⊙ yr−1 from

the extinction-corrected Hα luminosity LHα = (1.3 ±
0.1)× 1041 erg s−1 (Murphy et al. 2011; Hao et al. 2011;

Kennicutt & Evans 2012). The stellar mass is esti-

mated using the J -band magnitude and the (r − i)

color following the method in Bell et al. (2003). We

derived a stellar mass of (6.2 ± 0.8) × 108 M⊙ (log

M∗ = (8.9 ± 0.1) M⊙), which lies between the values

reported in Niu et al. (2022) and Gordon et al. (2023).

The estimated specific star formation rate (sSFR) is

log sSFR/yr−1 = −9.0 ± 0.1, which is higher than the

upper limit of log sSFR/yr−1 ≃ −9.4 observed in nearby

dwarf galaxies (Karachentsev & Kaisina 2013).

We estimate the metallicity of the host galaxy of

FRB 20190520B using the Te-method (Aller 1984; Izo-

tov et al. 2006). Since the estimated flux of [O III]λ4363

is an upper limit, we provide an upper limit for the

electron temperature and a lower limit for the metal-

licity. The electron temperature derived from [O III]

is Te[O III] ≤ (3.2 ± 1.6) × 104 K. The corresponding
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Figure 3. BPT classification diagram for the host galax-
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their names. The property of FRB 20190520B’s host galaxy
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histograms, respectively. Contours represent SDSS DR17
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scaled kernel density estimate (KDE) is shown in gray. The
black lines mark the boundaries between star-forming galax-
ies and composite sources (Kauffmann et al. 2003), compos-
ite sources and LINERs (Kewley et al. 2006), and LINERs
and Seyfert galaxies (Cid Fernandes et al. 2010).

metallicity is 12 + log10([O/H]) ≥ (7.4 ± 0.1). These

derived parameters are listed in Table 2.

4.2. Stellar Mass and SED Fitting

We model the optical to near-infrared (NIR) spectral

energy distribution (SED) to decompose the stellar com-

ponents in the host galaxy of FRB 20190520B follow-

ing the methodology described by Assef et al. (2015).

The magnitudes in the r - and i -bands are the photo-

metric results from GTC broad-band images, while the

CFHT GRI - and R-band magnitudes are measured us-

ing archived data from CFHT. The J -band magnitude

is adopted from Niu et al. (2022). Additionally, we used

the g- and z -band magnitudes from Gordon et al. (2023)

in the fittings. The r -band magnitude from Gordon

et al. (2023) was not used in our analysis, as the photo-

metric error using the GTC data is smaller. The upper

limit for the u-band from Gordon et al. (2023) is also

excluded from the SED fitting. Thus, data used in the

SED fitting spans from observed 3800 Å to 13000 Å.

Table 2. Properties of the host galaxy of FRB 20190520B.

Redshift 0.241 ± 0.001

r (AB mag) 22.41 ± 0.04

i (AB mag) 22.34 ± 0.07

R′ (AB mag) 22.73 ± 0.03

J (AB mag) 22.07 ± 0.14

Stellar Mass† (log10M⊙) 8.8± 0.1

Te[O III] (104 K) 3.2± 1.6

12 + log10 ([O/H]) ≥ 7.4± 0.1

LHα (erg s−1) 1.3± 0.1× 1041

SFR(Hα) (M⊙ yr−1) 0.70± 0.01

log sSFR (yr−1) −9.0± 0.1

S(Hα)s (Rayleigh)∗ 460± 7

DM(Hα)s (pc cm −3)⋄ 950± 220

† Based on the J -band magnitude.
∗ Assuming a galaxy size of r = 0.45′′. S(Hα)s is equal
to 2.61± 0.04× 10−15 erg cm−2 s−1 arcsec−2.

⋄ Assuming l = 5 kpc, f = 0.1 and ζ = ϵ2 = 1.

The SED of a galaxy is represented as a linear combi-

nation of four empirical spectral templates (Assef et al.

2010). Three of these templates correspond to galaxy

SEDs: “E” for an elliptical galaxy with an old stellar

population, “Sbc” for a spiral galaxy with intermediate

star-forming activities, and “Im” for an irregular Magel-

lanic galaxy with starburst activities. The fourth tem-

plate corresponds to an unreddened AGN. We fit the

SED using the Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC)

implementation described by Foreman-Mackey et al.

(2013) through the public Python package emcee5. The

flux of each band was corrected for extinction from

dust in the Milky Way prior to the modeling process

(AV = 0.77 mag; Schlegel et al. 1998; Fitzpatrick &

Massa 2007). We use uninformative priors for all pa-

rameters, enforcing them to be non-negative. The me-

dian of the marginalized distribution of each parameter

is taken as its best-fit value, with the 1σ uncertainties

corresponding to the 16th and 84th percentiles of the

distributions.

Figure 4 shows the best-fit SED model of the host

galaxy of FRB 20190520B. Preliminary testing found

that the “Im” template dominates its optical-NIR SED,

while the other components (“E”, “Sbc”, and “AGN”)

were negligible, suggesting that the host galaxy is likely

5 https://github.com/dfm/emcee

https://github.com/dfm/emcee


HOST GALAXY OF FRB20190520B 7

a star-forming system. We estimate its optical luminos-

ity to be Loptical ∼ 1.1 × 109 L⊙ by integrating from

0.382 to 1.010 µm in the rest frame, using power-law

interpolation on the best-fit SED model (Li et al. 2023).

Since the galaxy was not detected at mid-infrared wave-

lengths by WISE (Wright et al. 2010), we cannot es-

timate its infrared luminosity. The optical luminosity

is consistent with the value derived by Gordon et al.

(2023). Using the synthesized magnitudes and the cor-

relations between ugriz colors and mass-to-light ratios

reported by Bell et al. (2003), the estimated stellar

mass from the SED fitting is log10 M∗/M⊙ = 8.9± 0.1.

The stellar mass estimated by Gordon et al. (2023) us-

ing SED fitting is log10 M∗/M⊙ = 9.08+0.08
−0.09, which is

slightly higher than our results.

1.03 × 10 1 4 × 10 1 6 × 10 1

Rest-frame Wavelength ( m)

109

1010

L
 (L

)

Keck spec
Assef10_Im
Gorden2023
CFHT
GTC
Subaru

Figure 4. Best-fit SED template model of the host galaxy
of FRB 20190520B. All photometry described in Sect. 4.2,
except for the u-band upper limit, was used in the fitting.
The SED modeling employs the template of an irregular
galaxy from Assef et al. (2010), as described in Section 4.2.

Figure 5 illustrates the distribution of stellar mass and

SFR, along with the stellar mass and sSFR, for the con-

firmed host galaxies of FRBs. Additionally, for compar-

ison, this figure also includes host galaxies of four other

types of transients: core-collapse supernovae (CCSNe),

superluminous supernovae (SLSNe), short gamma-ray

bursts (sGRBs), and long gamma-ray bursts (LGRBs).

The CCSNe data is from Schulze et al. (2021), the

SLSNe and LGRBs data are provided by Taggart & Per-

ley (2021), and the sGRB data is provided by Nugent

et al. (2022).

Comparing host galaxy properties of FRBs to those of

other transients (e.g. Bhandari et al. 2020a, 2022a) and

analyzing their global properties shed light on the pro-

genitor population and formation mechanisms of FRBs.

As discussed in Section 4, the host galaxy of FRB
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Repeater
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r
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Figure 5. The relationship between stellar mass and SFR,
as well as between stellar mass and sSFR, for the host galax-
ies of FRBs and other transients. Host galaxies of repeating
FRBs are indicated by red stars, while one-off FRB host
galaxies are shown as blue squares. The host galaxy of FRB
20190520B is represented by a larger star with a black edge.
Small dots denote the host galaxies of CCSNe in gray, SLSNe
in cyan, sGRBs in purple, and LGRBs in orange. The dashed
line separates star-forming galaxies from quiescent galaxies
at redshift z = 0.1 (Moustakas et al. 2013). Data references
are provided in Section 4.2.

20190520B is a low-mass, low-metallicity galaxy with

a high SFR compared to the star formation main se-

quence at a similar redshift (Moustakas et al. 2013).In

addition to being associated with a PRS, this galaxy

shares many similarities with the host galaxy of FRB

20121102A. The high SFRs in both galaxies suggests

the presence of young massive stars or young supernova

remnants. Their low stellar mass, low metallicity, and

high SFR place them in the same region as the host

galaxies of LGRBs and SLSNe in Figure 5, increasing

the likelihood of extremely massive star progenitors, as

also suggested by Feng et al. (2022b).
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5. IONIZED GAS PROPERTIES

5.1. Spatial Distribution

The J -band image of the host galaxy of FRB

20190520B shows an unresolved near-infrared source

(panel b in Figure 2 of Niu et al. 2022). The source cen-

troid is located approximately 1.4′′ southeast of the FRB

position, corresponding to a projected separation of 5.5

kpc at the host galaxy redshift. The point-spread func-

tion (PSF) of the source is indicated by the red dashed

circle in panel (a) of Figure 6. No strong emission lines

fall within the bandpass of the J -band for a galaxy at

redshift z = 0.241, so the detected fluxes in the J -band

image are dominated by the stellar component of the

host galaxy. The stellar continuum is clearly visible in

the 2-D spectrum shown in Figure 6. Panel (b) of that

figure reveals a distinct continuum component to the

south of the center, while to the north, where the FRB

and PRS are located, the dominance of ionized gas emis-

sion is observed.

We fit the spatial distributions of the continuum and

the emission lines separately along the slit using the en-

tire red side 2-D spectrum, which ranges from 5440 to

10280 Å. Before fitting the spatial distributions, we ap-

ply a correction to the trace of the 2-D spectrum us-

ing moment analysis to extract the spine of the trace,

followed by fitting the trace with a 2nd-order polyno-

mial. Figure 7 shows the results of the Gaussian fitting,

while Table 3 provides the best-fitting parameters. No-

tably, the stellar continuum primarily extends toward

the south, while the northernmost component is at-

tributed to background contamination. The Balmer and

[O III] emission are predominantly from the northern

part of the galaxy. The slight offset observed between

the best-fitting centers of the emission lines results from

distortion in the 2D spectrum. We find that the peaks
of the stellar continuum and Hα line emission are sep-

arated by ∼ 0.9′′, or 3.9 kpc in projection at position

angle PA= 24.63◦. Furthermore, by separately fitting

the emission lines located exclusively in the northern re-

gion and those overlapping with the continuum in the

2D spectrum, we found that the Hα-derived radial ve-

locity of the northern ionized gas is (39.6± 0.4) km s−1

lower than that of the southern region.

The CFHT R′-band wavelength encompasses the Hβ

and [O III]λ4959/5007 emission lines. To conduct a

more detailed analysis of the distribution of ionized gas,

we performed a decomposition of the emission compo-

nent from the continuum within the wavelength range of

6000 to 6350 Å, utilizing the results obtained from the

2-D spectral fitting. Figure 8 illustrates the emission

distribution of Hβ and [O III]λ4959/5007. The yellow

Table 3. Gaussian fitting parameters for the spatial distri-
bution of the emission lines and continuum in the Keck/LRIS
2-D spectrum.

Component ∆Decl.† FWHM

(arcsec) (arcsec)

Hα 0.00 2.11

Hβ 0.22 2.04

[O III] λ 4959 -0.09 1.95

[O III] λ 5007 -0.26 1.68

Continuum 0.91 3.20

† The Gaussian fitting line center is offset with
respect to the center of the Hα emission line.

cross indicates the location of the FRB, which aligns

with the emission region primarily attributed to star-

forming activities, as evidenced by the BPT diagram

(Figure 3). The observed correlation between the loca-

tion of FRB 20190520B and the distribution of ionized

gas associated with star-forming regions suggests that

this FRB may originate from young stellar populations,

a notion further supported by Feng et al. (2022b).

We estimate the seeing-limited sSFR of the ionized

region in the north. The stellar mass of the north-

ern region within a diameter of 1.1′′ is estimated using

the Subaru J -band image, yielding an upper limit of

(1.8±0.2)×108 M⊙. The flux of the northern Hα emis-

sion line is estimated using the Keck 2D spectrum. By

applying the ratio between two single-Gaussian profiles

fitted for the northern and the entire Hα emission, we

estimate the lower limit of the Hα emission flux to be

(5.9±0.1)×10−16 erg cm−2 s−1. Consequently, the Hα-

traced star formation rate and specific star formation

rate are estimated as SFR(Hα) = 0.6±0.1 M⊙ yr−1 and

log(sSFR/yr−1)(Hα) = −8.5 ± 0.1, respectively. The

sSFR of the northern part, which is dominated by ion-

ized gas, is more than three times higher than that of

the entire host galaxy. The overlap of the active FRB

20190520B with an active star-forming region in its host

galaxy supports the scenario of a young stellar popula-

tion as its progenitor.

5.2. Contribution to DM

We utilize the Hα emission line and its emission

measurement (EM) to analyze the DM. Assuming the

size of the emission region to be r = 0.45′′, based on

the unresolved CFHT/MegaCam image, the extinction-

corrected Hα surface density is SHα ≈ 460±7 Rayleighs

(or 2.61 ± 0.04 erg cm−2 s−1 arcsec−2) in the source
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Figure 6. (a) CFHT R′-band image of the host galaxy of FRB 20190520B. The red dashed circle represent the PSF of the
J -band image. Two diagonal black dashed lines represent the Keck/LRIS long-slit, with a width of 1.5′′. The yellow cross and
circle indicate the locations of the FRB and PRS, respectively. The scale bar represents 3′′, or 12 kpc in projection at redshift
z = 0.241. (b) A portion of the 2-D spectrum obtained from the Keck/LRIS observations. The emission lines are labeled.
“N” indicates the northerly direction in the slit, which is oriented at 20 degrees from true north. “Wavelength” indicates the
wavelength, ranging from blue to red. ∆Decl. is the offset of the Gaussian fitting line center with respect to the center of the
Hα emission line.

frame at redshift z = 0.241. This indicates that the EM

in the source frame is

EMHα,s = 2.75 pc cm−6 T 0.9
4 S(Hα)

≈ 1270± 20 pc cm−6 · T 0.9
4 ,

(1)

where T4 is the temperature measured in units of 104

K (Reynolds 1977). The contribution of Hα from the

ionized gas in Hα emission regions to the DM budget

can be expressed as

DMHα = EM
1/2
Hα,s · l

1/2 ·
[
ζ(1 + ϵ2)

f

]−1/2

≈ 1270± 20 pc cm−6T 0.9
4 l1/2

[
ζ(1 + ϵ2)

f

]−1/2

,

(2)

where l denotes the path length through the gas sam-

pled by the FRB (Cordes et al. 2016). We adopt l = 5

kpc, consistent with Niu et al. (2022). The param-

eters ζ, ϵ2, and f are model parameters of the ion-

ized cloudlet that represent the cloud-cloud variations

in mean density (ζ ≥ 1), the variance of density fluc-

tuations within a cloud (0 ≤ ϵ2 ≤ 1), and the filling

factor (0 ≤ f ≤ 1), respectively. More than 90% of the

ISM exists in the diffuse ionized gas (DIG), or warm

ionized medium (WIM) in the case of the Milky Way,

which envelops the galaxy and is predominantly traced

by Hα emission (Haffner et al. 2009). For the estimation,

we adopt typical parameters of the Milky Way’s WIM:

f = 0.1, ζ = 1, and ϵ2 = 1, with the [O III] emission

yielding an electron temperature of Te = (3.2±1.6)×104

K.The estimated Hα-traced DMhost in the source frame

is given by DMs
Hα ≈ 950± 220 pc cm−3. The observed

DMhost is calculated as DMhost = DMs
Hα/(1 + z) =

760±180 pc cm−3. In the range of 1 ≤ ζ(1+ϵ2)/f ≤ 50,

the source frame DMhost could reach a maximum of

4300±1000 pc cm−3 or a minimum of 600±150 pc cm−3.

Niu et al. (2022) analyzed the DM budget of FRB

20190520B and derived the observed DMhost to be be-

tween ∼ 745 and 1020 pc cm−3, which aligns with our

findings. We suggest that the ionized ISM within the

host galaxy contributes significantly to the high DMhost

of FRB 20190520B. This scenario is also supported by

Ocker et al. (2022), who propose a higher electron tem-

perature than the typical value of 104 K for warm ion-

ized gas. However, the effective path length of the FRB

through the ionized gas remains uncertain, so the DM

contributed by the local environment of the FRB cannot

be excluded.

Although our analysis suggests that the ionized ISM

of the host galaxy can account for the high DMhost

required, we also note that Lee et al. (2023) identi-

fied foreground galaxy clusters associated with the host

galaxy of FRB 20190520B. They reported that these two

foreground galaxy clusters could contribute a combined

DMhalos ∼ 450− 640 pc cm−3.

6. DISCUSSION

6.1. DMhost and DMHα
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Analysis of DMhost reveals contributions from ionized

gas in the host galaxy and further constrains the in-situ

environment of the FRB. DMhost can be derived through

the decomposition of the DM budget according to

DMFRB = DMMW +DMcosmic +DMhost + (DMforeGC),

(3)

where DMFRB represents the total observed DM.

DMMW arises from electrons in both the ISM of the

Milky Way disk and halo. The Galactic disk contribu-

tion can be estimated by the NE2001 model (Cordes

& Lazio 2002, 2003) or the YMW16 model (Yao et al.

2017), while the Milky Way halo contribution is de-

rived using Yamasaki & Totani (2020).DMcosmic ac-

counts for the DM originating from the intergalactic

medium (IGM) along the line of sight. In this work,

we estimate DMcosmic approximately using the relation

from Zhang (2018) by:

z ∼ DMcosmic/855pc cm−3, (4)

where z is the redshift of the FRB. DMforeGC repre-

sents the DM contributions of foreground galaxy clus-

ters, which remain under investigation for most FRBs.

Therefore, we do not include DMforeGC in the cur-

rent comparisons.DMhost includes contributions from

the ionized gas in the host galaxy and the FRB’s lo-

cal environment. In the following discussion, we focus

on the DM contribution from the host galaxy, DMhost,

based on the analysis of the host galaxy’s Hα emission.

We denote DMhost;Hα as the DM calculated using the

Hα emission line from the host galaxy spectrum, as dis-

cussed in Section 5.2.

We analyze the relationship between the ionized ISM

of the host galaxy and DMhost derived using Equa-

tion 3. The NE2001 model is utilized to derive DMMW

for each source, and all the derived data are listed

in Table A.1.Figure 9 presents a scatter plot illustrat-

ing the correlation between DMhost (source frame) ob-

tained from the DM budget and the Hα luminosity LHα

of the host galaxy spectra. For comparison, we draw

the equal-DMHα lines assuming ionized gas cubes with

side lengths and line-of-sight path lengths of a = l =

0.5, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 kpc, respectively, and a typical electron

temperature of Te = 10, 000 K. For FRB 20190520B,

Figure 9 suggests that the high DMhost could be at-

tributed to a small-scale ionized region with Te = 10, 000

K. Alternatively, as discussed in Sect. 5.2 and Ocker

et al. (2022), a higher electron density could also con-

tribute significantly to DMhost. We also note that Ocker

et al. (2023) attributed the variation in scattering time

observed in FRB 20190520B to a dynamic and inhomo-

geneous plasma environment surrounding the FRB. This

local environment could also contribute to the substan-

tial excess in DMhost. However, when the DM contribu-

tions from foreground galaxy clusters are considered, the

source frame DMhost could be reduced to 466.5+139.7
−230.1 pc

cm−3 (blue dashed square in Figure 9, Lee et al. 2023).

This scenario is consistent with a longer effective path

length of a few kpc with a lower Te. Given the large

uncertainties of the Te measurements and the off-center

distribution of the ionized gas within the host galaxy, we

cannot rule out the possibility that the DMhost is pri-

marily contributed by the ionized gas of the host galaxy

on kpc scales.
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For other FRBs, Tendulkar et al. (2017) found

that for FRB 20121102A, the budget-derived

DMhost <DMhost;Hα which is estimated using the extinc-

tion corrected Hα emission, suggesting that the ionized

region in the host galaxy exhibits some clumpiness or

that the effective path length is smaller than the size

of the ionized region. In contrast, for FRB 20210117A,

DMhost;Hα is significantly lower than budget-derived

DMhost, indicating excess DM from the FRB’s local

environment (Bhandari et al. 2022a).

For half of our samples, the budget-derived DMhost is
lower than DMHα. This discrepancy could result from

a less dense or clumpy ionized ISM in the FRB’s lo-

cal environment, a shorter effective path along the FRB

sightline, or the distinct location of the FRBs relative

to the ionized gas regions in their host galaxies.

6.2. PRS

Upon the discovery of FRB 20190520B and the asso-

ciated PRS, their estimated locations had a projected

separation of 0.165′′, equivalent to 0.65 kpc in projec-

tion at z = 0.241. Niu et al. (2022) concluded that

they are physically connected. Unresolved VLA observa-

tions indicated that the PRS has a size smaller than 1.4

kpc. In a recent study, Bhandari et al. (2023) conducted

very-long-baseline interferometry (VLBI) observations

of the compact PRS associated with FRB 20190520B,

constraining its size to be smaller than 9 pc. During

these PRS observations, a simultaneous detection of an

FRB burst occurred, demonstrating that the FRB’s po-

sition consistently aligns with the PRS location within

≤ 20 mas, corresponding to ≤ 80 pc in the source frame.

This detection strongly reinforces the physical associ-

ation between the PRS and the FRB, supporting the

hypothesis that a single central engine powers both the

bursts and the PRS. The origin of the PRS could po-

tentially be a pulsar wind nebula (Yang & Dai 2019), a

synchrotron nebula heated by FRB emission (Li et al.

2020), or an accreting massive black hole with low lu-

minosity (Michilli et al. 2018). Additionally, Eftekhari

et al. (2019) detected an unresolved radio source corre-

lated with the Type I SLSNe PTF10hgi 7.5 years after

its explosion, implying that the PRS could be due to

delayed radio emission from a SLSNe.

Yang et al. (2024) analyzed the flux and variability of

the PRS associated with FRB 20190520B. The SFR de-

rived from radio emission, estimated using the flux den-

sity of the PRS, is several dozen times higher than the

SFR derived from Hα, potentially indicating the pres-

ence of a highly obscured star-forming region. How-

ever, in our analysis, the electron temperature (Te) of

the ionized gas in the host galaxy is higher than that

of typical warm plasma, and the estimated Te repre-

sents a lower limit. Both the elevated Te and the low
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metallicity of the host galaxy are inconsistent with a

highly dust-obscured scenario. This implies that the

radio-traced highly obscured star-forming region could

either be compact source embedded within the ionized

region, or that the radio emission is not primarily due

to star formation.

7. SUMMARY

In this study, we conducted a comprehensive anal-

ysis of the host galaxy of FRB 20190520B, focusing

on its ionized gas properties, SFR, and the implica-

tions for the observed DM. The host galaxy is a low-

metallicity galaxy, with an oxygen abundance of 12 +

log10 ([O/H]) ≥ 7.4 ± 0.1, exhibiting strong emission

features at a redshift of z = 0.241± 0.001. The intrinsic

extinction is measured to be AV = 1.24±0.31. The stel-

lar mass, derived from J -band photometry, is calculated

to be (6.2±0.8)×108 M⊙. The SFR derived from the Hα

luminosity is ∼ 0.7 M⊙ yr−1, while the specific star for-

mation rate is determined to be log sSFR/yr−1 ∼ −9.0.

Using two-dimensional spectral fitting from

Keck/LRIS, we mapped the spatial distribution of the

continuum and emission lines. This reveals that signif-

icant Balmer and [O III] emission are concentrated in

the northern region associated with the FRB and the

PRS, indicating active star formation, while the stellar

continuum predominantly extends to the southern part

of the host galaxy. The ionized region exhibits a high

sSFR of log(sSFR/yr−1)(Hα) = −8.5 ± 0.1, which is

more than three times higher than that of the entire

galaxy. This elevated sSFR underscores the presence of

an active star-forming environment in the northern part

of the host galaxy.

We further investigated the contribution of the ion-

ized ISM to the DM of FRB 20190520B. Our analysis

indicates that ionized gas plays a significant role in con-

tributing to the high observed DM. The derived electron

temperature Te from optical emission lines, including

[O III]λ4363, suggests a warm ionized medium with a

higher Te than typical values for warm plasma. The es-

timated DM from Hα emission in the source frame is

950± 220 pc cm−3, consistent with previous studies.

Furthermore, we investigated whether the PRS linked

to the FRB indicates the presence of a highly obscured

star forming region. The high electron temperature

and low metallicity of the host galaxy challenge the

likelihood of such a scenario. The unresolved scale of

the PRS, approximately 9 pc, leaves questions about

whether the radio emission primarily originates from a

extremely active and compact star forming region or

other processes.
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APPENDIX

A. DM BUDGET AND LHα

Table A.1. Derived DMhost (source frame) from the DM budget and Hα luminosity of the FRB host galaxy spectra, as shown
in Figure 9 in Sect. 6.1.

Name zspec DMobs Ref.† DMMWdisk; NE2001 DMMWhalo DMIGM DMs;∗
host LHα

(pc cm−3) (pc cm−3) (pc cm−3) (pc cm−3) (pc cm−3) (1040 erg s−1)

FRB20121102A 0.1927 557 (1,2) 188.43 40.91 164.76 194.29 2.95

FRB20180301A 0.3305 536 (3) 151.72 38.06 282.58 84.68 65.22

FRB20180916B 0.0337 348.8 (4) 198.96 43.08 28.81 80.58 1.13

FRB20180924B 0.3214 362.16 (5) 40.5 45.54 274.8 1.75 10.05

FRB20181112A 0.4755 589 (6) 41.72 45.04 406.55 141.18 5.79

FRB20190102C 0.2913 364.54 (7) 57.4 46.99 249.06 14.33 16.25

FRB20190520B 0.241 1205 (8) 60.21 69.16 206.06 1079.14 13.05

FRB20190608B 0.1178 340.05 (9,10) 37.27 38.89 100.72 182.39 10.66

FRB20190611B 0.3778 321 (4) 57.83 47.21 323.02 -147.51 2.57

FRB20190714A 0.2365 504.13 (11) 38.49 36.44 202.21 280.68 6.95

FRB20191001A 0.234 507.9 (11) 44.17 46.71 200.07 267.71 47.78

FRB20191228A 0.2432 297.5 (11) 32.95 36.88 207.94 24.54 0.57

FRB20200430A 0.1608 380.25 (11) 27.18 42.24 137.48 201.22 3.23

FRB20200906A 0.3688 577.8 (11) 35.84 30.16 315.32 268.94 32.2

FRB20201124A 0.0979 413.52 (12) 139.95 36.24 83.7 168.67 14.73

FRB20210117A 0.2145 728.95 (11) 34.38 37.17 183.4 575.69 0.24

FRB20210410D 0.1415 578.78 (13) 56.19 46.48 120.98 405.37 0.86

FRB20220207C 0.04304 262.38 (14,15) 76.1 39.21 36.8 115.02 0.4

FRB20220208A 0.351 440.73 (15) 101.56 41.46 300.1 -3.24 239.6

FRB20220307B 0.248123 499.27 (14,15) 128.23 41.27 212.15 146.81 108.32

FRB20220330D 0.3714 467.79 (15) 38.54 31.22 317.55 110.37 37.73

FRB20220506D 0.30039 396.97 (14,15) 84.56 39.75 256.83 20.58 53.62

FRB20220726A 0.3619 686.23 (15) 89.52 35.32 309.42 343.16 8.12

FRB20220912A 0.0771 219.46 (16) 125.2 43.44 65.92 -16.27 1.92

FRB20220920A 0.158239 314.99 (14,15) 39.86 34.12 135.29 122.45 11.98

FRB20221101B 0.2395 491.55 (15) 131.25 42.13 204.77 140.57 0.63

FRB20221113A 0.2505 411.03 (15) 91.73 35.54 214.18 87.01 131.44

FRB20221116A 0.2764 643.45 (15) 132.26 39.85 236.32 299.98 0.57

FRB20230124A 0.0939 590.57 (15) 38.61 33.58 80.28 479.23 103.06

FRB20230307A 0.2706 608.85 (15) 37.58 31.51 231.36 391.86 0.99

FRB20230501A 0.3015 532.47 (15) 125.7 41.9 257.78 139.37 43.2

FRB20230626A 0.327 452.72 (15) 39.25 33.81 279.59 132.8 51.37

FRB20230628A 0.127 344.95 (15) 39 31.44 108.58 187 91.41

FRB20231120A 0.0368 437.74 (15) 43.81 31.62 31.46 343.02 4.3

FRB20231123B 0.2621 396.86 (15) 40.31 34.28 224.1 123.9 2.89

FRB20240114A 0.1306 527.7 (17,18) 49.67 45.05 111.66 363.28 12.04

† DMobs and redshift references of FRBs: (1) Chatterjee et al. (2017) (2) Tendulkar et al. (2017) (3) Luo et al. (2020) (4) Marcote et al.
(2020) (5) Bannister et al. (2019) (6) Prochaska et al. (2019) (7) Macquart et al. (2020) (8) Niu et al. (2022) (9) Day et al. (2020)
(10) Bhandari et al. (2020b) (11) Bhandari et al. (2022b) (12) Ravi et al. (2022b) (13) Caleb et al. (2023) (14) Law et al. (2024) (15)
Sharma et al. (2024) (16) Ravi et al. (2023) (17) Tian et al. (2024) (18) Chen et al. (2025)

∗ DMs
host = DMhost × (1 + z), where DMhost is the DM budget-derived value and DMs

host represents the source frame value.
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