

    


    
      Fig. B.1. 
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        Comparison of metallicity measurements (i.e., 12+log(O/H)). Left: using fixed radial metallicity gradient using the O3N2 calibration (that uses the [OIII]λ5007, [NII]λ6584, Hβ and Hα lines, see Pettini & Pagel 2004). Middle: for individual HII regions using the PG16S calibration (that uses the [OIII]λ4959,5007, [NII]λ6584,6584, [SII]λ6717,6731, Hβ and Hα lines, see Pilyugin & Grebel 2016). Right: measurements from the middle panel converted to O3N2 calibration using the third panel Figure B1 in the Appendix of De Vis et al. (2019).

      

    

  
    
      Fig. D.1. 
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        We show here ΣSFR against PDE for individual galaxies. We do not find any specific or significant variation between galaxy characteristic (e.g. interacting, H I dominant)

      

    

  
    
      Fig. 11. 
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        Illustration of different data quality used in this work compared to data used in Sun et al. (2020a). The corresponding beam sizes of ∼15″ and ∼100″ are visible in the corners.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. 10. 
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        Rmol against PDE. Left: shown here is an enlarged version of panel 5 from Figure 9, with the fit now performed over the entire sample (purple line) with the corresponding 3σ confidence interval (purple shaded region). The black, grey, and pink lines show literature fits adopted from Sun et al. (2020a), Leroy et al. (2008), and Blitz & Rosolowsky (2006), respectively. Right: Comparison between (i) Rmol and PDE estimates from Sun et al. (2020a) for three overlapping galaxies (grey markers) and (ii) our derived Rmol and PDE (colored markers). The different shapes of the markers correspond to different galaxies.

      

    

  