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ABSTRACT

Nearby massive compact elliptical galaxies (MCEGs) are strong candidates for relic galaxies (i.e. local analogs of red
nuggets at high redshifts). It is expected that the globular cluster (GC) systems of relic galaxies are dominated by red
(metal-rich) GCs. NGC 1277 is known as a unique example of such a galaxy in the previous study. In this study, we
search for GCs in 12 nearby MCEGs at distances of < 100 Mpc from the Hubble Space Telescope/Wide Field Camera
3 F814W(I314)/F160W(Hg0) archival images. We find that most of these MCEGs host a rich population of GCs with a
color range of 0.0 < (Is14 — Hi60)o < 1.1. The fractions of their red GCs range from frec = 0.2 to 0.7 with a mean of
frec = 0.48 £ 0.14. We divide the MCEG sample into two groups: one in clusters and the other in groups/fields. The
mean red GC fraction of the cluster MCEGs is 0.60 £ 0.06, which is 0.2 larger than the value of the group/field MCEGs,
0.40 £ 0.10. The value for the cluster MCEGs is ~0.3 larger than the mean value of giant early-type galaxies with
similar stellar mass in the Virgo cluster (frgc = 0.33 £ 0.13). Our results show that most of the MCEGs in our sample
are indeed relic galaxies. This further implies that a majority of the red GCs in MCEGs are formed early in massive
galaxies and that most MCEGs in the local universe have rarely undergone mergers after they became red nuggets about
10 Gyr ago.
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1. INTRODUCTION

According to the current understanding of galaxy
evolution, massive early-type galaxies (ETGs) form in
two-phases (e.g. Khochfar & Silk 2006; van Dokkum et al.
2010; Oseretal. 2010, 2012; vander Weletal. 2014;
Wellons et al. 2016; Naab & Ostriker 2017; Toft et al. 2014,
2017, and references therein). They grow in size and mass
from massive compact red progenitors through successive
mergers. These progenitors are similar to ‘red nugget’ galax-
ies found at high redshift at z = 2 — 3. Red nugget galaxies
are massive, compact, and composed of old stellar popula-
tions showing little evidence of recent star formation.

In the first phase of formation and evolution, red nugget
galaxies might have underwent the following steps: (1)
started with accretion-driven violent disc instability, lead-
ing to fast rotation; (2) contracted via dissipative process,
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forming compact, star-forming blue nuggets; and (3) star
formation in the blue nuggets quenched by feedback due to
AGN activity. The blue nuggets became red nuggets about
10 Gyr ago (e.g. Dekel & Burkert 2014; Almaini et al. 2017,
Tortora et al. 2018).

In the second phase of formation and evolution, most red
nugget galaxies grow in size and mass by a number of mi-
nor mergers. They become larger ETGs with higher mass,
as often seen in the local universe. According to deep ob-
servations of high redshift galaxies and simulations on size
evolution, massive compact ETGs at z = 2 — 3 have effec-
tive radii of ~ 1 kpc and they grow by a factor of 5 to 6 in
size until present day (e.g. Khochfar & Silk 2006; Oser et al.
2012; van der Wel et al. 2014; Furlong et al. 2017; Lapi et al.
2018).

However, if some of the red nuggets at high redshift rarely
experience mergers during their evolution, they would ap-
pear as relic red nuggets in the local universe. Indeed, a
small number of the relic red nugget candidates are found
recently in the local universe (e.g. Yildirim et al. 2017, and
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references therein). These galaxies are good candidates for
relic galaxies. Trujillo et al. (2014) defined a relic galaxy as
“an object that was formed in the early phases of the uni-
verse (i.e., z > 2) and has remained unaltered (i.e., with-
out significant gas or stellar accretion) since its initial for-
mation”, and pointed out that these relic galaxies would ap-
pear today as “old massive galaxies which have the same
structural properties as the population of massive galaxies at
high-z” (i.e. old massive compact galaxies). Trujillo et al.
(2014) suggested selection criteria for relic galaxy candidates
in the local universe: old age (> 10 Gyr), high stellar mass
(M, 2 10" M), and compact size (R, < 1.5 kpc).

There are several confirmed relic galaxies in the local uni-
verse. First, NGC 1277, a peculiar SO galaxy at a distance
of 73 Mpc in the Perseus cluster, has been confirmed as a
relic galaxy (Trujillo et al. 2014). From the analysis of imag-
ing and spectral data of the galaxy light, Trujillo et al. (2014)
found that NGC 1277 is old (> 10 Gyr), massive (M, =
1.240.4x10* M), and compact (R, = 1.2 kpc). They also
estimated the metallicity of the central region in NGC 1277 to
be above solar ([Fe/H]= 0.2040.04 and [a/Fe]= 0.4+0.1).
NGC 1277 is rotating very quickly with a rotation velocity of
Vot == 300 km s~1, and it also shows a high central velocity
dispersion of o, = 355 km s~ !(Yildirim et al. 2017). Later,
two more relic galaxies at distances of < 100 Mpc, MRK
1216 and PGC 32873, were confirmed by Ferré-Mateu et al.
(2017). They pointed out that these two galaxies host
iibermassive black holes (UMBH). They also inferred that
these two galaxies have steep stellar initial mass function
(IMF) profiles. Most recently, Spiniello et al. (2020) con-
firmed two more relic galaxies at intermediate redshift, KiDS
J0224-3143 (z = 0.38) and KiDS J0847+0112 (z = 0.18).

Yildirim et al. (2017) presented a study of 16 compact
elliptical galaxies thought to be good candidates for relic
galaxies. These compact elliptical galaxies were selected
from the Hobby-Eberly Telescope Massive Galaxy Survey
(HETMGS; van den Bosch et al. 2015). This survey aims to
find nearby galaxies that are suitable for a dynamical black
hole mass measurement with high spatial resolution imag-
ing follow-up. From the survey, 16 compact elliptical galax-
ies were selected with tight criteria in sphere-of-influence
> (0”05 and R, < 2 kpc. The structural and dynamical prop-
erties of these selected galaxies were studied based on Hub-
ble Space Telescope (HST) F160W images and wide-field
integral field unit data. They are strong candidates for relic
red nuggets in the sense that they follow the stellar mass—size
relation for massive compact red galaxies at z ~ 2, while
they show a significant deviation from the relation for mas-
sive ETGs in the local universe (Yildirim et al. 2017). Most
have old ages (= 10 Gyr) and high metallicities above solar.
NGC 1277, MRK 1216 and PGC 32873 are also included in
the list of Yildirim et al. (2017).

Although numerous studies have provided useful informa-
tion about structural, photometric, and kinematic properties
of the massive compact elliptical galaxies (MCEGs) from the
analysis of their integrated galaxy light (e.g. Yildirim et al.
2015, 2016, 2017, and references therein), much less is
known about globular cluster (GC) systems in these galax-
ies. GCs are excellent tools to trace how their host galax-
ies evolve. In general, massive ETGs often host two sub-
populations of GCs: blue (metal-poor) GCs and red (metal-
rich) GCs (see Brodie & Strader 2006; Harris et al. 2017,
Forbes & Remus 2018, and references therein). Red GCs
are believed to have been formed in the progenitors of mas-
sive galaxies, while blue GCs are believed to have been
formed in low mass galaxies and accreted to the massive
galaxies through mergers (Brodie & Strader 2006; Lee et al.
2010a; Harris et al. 2017; Forbes & Remus 2018, and refer-
ences therein).

The GCs in the Milky Way (MW) Galaxy are the best tar-
gets to estimate the ages of the GCs. The ages of the GCs in
the MW Galaxy based on the recent isochrone fitting of the
main sequences (e.g. Oliveira et al. 2020) range from 11.7 to
13.5 Gyrs, with a mean value of 12.340.4 Gyr. The mean age
of the metal-rich (red) GCs ([Fe/H] > —0.85), 12.12 4+ 0.32
Gyr, is slightly smaller than that of the metal-poor (blue) GCs
([Fe/H] < —0.85), 12.86 = 0.36 Gyr. The age scatter in each
subpopulation, as well as the age difference between the two
subpopulations, is smaller than 1 Gyr, showing that they are
formed almost simultaneously. Thus, the GCs are an efficient
tracer of relic galaxies.

It is expected that GC systems in relic galaxies are
dominated by red GCs if the relic galaxies have rarely
undergone mergers after they became massive compact
red galaxies at about 10 Gyr ago. Recently, from
HST FA475W(g475)/F850LP(zg50) photometry, Beasley et al.
(2018) found that the GC system in NGC 1277 is dominated
by red GCs (showing a red GC fraction of frgc > 83%),
and they estimated that the total stellar mass accretion in this
galaxy is minor (< 10%). From these results, they suggested
that NGC 1277 is indeed a genuine relic galaxy. To date,
NGC 1277 is the only MCEG whose GC system has been
studied to estimate the red GC fraction.

In this study, we investigate GC systems in a large sample
of nearby MCEGs. We expect to draw a conclusion whether
the GC system of NGC 1277 is special or if most MCEGs
follow NGC 1277 in the fraction of red GCs. The primary
goals of this study are (1) to select GCs in each galaxy, (2)
to estimate the fraction of red GCs in each galaxy, and (3) to
investigate any differences in the GC systems (especially the
fraction of the red GCs) between the MCEGs and the massive
ETGs in the local universe.

We select target MCEGs from the list of 16 compact ellip-
tical galaxies in Yildirim et al. (2017). It is an excellent re-
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Table 1. Basic Properties of the Target MCEGs and Reference Galaxies

Galaxy D [Mpc]l  Re,cire [kpel  b/a  oc [km s™1  log(M./Mg) Blmag] Ajand Ag frac
O @ 3) @ ) ©6) O ®) ®
UGC3816 511 1.8+01 069 2517 10967009 1346 0.095,0.032 0.517012
NGC 0384  59+1 1.5+£01 068 240+5 10967593 13.67  0.096,0.032 0.4579-08
NGC1281  60+£1 1.3+£01 064 2636 11007008 1374 0.256,0.085 0.7070:0%
NGC1270  69+1  19+0.1 068 376+9 11317519 1343 0.253,0.084 0.617005
PGC70520 721 12401 049  259+8 10951010 1417 0.147,0.049  0.3010:07
NGC0472  74+1 2.0+£01 072 25247 1107759 1373 0.075,0.025 0.417032
NGC2767  74+1 19+01 075 247+9  1L12F009 1436 0.029,0.010 0.377001
NGC1271  80+2 14+01 043  302+8 11067007 1430 0.254,0.085 0.607002
UGC2698  89+2 31401 073  351+£8 11587001 1361 0.224,0075 0.56700%
MRK 1216 ~ 94+2 23+01 058 335+6  11.34707]) 1444 0.050,0.017 0.5270:0%
PGC11179  94+2 1.8+01 066 292+7 11167005 1451 0.287,0.09 0.56709%
PGC32873 1122 1.9+01 053 308+9  11.28%00) 1498 0.019,0.006 0.2470-0°
NGC 1399 20 11.1 091 33245  11.41 10.60  0.019,0.006 0.7279:9
NGC4874 100 22.7 087 27244 1176 12.63  0.014,0.005 0.55700%

NOTE—(1) Galaxy name; (2) Distances; (3) Effective radii within circularized aperture; (4) The ratio of minor axis and major
axis; (5) Central velocity dispersion; (6) Stellar mass derived from simple stellar population models for Salpeter-like stellar
IMF (with a slope of I' = 2.35); (7) B-band magnitudes; (8) Foreground extinction for F814W(Ig14) and FI60W(H160)
bands; (9) Fractions of red GCs derived in this study (R < 10R circ for the target MCEGs, R < 1Re for NGC 1399 and

R < 2R for NGC 4874)

References—(1-6) Yildirim et al. (2017) for the target MCEGs; (1,2,3,6) ACSFCS for NGC 1399, ACSCCS for NGC 4874,
(4,5) HyperLeda for NGC 1399 and NGC 4874; (7) HyperLeda; (8) Schlafly & Finkbeiner (2011); (9) This study

source because HST F814W(I514)/F160W(H60) images are
available for most of them. From the list, we exclude NGC
3990, NGC 1282 and PGC 12562 because they have a stel-
lar mass much lower than the other MCEGs. There are no
F160W images available for NGC 1277 so we exclude it as
well. Thus, we select 12 MCEGs as listed in Table 1. Ba-
sic properties of the target MCEGs given by Yildirim et al.
(2017) are summarized in the table. The ranges of their phys-
ical parameters are: circularized effective radii of R circ =
1.2 to 3.1 kpc, central velocity dispersion of o, = 240 to 376
km s, and stellar mass of log(M../My) = 10.95 to 11.58.

After submitting this paper, Alamo-Martinez et al. (2021)
presented a similar study of the MCEG GCs. They used the
same MCEQG targets as this work to study the general prop-
erties of the GCs in these galaxies, but they did not mention
any subpopulations of the GCs. They did not provide any
tables for the photometric data we can use for quantitative
comparison, so we compared visually the color-magnitude
diagrams (CMDs) and radial number density profiles of the
GCs with Alamo-Martinez et al. (2021), finding that both are
consistent with each other.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 describes the
basic properties of the data, how we reduce the data, how we
select GC candidates in each galaxy, and how we derive the
total magnitudes and colors of the GC candidates. In Section

3 we present the CMDs and color distributions of the GCs in
each galaxy, and how we estimate the fraction of red GCs in
each galaxy. Then we show the spatial and radial distribu-
tions of the GCs in each galaxy. Section 4 discusses how the
fractions of red GCs vary depending on sizes, magnitudes,
and stellar masses of their host galaxies, and its implications
on the origin of GCs and the evolution of MCEGs. Our re-
sults and conclusion are summarized in the final section.

2. DATA REDUCTION AND GC CANDIDATE
SELECTION

2.1. Data

We use Wide Field Camera 3 (WFC3)/UVIS F814W(Ig14)
and WFC3/IR F160W(H69) images of the target galax-
ies from the HST archive (PI: van den Bosch, PID:
13050/13416). Basic information of the images are listed in
Table 2. For each galaxy, the total exposure times are ~ 500
s for F8§14W and ~ 1400 s for F1I60W. F814W images cover
a field of view of 2!7 x 2!7, which is larger than the field of
view of FI60W images, 2/27 x 2/05. We use only F160W
fields which are spatially overlapped with F814W fields for
the following analysis.

For reference, we analyze Advanced Camera for Sur-
veys (ACS)/Wide Field Channel (WFC) F475W(g47s),
F814W(Ig14) and WFC3/IR F160W(Hg0) archival images
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Table 2. HST Data for the Target MCEGs and Reference Galaxies

Galaxy T(F475W) T(F814W) T(F160W) PID
[s] [s] [s]
UGC 3816 - 696 1500 13050
NGC 0384 - 482 1350 13050
NGC 1281 - 495 1350 13050
NGC 1270 - 495 1350 13050
PGC 70520 - 489 1350 13050
NGC 0472 - 482 1350 13050
NGC 2767 - 635 1500 13050
NGC 1271 - 495 1350 13050
UGC 2698 - 805 1350 13416
MRK 1216 - 500 1350 13050
PGC 11179 - 495 1350 13050
PGC 32873 - 538 1500 13050
NGC 1399 680 1224 1197 10911, 11712
NGC 4874 5071 10425 10791 10861, 11711

of two local massive ETGs, NGC 1399 and NGC 4874.
More details of these images are explained in Blakeslee et al.
(2012) and Cho et al. (2016).

2.2. Data Reduction

We reduce the HST images following the procedures we
applied in our previous studies of GCs in nearby galax-
ies (e.g. Lee & Jang 2016a; Lee, Jang, & Kang 2019). We
download individual frame images of each galaxy (_flt
for WFC3/IR and _flc for the rest) from the MAST
archive'. They are aligned and combined within the same
filter using DrizzlePac (Gonzagaet al. 2012). The im-
age scale of the combined image is 0”04 pixel~! for
WEFC3/UVIS F814W, (/05 pixel ! for ACS/WFC F475W
and F814W, and 0”10 pixel~! for WFC3/IR F160W. We
adopt final pixfrac=0.8and final _ pixscale=0.10
for WFC3/IR F160W following the values used for drizzling
NGC 1399 and NGC 4874 images (Blakeslee et al. 2012;
Cho et al. 2016). FWHM values of the point sources are
around 2 pixels for every image. Figure 1 displays pseudo-
color maps of our 12 target MCEGs. Similar maps of the
F160W images of 16 compact elliptical galaxies including
our target galaxies are given in Figure 1 of Yildirim et al.
(2017).

For better detection of GC candidates from the images, we
detect sources after subtracting the contribution of the diffuse
galaxy light from the original images. We produce a smooth,
filtered image from the drizzled image of each galaxy using

Uhttp://archive.stsci.edu/hst/

a ring median filter with TRAF/RMEDIAN (Secker 1995).
Then we subtract the smooth image from the drizzled image
to produce a galaxy-light-subtracted image, and use the re-
sulting image for source detection. We use the ring median
filters with inner radius of 16 pixels and outer radius of 18
pixels. If the radius of the ring median filter is too small,
then the flux of the GC candidates could be underestimated.
If the radius is too large, then the galaxy light is not fully fil-
tered. Considering these, we set the inner filter radius as 8
times the FWHM value.

We run Source Extractor to detect the sources
in the galaxy-light-subtracted images with 2 o threshold
(Bertin & Arnouts 1996). We set BACK_SIZE = 32 pixels
and BACKPHOTO_TYPE = LOCAL for better detection of
GC candidates near bright sources. Other settings are not
changed from the default. To remove the spurious sources,
we detect sources separately for the F§14W and F160W im-
ages and only select sources that appear in both images with
a matching tolerance of (/2. For the selected sources, we ob-
tain auto magnitudes and aperture magnitudes with various
aperture radii ranging from 3 to 5 pixels. To get total mag-
nitudes and colors, we correct the small aperture magnitudes
by applying aperture correction as described in Section 2.4.

We adopt AB magnitudes to be consistent with previ-
ous studies of the reference galaxies NGC 1399 and NGC
4874 (Blakeslee et al. 2012; Cho et al. 2016). Calibration of
the instrumental magnitudes are done using the zeropoints
from the online WFC3 table’ or from the online ACS Ze-
ropoint Calculator’. For the case of MCEGs, WFC3/UVIS
F814W zeropoints for an infinite aperture is 25.125 (average
of UVIS1 25.139 and UVIS2 25.110). ACS F475W/F814W
zeropoints for an infinite aperture are 26.055 and 25.939 for
NGC 1399, and 26.057 (average of 26.054 and 26.060) and
25.949 for NGC 4874. WFC3/IR F160W zeropoint for an
infinite aperture is 25.946 for all cases.

2.3. Selection of GC Candidates

It is expected that GCs in the target galaxies appear
as point-like sources or slightly resolved sources in the
F814W/F160W images (Harris 2009; Lee & Jang 2016a;
Lee, Jang, & Kang 2019). Therefore, we first select com-
pact sources from the catalog of the detected sources using
two Source Extractor output parameters, effective ra-
dius (FLUX_RADIUS) and FWHM (FWHM_IMAGE) as well
as magnitude concentration parameter (C'). The magnitude
concentration parameter used in this study is derived from
the difference between two different aperture magnitudes
with aperture radii of 3 pixel and 5 pixel in F§14W images:
C3_5 = F814W (r = 3pix)—F814W (r = 5pix). To set the

2 https://www.stsci.edu/hst/instrumentation/wfc3/data-analysis/photometric-calibration/

3 https://acszeropoints.stsci.edu/
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UGC 3816 NG; 0384

NGC 1281

NGC 4270

Figure 1. Pseudo-color stamp maps of the 12 target MCEGs. WFC3/UVIS F814W images and WFC3/IR F160W images are combined. North
is up and east to the left. One arcminute scale bars are marked on the bottom left side.

parameter range for selecting compact sources, we stack the
photometric results of our target MCEGs as shown in Figure
2.

In the left panel of Figure 2, we display the values of ef-
fective radius, FWHM, and concentration parameter versus
F814W auto magnitude of the sources detected in our 12
MCEG images. Note that the bright narrow sequences at
FLUX_RADIUS =~ 1.5 pixels, FWHM_IMAGE ~ 2.0 pixels,
and C5_5 =~ 0.2 appear in each plot, showing that they are
point sources. These point sources are mostly foreground
stars. Moreover, these sources show color-magnitude rela-
tions similar to the foreground stars as well (see Figures 8 to
13). However, these sequences become unclear as the mag-
nitudes become fainter, especially in the magnitude range
where GC candidates are mostly located. Therefore, we se-
lect GC candidates including these narrow sequences and
then subtract the foreground contamination later as described
in Section 3.4. We adopt the conditions for GC candidate
selection in F814W images: 18.0 < MAG_AUTO < 26.0,
1.0 < FLUX_RADIUS < 4.0, 1.5 < FWHM_IMAGE < 5.0,
and 0.0 < C5_5 < 0.5. The bright limit is set considering
the magnitude of the brightest GCs and the faint limit is set
considering the magnitude limit. The magnitude range is ini-
tially broadly set and will be narrowed later. The ranges for
the other three size parameters are very similar to those from

Blakeslee et al. (2012); Cho et al. (2016); Lee et al. (2018).
We also consider flags to remove any saturated sources or
sources near the image boundary and ellipticity to remove
any elongated sources: FLAGS < 4, ELLIPTICITY < 0.56
for both filters. We decide to use the cut at 0.56 where a dis-
continuity in the ellipticity distribution of compact sources is
seen.

To estimate the contamination by background sources, we
display the results of the sources detected in the Hubble eX-
treme Deep Field (XDF) images in the right panel of Fig-
ure 2. We use ACS/WFC F814W data with an image scale
of 0703 pixel~* and WFC3/IR F160W data with an im-
age scale of (0706 pixel ! provided by XDF Data Release
1.0 (Illingworth et al. 2013). Considering the image scale
difference between our MCEG data and the XDF data, we
convert FLUX_RADIUS, FWHM_IMAGE, and C3_5 obtained
from the XDF data to have the same angular scales as those
of our MCEG data. Then we apply the same selection crite-
ria for the GC candidates to calculate and subtract contam-
ination caused by background galaxies. Most XDF sources
selected with the same selection criteria for the GC candi-
dates are foreground or background objects. To select only
the background objects, we exclude the foreground objects
with FWHM < 2.5 pixels.
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Figure 2. (Left panels) Effective radius (FLUX_RADIUS), FWHM, and concentration parameter (C's_s5) versus F§14W auto magnitude of the
sources detected in the images of the target MCEGs. We plot this diagram after stacking all the results from each MCEG. We mark the selection
criteria for GC candidate in pink boxes and selected GC candidates in pink dots. We select the candidates satisfying all three size-related
conditions at the same time. (Right panels) Same plots as left panels but for the sources detected in XDF images. We apply the same selection
criteria as shown in orange boxes in order to calculate the background contamination. Orange crosses denote background sources and green

crosses denote foreground stars with FWHM < 2.5.

For comparison, we also select GC candidates of NGC
1399 and NGC 4874 with the same selection criteria as
shown in Figure 3. F814W auto magnitude range for select-
ing GC candidates is 18.0 < MAG_AUTO < 25.0 for NGC
1399 and 21.0 < MAG_AUTO < 28.0 for NGC 4874. At the
distance to NGC 1399 ((m — M)y = 31.5; Blakeslee et al.
2009) and NGC 4874 ((m— M )¢ = 35.0; Carter et al. 2008),
the magnitude range for the GCs (M; > —13 mag) is ex-
pected as F814W > 18.5 mag for NGC 1399 and 22 mag for
NGC 4874. Considering this and photometric limiting mag-
nitudes of the data, we set the magnitude ranges to include all
GC candidates with different values. Blakeslee et al. (2012)
provided a catalog of their photometry for NGC 1399 GCs,

so we overlay the results and confirmed that most of the GC
candidates in Blakeslee et al. (2012) are within our criteria.
Cho et al. (2016) did not provide a photometric catalog for
NGC 4874 GCs so we could not directly compare the results.
Instead, an indirect comparison from the color-color diagram
is shown in Section 3.1.

2.4. Total Magnitude and Color of the GC Candidates

To derive the total magnitude and color of the GC candi-
dates, we conduct the following procedures. First, we de-
rive the F160W total magnitude (Hi60,:0¢) rather than the
F814W total magnitude because the signal to noise ratio of
the F160W images is larger than that of the F814W images.
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Figure 3. Same plots as Figure 2 but for the results of NGC 1399 (left panels) and NGC 4874 (right panels). We mark the GC candidates
of each galaxy in pink dots which were selected with the same selection criteria as target MCEGs. GC candidates of NGC 1399 provided by

Blakeslee et al. (2012) are marked in purple dots.

Using the value of the F160W zeropoint for an aperture with
radius r = 0”4 (4 pixels), 25.755, Hi0,t0¢ can be derived as
follows: Higo.tot = F160W (r = 4pix) — 25.946 + 25.755.

Second, we derive (Is14 — H160)tot color using the small
aperture magnitudes to obtain a larger signal to noise ra-
tio. We select the small aperture sizes considering the Point
Spread Function (PSF) encircled energy fraction (EEF) from
the online WFC3 table mentioned above. The PSF encircled
energy fraction of the WFC3/IR F160W within the aperture
radius r = 0”3 (3 pixels) is EEF=0.789 which is very similar
to that of WFC3/UVIS F814W within the aperture radius r =
0”16 (4 pixels), EEF=0.795. Therefore, we derive (Ig14 —
Hi160) 10t color as follows: (Ig14 — Higo0)tor = F814W (r =
4pix) — F160W (r = 3pix) + 2.510g(0.795/0.789). We as-
sume that the color gradient outside the small aperture region
of the GC candidates is negligible and that the encircled en-

ergy distribution of the GC candidates is similar to that of the
PSF.

Finally, we derive the F814W total magnitude (Ig14,t0t)
by combining the previous results: Igi4.t0t = Hi60,t0t +
(Is14 — H160)tot- We correct the observed magnitudes and
colors for the foreground extinction using the information in
Schlafly & Finkbeiner (2011), as listed in Table 1. We use
‘0’ subscripts for the foreground extinction-corrected magni-
tudes and colors: Is14.0, Hi60,0, and (Ig14 —H160)0. We con-
sider the internal extinction inside each of the target galaxies
to be negligible, if any, because they are ETGs.

We follow the same procedures as we used for the MCEGs
to derive the total magnitude and color of the GC candidates
in NGC 1399 and NGC 4874. The PSF encircled energy
fraction of the ACS F475W and F814W within the aperture
radius = 0”15 (3 pixels) is EEF=0.794 and 0.770, respec-
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tively4. Therefore, we derive the colors as follows: (Ig14 —
Higo)tot = F814W (r = 3pix) — F160W (r = 3pix) +
2.510g(0.770/0.789) and (ga75 — Is1a)tor = FATSW (r =
3pix) — F814W (r = 3pix) + 2.5log(0.794/0.770). Fore-
ground extinction corrections are also applied.

To estimate the completeness of the GC candidate detec-
tion, we perform artificial star tests using IRAF /ARTDATA.
For each galaxy, we generate 100 images with 1000 artificial
point sources with FWHM= 2.0 pixels and (Ig14 — H160) =
0.3, a mean color of blue GCs (see Figures 8 to 13). Sim-
ilarly, we add artificial sources with (Ig14 — Higo) = 0.7,
a mean color of red GCs to see any completeness difference
between the two populations. At Ig;4 = 25.0 mag, the com-
pleteness is about 80% for both blue and red GC cases. The
difference between the blue and red GC cases is smaller than
1% and the error for the red GC fraction due to incomplete-
ness is estimated to be smaller than 1%.

3. RESULTS

Before estimating the fraction of red GCs in each MCEG,
we first examine the color distributions of the GCs in NGC
1399 and NGC 4874 for references. Previous studies of
extragalactic GCs based on F§14W/F160W photometry are
performed for only a few galaxies in the literature. To date,
NGC 1399 (Blakeslee et al. 2012) and NGC 4874 (Cho et al.
2016) are the only galaxies with those colors measured so
they are good references of massive ETGs for this study.
NGC 1399 is a cD galaxy in the Fornax cluster with R, =
10.7 kpc and M, ~ 2.6 x 1011 M (Liu et al. 2019). NGC
4874 is a cD galaxy in the Coma cluster with B, = 22.7
kpc and M, ~ 5.8 x 10*' My (Weinzirl et al. 2014). We
adopt the effective radius and the stellar mass of NGC
1399/NGC 4874 from the ACS Fornax Cluster Survey (ACS-
FCS)/ACS Coma Cluster Survey (ACSCCS). The distances
adopted from those surveys are 20 Mpc ((m — M)y =
31.5; Blakeslee et al. 2009) for NGC 1399 and 100 Mpc
((m — M) = 35.0; Carter et al. 2008) for NGC 4874. The
properties of these galaxies are also summarized in Table 1.

There are several reasons for referencing these studies
for NGC 1399 and NGC 4874. First, they use the same
F814W(Ig14)/F160W(H60) filter systems as our study of
MCEGs. This serves as useful references to compare GC
systems between MCEGs and massive ETGs. We can set the
selection criteria for GCs in (Ig14 — Hig0) colors. Second,
they additionally use the F475W(g475) filter system. We can
set the criteria for dividing blue and red GC subpopulations
in (ga75 — Is14) colors. Third, the distances to our MCEGs
are in between the distances to NGC 1399 and NGC 4874.
Therefore, the selection criteria for GCs and the color divi-

sion criteria determined from NGC 1399 and NGC 4874 can
be similarly applied to the MCEGs.

The most important reason we need these references is that
(Is14 — Hio) colors are not effective to divide GC samples
into two separate subpopulations. Blakeslee et al. (2012) pre-
sented (g475 — 1814), (9475 — 2850) and (Igl4 — HlGO) colors
of the GCs in NGC 1399, and showed that the bimodality is
clearly seen in both (g475 — Is14) and (9475 — 2s50) color
distributions while it is less clear in the (Ig14 — Higo) color
distribution. Cho et al. (2016) presented similar results for
NGC 4874.

Unlike (Is14 — Higo) colors, (gazs — Is14) colors are
effective to divide GCs into two subpopulations. Mixture
modelling algorithms such as KMM (Ashman et al. 1994)
or Gaussian Mixture Modeling (GMM; Muratov & Gnedin
2010) is often applied to optical color distributions to de-
rive the fractions of blue and red subpopulations (e.g.
Peng et al. 2006; Blakeslee et al. 2012; Lee, Jang, & Kang
2019). Therefore, from g475, Is14, Higo photometric stud-
ies of GCs in NGC 1399 and NGC 4874, we first determine a
(9475 —Is14) color criterion for dividing blue and red subpop-
ulations. Then we determine a corresponding (Is14 — Higp)
color criterion from the relations between those two colors
derived in this study. More details are explained in the next
section. We use this fixed (Is14 — H16p) color criterion to es-
timate the GC fractions of each MCEG. Using cD galaxies as
a reference does not bias the color-color relation because the
intrinsic properties of GC subpopulations (age, metallicity,
etc.) are similar in every massive galaxy (Brodie & Strader
2006).

3.1. Color Distributions of the GCs in NGC 1399 and NGC
4874

Figure 4 shows 1814,0 VS. (9475 - ISl4)O and 1814,0 VS.
(Is14— H160)0 CMDs of the GC candidates in NGC 1399 and
NGC 4874 selected in the previous section. Note that most of
the GC candidates selected through size information exhibit
GC-like colors, meaning that they are indeed GC candidates.
We set the color range to select GCs in each galaxy to be
0.6 < (9475 — I814)0 < 1.5and 0.0 < (1814 — Hlﬁo)o <1.1
based on the bright GC candidates in NGC 1399 (19.5 <
I814,O < 23.5 mag) and NGC 4874 (23.0 < 1814,0 < 25.0
mag). The magnitude ranges of the bright GC candidates
are adopted from the previous studies of each galaxy which
were used to derive the color-color relation. We follow those
magnitude ranges for the bright GCs hereafter.

Figures 5(a) and (b) shows (Is14 — Higo)o vs. (ga7s —
Ig14)0 color-color diagrams of the bright GCs in NGC 1399
and NGC 4874. We overlay linear color-color relations de-
rived in this study after 30 clipping iteratively (red dashed
lines): (1814 — H160)0 = (114 + 0.03)(9475 - ISl4)O —

4 https://www.stsci.edu/hst/instrumentation/acs/data- analysis/aperture- corrections (0 61+0 04) with an RMS value of 0.13 for NGC 1399 and
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and the corresponding magnitude ranges are marked in dotted lines. The solid lines denote the color range for selecting the GCs and the dashed
lines denote the color used for dividing blue and red GC population.
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Figure 5. Color-color diagrams of the bright GC candidates in (a) NGC 1399 and (b) NGC 4874. The blue line in (a) is a quartic relation
for NGC 1399 GCs given by Blakeslee et al. (2012) shifted by —0.04 in y-axis. The orange, green, and blue lines in (b) are linear, cubic, and
quartic relations for NGC 4874 GCs given by Cho et al. (2016). The red dashed lines in (a,b) are linear relations derived in this study for each
galaxy after 3o clipping. The clipped sources are marked in open pink circles, and filled pink circles are sources used to derive the relation.
(c) Color-color relation derived from PARSEC 12 Gyr isochrone. We mark [M/H] values along with the relation. The same red dashed lines
in (a,b) are also marked for comparison. In all the three diagrams, the black solid lines denote the color range for selecting the GCs and the
dashed lines denote the color used for dividing blue and red GC populations.

(Is1a— H10)o = (1.11£0.03)(g475 — Is14)0 — (0.66 £0.03)
with an RMS value of 0.11 for NGC 4874. If we change
the faint magnitude limit to include fainter GCs, the scatter
of the relation increases but the overall relation changes lit-
tle. The color-color relations suggested by Blakeslee et al.
(2012) (eq. 1) and Cho et al. (2016) (egs. 9 to 11) are also
overlaid. In the case of NGC 4874, the bright GCs follow
the relations very well and the linear relation of the GCs
in this study shows a tight correlation with the relations of
Cho et al. (2016). This means that the photometric results de-

rived in this study agree well with the previous study. How-
ever, in the case of NGC 1399, there is a slight disagree-
ment between our relation and the previously derived rela-
tion. This difference arises because Blakeslee et al. (2012)
did not consider color corrections caused by different aper-
tures. In Section 2.4, we correct (gq75 — Is14) color as much
as 2.5l0g(0.794/0.770) = 0.033 and (Is14 — Higo) color
as much as 2.5l0g(0.770/0.789) = —0.026, which can ex-
plain the difference between our relation and Blakeslee et al.
(2012)’s relation. Therefore, we mark the relation after shift-
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ing the relation by -0.04 in y-axis to be consistent with the
fitting of this study.

Another feature is that (Ig14 — Hie0)o colors for given
(ga7s — Is14) colors of the NGC 4874 GCs are, on av-
erage, 0.1 bluer than those of the NGC 1399 GCs. This
color difference also exists between the relation suggested
by Blakeslee et al. (2012) and Cho et al. (2016), as already
pointed out in Cho et al. (2016). This is caused mainly by
the difference in the distances to the two galaxies. The dis-
tance to NGC 1399 is about five times smaller than the dis-
tance to NGC 4874 so that the light distribution of the GCs
in NGC 1399 deviate from that of the PSF more than that
of the GCs in NGC 4874. This difference appears mostly in
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Figure 7. Same plot as Figure 6 but the GMM analysis results with
an unequal width option are marked.

(Is14 — Hi60) color rather than in (g475 — Is14) color. In this
study we apply the same aperture correction to both galaxies
and adopt the different color-color relation of each galaxy.

Figure 5(c) shows a color-color relation derived from
PAdova and TRieste Stellar Evolution Code (PARSEC v1.2S;
Bressan et al. 2012) 12 Gyr isochrone. The simple stellar
population integrated magnitudes are obtained with the de-
fault options in the web interface CMD 3.1°, e.g. Chabrier
lognormal IMF. Note that the division color at (g475 —
Is14) = 1.0 in the model corresponds to (Ig14 — Higo) =
0.42, which is very similar to the case for NGC 4874 ((Ig14—
Hig0) = 0.45) and is 0.11 smaller than the value for NGC
1399 ((Is14 — Hi60) = 0.53).

3 http://stev.oapd.inaf.it/cgi-bin/cmd_3.1


http://stev.oapd.inaf.it/cgi-bin/cmd_3.1

GCSs oF LocaL MCEGS 11
Table 3. The GMM Analysis Results for the (ga7s — Is14)o color distributions of the GCs in NGC 1399 and NGC 4874
Galaxy Case 1 o1 N1 n2 o2 No f2 D P k
NGC1399 o1 =02 0884001 0104001 115411 1.204£0.01 0.104+0.01 268+11 0.704+0.03 3.2+02 <1073 —0.681
o1 #02 0.8840.03 0.104+0.01 116419 1.2040.01 0.104£0.01 267+19 0.70+0.05 3.2+03 <1072 —0.681
NGC4874 o1 =02 090£0.01 0.0940.01 278+14 1.1640.01 0.094+0.01 245+14 0474+0.03 3.0£02 <1073 —0.966
o1 #02 08740.01 0.0740.01 212424 1.1340.01 0.114+0.01 311424 0.60+£0.05 2.8+02 <1072 —0.966

NOTE—See Figures 6 and 7.

Figures 6 and 7 show the color distributions of the bright
GCs in NGC 1399 and NGC 4874. In the (9475 — I814)0
distribution of the GCs in NGC 1399, a minimum between
two peaks (a dip) is found to be at (9475 — Is14)0 ~ 1.0
(see also Figure 8 in Blakeslee et al. 2012). Similarly, a dip
is seen clearly at (g475 — Is14)0 = 1.0 for NGC 4874 GCs
(see also Figure 13 in Cho et al. 2016). These results are very
similar to the results from the previous studies.

To divide the GCs into two subpopulations statistically,
we apply GMM analysis to (ga75 — Ig14)o distribution of
the GCs (Muratov & Gnedin 2010). Figure 6 is based on
the GMM analysis with an equal variance option (i.e. ho-
moscedastic case) and Figure 7 with an unequal variance op-
tion (i.e. heteroscedastic case). The results are summarized
in Table 3. According to the analysis, there is a clear bi-
modality in (g475 — Is14)0 color for both homoscedastic and
heteroscedastic cases (separation D > 2, p-value p < 1073,
and kurtosis £ < 0). Moreover, the two populations are di-
vided almost at the same color, (g475 — Is14)0 ~ 1.0, for
all cases. By applying different color-color relation for each
galaxy, (9475_1814)0 =1.0 corresponds to (1814_H160)0 =
0.53 &£ 0.05 for NGC 1399 and 0.45 % 0.04 for NGC 4874.
These values are also marked in Figures 4 and 5 and are used
to divide the GCs in our target MCEGs.

3.2. Estimation of the Red GC Fractions of NGC 1399 and
NGC 4874

We estimate the fraction of red GCs in NGC 1399 and
NGC 4874 using the photometry derived in this study. In
the case of (9475 — Is14)o color distributions for NGC 1399,
we obtain frge = 0.70 £ 0.03 if we apply the GMM with
an equal variance option and 0.70 £ 0.05 if we adopt an un-
equal variance option. This is consistent with the results of
Blakeslee et al. (2012), 0.68 & 0.04 and 0.71 + 0.03. In the
case of (ga75 — Ig14)o color distributions for NGC 4874, we
obtain frgc = 0.47 & 0.03 if we apply the GMM with an
equal variance option and 0.60 £ 0.05 if we adopt an unequal
variance option. This is also consistent with the results of
Cho et al. (2016), frac = 0.493£0.031 and 0.604 £ 0.083.
From (Ig14 — Higp)o color distributions with a fixed divi-
sion color, we derive frao = 0.727595 for NGC 1399 and

0.5570 0% for NGC 4874. The errors for the red GC fraction
are determined from the error for the division color.

The most important result from the analysis of NGC 1399
and NGC 4874 GCs is that the values of red GC fraction
derived from (9475 — ISl4)O and (1814 — H160)0 are very
similar. This indicates that the fractions of red GCs derived
from the two colors are consistent with each other. There-
fore, we can safely derive the red GC fraction based on
(Is14 — Hieo)o color for our target MCEGs. Moreover, the
distances to our target MCEGs are mostly in between the dis-
tance to NGC 1399 and NGC 4874, so blue and red GCs
would be divided at (Igl4 — H160)0 = 0.45 to 0.53. In the
next section, we adopt both (/g14 — H160)o = 0.45 and 0.53
and derive the minimum and the maximum value of the red
GC fractions. The mean red GC fractions are derived using
(Is14 — H160)o = 0.49 £ 0.04, an average value of 0.45 and
0.53.

3.3. Color Distribution of the GCs in the Local MCEGs

In the left panels of Figures 8 to 13 we display the Ig14,0
vs. (Is14 — Hieo)o CMDs of the GC candidates for the
target MCEGs. We plot the magnitudes and colors of the
sources corrected for the foreground extinction to be consis-
tent with each other. In the figure, we draw three vertical
lines as guide lines at (Ig14 — Hi60)o = 0.0, 0.49, and 1.1.
(Is14 — H160)o = 0.0 and 1.1 are boundaries for the GC col-
ors, and (Ig14 — H1go)o = 0.49 is the dividing line between
blue and red GCs. This is the average of 0.53 and 0.45, which
were determined from NGC 1399 and NGC 4874. We also
draw two horizontal lines at M; = —13.0 and Ig14,0 = 25.0
which are boundaries for the GC magnitude cut. The abso-
lute magnitude range for GCs is, in general, M > —13 mag.
Therefore, we set the upper magnitude limit to M; = —13
mag for GC selection considering the distance to each galaxy.
To derive the color distributions of the GC candidates in the
MCEGs, we choose relatively bright GCs with Ig14 9 < 25.0
mag (M7 ~ —10.0 to —8.5 mag depending on the distances
to the target galaxies) which are rarely affected by incom-
pleteness of our photometry and have smaller photometric
errors (err(Is14 — Higp) < 0.1). We exclude GC candidates
brighter than M; = —13.0 mag because they are mostly fore-
ground stars. At first, some of them were considered as ultra-
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Figure 8. (Left) CMDs of the GC candidates of our 12 target MCEGs. All the GC candidates marked in Figure 2 are also marked in pink dots.
The selected GCs with R < 10Re,circ Within the black boxes are marked in purple dots. The color range of the GCs is 0.0 < (Is14 — H160)0 <
1.1 and the magnitude range is M; > —13.0 and Ig14,0 < 25.0. Blue errorbars in the left denote mean photometric errors for given magnitude
bins. (Middle) CMDs of the MW stars generated by TRILEGAL model (green diamonds) and foreground/background sources found in XDF
(green and orange crosses). (Right) CMDs of the GC candidates after removing foreground stars with R < 10R. cir. statistically. We mark
blue and red GCs according to the color division (Is14 — Hi60)o = 0.49 £ 0.04 as marked in dashed lines, and mark the red GC fractions.

compact dwarfs (UCDs), but the possibility was ruled out af-
ter comparing CMDs with model CMDs of foreground stars,
as will be shown in the next section. We also choose GCs in-
side the circular region of the host galaxy (R < 10R¢ circ) to
minimize contamination from background sources and other
nearby galaxies. The boundary at R = 10R. ¢ is large
enough to select most of the GCs belonging to our target
galaxies, and Beasley et al. (2018) also used the same bound-
ary at R = 10R, ¢y to estimate the red GC fraction of NGC
1277.

The most distinguishable feature in the CMDs is that the
target MCEGs host a rich population of sources with 0.0 <
(Is14 — Hi60)o < 1.1, a similar color range for the GCs in

NGC 1399 and NGC 4874, implying that the selected GC
candidates with this color range in the target MCEGs are
mostly genuine GCs. They are indeed GCs similar to those
in NGC 1399 or NGC 4874.

3.4. Estimation of the Red GC Fractions of the Local
MCEGs

Before estimating the red GC fractions of each galaxy,
we check foreground star contamination using the TRILE-
GAL MW model for each galaxy (Girardi et al. 2005)°. We

6 http://stev.oapd.inaf.it/cgi- bin/trilegal
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Figure 9. Figure 8 continued.

generate model stars according to the galactic coordinate of
each galaxy and the field area. The area is restricted to
R < 10Re,circ for each galaxy similar to the area used to
select GCs. We plot the CMD derived from the model in
the middle panels of Figures 8 to 13 in green diamonds.
Open symbols represent model stars within the HST field
and filled symbols represent those within R < 10R. iy for
each galaxy. Clearly, the galaxies located in low galactic lat-
itude show a large number of model stars (NGC 1281, NGC
1270, NGC 1271, UGC 2698) and most of the red sources
show a color distribution similar to that of model foreground
stars. Therefore, we exclude model stars statistically from
our CMDs to estimate the red GC fraction properly. We
divide the CMD region with a magnitude bin of 0.5 and a
color bin of 0.1 and then subtract the number of MW model
stars from the number of GC candidates. The final CMDs are
shown in the right panels of Figures 8 to 13.

We also check background galaxy contamination from the
HST image. The field of view of our images is not large
enough to estimate the background contribution, so we use
the XDF field as a background field (Illingworth et al. 2013).
The target galaxies are located in various locations in the sky
so the XDF may not necessarily represent a background for
each target galaxy. However, it is still useful to estimate the
background contamination level. We apply the same photo-
metric procedures as used for our target galaxies to the XDF
F814W/F160W images and derive (Ig14 — Higp)o distribu-
tion of the point sources. As a result, we find fewer than
seven GC-like background sources with Ig14 0 < 25.0 mag
and R < 10R. circ, which negligibly affect the estimation of
the red GC fraction. They are marked in orange crosses in
Figures 8 to 13. Therefore, we do not correct for the back-
ground galaxy contamination.
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Figure 10. Figure § continued.

In Table 4 we summarize the number of GC candidates
before and after contamination correction, and the number
of contaminants for each galaxy. The fractions of fore-
ground contaminants range from O to 24% (mostly smaller
than 10%), and those of background contaminants are less
than 6%. Thus, the effect of background contaminants is not
impacting the results discussed in this study.

Now we are ready to estimate the red GC fraction of the
target MCEGs. From the final CMDs, we divide the GCs in
each of our target MCEGs into blue and red subpopulations
using (Is14 — Higo)o = 0.49 as a division criterion: blue
GCs with 0.0 < (Is14 — Hi60)o < 0.49 and red GCs with
0.49 < (Is14 — H160)o < 1.1. Then we calculate the fraction
of red GCs in the entire sample of GCs with Ig140 < 25.0
mag in each galaxy. Similarly, we calculate the minimum and
the maximum value of the fraction of red GCs using (Ig14 —
Hi60)o = 0.53 and 0.45, respectively. The results are shown

in the right panels of Figures 8 to 13 and are summarized in
Table 1. The fractions of red GCs in our target MCEGs range
from frge = 0.2 to 0.7, and NGC 1281 shows the highest
red GC fraction, frac = 0.70 £ 0.09.

3.5. Spatial and Radial Distributions of the GCs in the
Local MCEGs

In Figure 14 we show the spatial distribution of the blue
and red GCs in each of the target MCEGs. The GCs in each
of the MCEGs show a central concentration, which implies
that most of the GCs we select are indeed the members of
each galaxy. We restrict the spatial range for selecting GCs
at R < 10R. circ, similar to the value used for NGC 1277 in
Beasley et al. (2018), to compare the red GC fraction equiv-
alently.

We also show the spatial distribution of the GCs in the two
reference galaxies. Because they are much larger than the
MCEGs, only the central region is covered by the HST im-
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Figure 11. Figure § continued.

ages so it is hard to see a central concentration clearly. In
the figure, large solid circles around the two reference galax-
ies denote R = 0.5k, while large dashed circles around the
target MCEGs denote R = 10R,.

In Figure 15 we show the radial number density profiles
of all GCs as well as blue and red subpopulations. The very
central regions of the MCEGs are incomplete so we mask
the inner regions at R < 2”5 when deriving the radial profile
for each MCEG. In general, the radial number density of the
GCs in the MCEGs decreases as the projected galactocentric
distance increases, and this indicates that most of the GCs we
selected are indeed the members of each galaxy. All the fields
cover R > 10R, ir. so the coverage is expected to be wide
enough to select most of the GCs belonging to the galaxies.
However, most of the profiles decrease continuously because
they are not wide enough to measure the stable background
number density.

We also show the radial distribution of the GCs in the two
reference galaxies. In general we can see the difference be-
tween red GC profile and blue GC profile in giant ETGs, but
it is not shown here because these two galaxies are not fully
covered by the HST images.

4. DISCUSSION

4.1. Mass-Size Relations of the Local MCEGs in
Comparison with the Virgo, Fornax, and Coma ETGs

In Figure 16(a) we display effective radii (R.) vs. stel-
lar masses (M.) of our target MCEGSs in comparison with
the Virgo ETGs in the ACS Virgo Cluster Survey (ACSVCS;
Ferrarese et al. 2006; Peng et al. 2008), the Fornax ETGs in
the ACSFCS (Liu et al. 2019), and the Coma ETGs in the
ACSCCS (Weinzirl et al. 2014). We also plot the empirical
mass-size relation for z = 0 — 3 given by van der Wel et al.
(2014) for comparison. To compare the stellar mass properly,
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Figure 12. Figure § continued.

we consider the mass-to-light ratio (M/L) difference among
adopted IMFs: M/L (Salpeter) = 1.6 M/L (Kroupa) = 1.8
M/L (Chabrier). Therefore, we increase the stellar masses
of ACSVCS ETGs and mass-size relation by 1.8 where the
Chabrier IMF was adopted. We also increase the stellar
masses of ACSCCS ETGs by 1.6 where the Kroupa IMF was
adopted.

Distinguishable features in this figure are as follows. First,
all the ETGs in Virgo, Fornax, and Coma follow a well-
known mass-size relation in the sense that the effective radii
of the ETGs increase as their stellar masses increase. In
Virgo and Fornax, most galaxies with low stellar mass (i.e.
M, < 10* M) have smaller effective radii of R, < 3 kpc,
while those with high stellar mass (i.e. M, > 10! M) have
much larger effective radii of R, > 7 kpc. The ETGs in
Coma follow a similar trend to that of Virgo or Fornax: most
galaxies with low stellar mass have smaller effective radii of

R, < 5 kpc, while those with high stellar mass have much
larger effective radii of R. > 17 kpc.

Second, there is an empty region at M, > 10'' M and
R. < 7 kpc where almost no Virgo, Fornax, or Coma ETGs
are found. This shows that there are almost no MCEGs in
such clusters. The MCEGs in our sample occupy the above
empty region. NGC 1277 is also included in the same region.
The MCEGs also follow a similar trend in the mass-size rela-
tion, but with a significant offset in effective radii from those
of the massive ETGs: they are much smaller than the massive
ETGs with similar stellar mass. The mass-size relation of the
MCEG:s is consistent with the relation for z ~ 2 given by
van der Wel et al. (2014), as noted in Yildirim et al. (2017).

In summary, the MCEGs in our sample might have evolved
via different routes compared with the massive ETGs in
Virgo, Fornax, or Coma: the former might have grown much
less in size than the latter since their formation. It may be
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Figure 13. Figure § continued.

possible that they follow the different mass-size relation be-
cause our sample of MCEGs are located in less dense envi-
ronments than the cluster ETGs we have compared. How-
ever, about half of our sample of MCEGs are also located
in cluster environment: NGC 1270, NGC 1271, NGC 1281,
and UGC 2698 are members of the Perseus cluster (Abell
426) with NGC 1277, and PGC 11179 is a member of Abell
400. We will further discuss the environment of our sample
of MCEGs in the next section.

In Figure 16(b) we display central velocity dispersion
(logo.) vs. stellar mass (M) of our target MCEGs, NGC
1277, and the two reference galaxies. We also plot the empir-
ical mass-velocity dispersion relation for z = 0 — 2 given by
Cannarozzo et al. (2020) for comparison. Here we increase
the stellar mass of mass-dispersion relation by 1.8 where the
Chabrier IMF was adopted. The relation of the MCEGs is
consistent with the relation for z ~ 2.

Thus, the MCEGs follow the mass-size relation and mass-
velocity dispersion relation for galaxies at z ~ 2. This sup-
ports that the MCEGs in this study are strong candidates for
relic galaxies.

4.2. Red GC Fractions vs. Galaxy Properties

For the comparison of red GC fractions in our sample
of MCEGs, we use the results for the Virgo ETGs in the
ACSVCS sample (Peng et al. 2008). They are based on the
analysis of the HST/ACS data for a large number of galaxies.
For the calculation of the fractions of blue and red GCs in
each galaxy of the ACSVCS sample, Peng et al. (2008) ap-
plied a hybrid approach to divide the GC sample of a galaxy
into a blue subpopulation and a red subpopulation. For the
case of the brightest 21 galaxies (with Mp < —19.1 mag)
they used a dip between the two Gaussians in the KMM
two-Gaussian fits for the (g475 — 2s50) distribution of the
GCs. They adopted a homoscedastic option in the KMM
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Table 4. Number of GC Candidates and Contaminants

Galaxy N(GC cand.) N(foreground) N(background) f(foreground) f(background) N(final GCs)

[A] [B] [BV[A][%]  [CVIA] [%] [A]—([B]
UGC 3816 205 7 3.41 3.41 198
NGC 0384 158 3 4 1.90 2.53 155
NGC 1281 104 8 2 7.69 1.92 96
NGC 1270 168 20 5 11.90 2.98 148
PGC 70520 45 2 1 4.44 2.22 43
NGC 0472 82 0 4 0.00 4.88 82
NGC 2767 83 0 3 0.00 3.61 83
NGC 1271 43 0 1 0.00 2.33 43
UGC 2698 137 33 7 24.09 5.11 104
MRK 1216 120 2 2 1.67 1.67 118
PGC 11179 36 0 2 0.00 5.56 36
PGC 32873 34 0 1 0.00 2.94 34

NOTE—For R < 10Re circ

fits. For the remaining fainter galaxies they adopted a fixed
color of (ga75 — 2s50)0 = 1.16. Moreover, Peng et al.
(2008) integrated the radial profile of the GCs in each galaxy
when counting the number of GCs to prevent overestimat-
ing the red GC fraction. We also use the data for effective
radii, B-band absolute magnitudes, and stellar masses of the
host galaxies in the ACSVCS given by Coté et al. (2004);
Ferrarese et al. (2006); Peng et al. (2008). The total number
of host galaxies is 100 for the ACSVCS.

We did not include NGC 1399 and NGC 4874 for the com-
parison with the MCEGs in this study because these two
galaxies were not fully covered by the HST images used
in this study. They are large galaxies so only their cen-
tral regions were covered by the HST images used in this
study (and previous studies, Blakeslee et al. 2012; Cho et al.
2016): only R < 1/5 ~ 1R, region for NGC 1399 and
R < 1!6 ~ 2R, region for NGC 4874. In general, the
red GCs in giant ETGs show a stronger central concentra-
tion than the blue GCs so the red GC fractions derived from
the central region in this study (or previous studies) are larger
than the values derived from the entire regions, as used in the
sample MCEGs and Virgo galaxies in this study.

In Figure 17(a) we display red GC fractions against effec-
tive radii of the host galaxies in our sample of MCEGs, in
comparison with the ACSVCS ETGs. Similarly we show red
GC fractions against B-band absolute magnitudes and stellar
masses of the same galaxies in Figures 17(b) and (c). We
also plot NGC 1277 using the value of the red GC fraction
given by Beasley et al. (2018). NGC 1277 has a brighter
companion galaxy NGC 1278, part of which was covered
by the HST/ACS field of NGC 1277. Beasley et al. (2018)
subtracted the contamination of NGC 1278 GCs to derive the
color distribution of NGC 1277 GCs. Then they derived a

value of the red GC fraction from the (g475 — 2850) distri-
bution of NGC 1277 GCs using GMM, presenting frgc >
0.83 (see their Extended Data Figure 4).

Several remarkable features are noted in Figure 17. First,
we can divide the Virgo ETGs into two groups according to
their sizes: giant ETGs with R, > 5 kpc and normal/dwarf
ETGs with R, < 5 kpc. Our local MCEGs show similar
luminosity or mass with those of giant ETGs while their sizes
are similar to those of normal/dwarf ETGs.

Second, the red GC fractions of the MCEGs are larger
than those of the giant Virgo ETGs with similar luminos-
ity or mass. The fractions of the MCEGs are also larger
than those of the normal/dwarf Virgo ETGs with similar size.
We also mark the median of the red GC fractions for the
Virgo ETGs along the magnitude and stellar mass, with a
magnitude bin of AMp = 1.0 mag and stellar mass bin
of Alog(M./Mg) = 0.5. Following the overall trend, we
can see that the red GC fractions of the Virgo ETGs increase
as their luminosity or mass increase. However, they begin
to decrease at Mp ~ —20.5 mag or M, ~ 2 x 101 M
as mentioned in Peng et al. (2008). In contrast, the red GC
fractions of our target MCEGs do not decrease even after
Mp ~ —20.5 mag or M, ~ 2 x 101 M.

Third, we can divide the MCEG sample into two sub-
samples: one for the cluster MCEGs and the other for the
group/field MCEGs (field MCEGs hereafter). The cluster
MCEG subsample includes five MCEGs, and the field sub-
sample has seven. Note that four out of the five MCEGs in
clusters are located very close to the center (R < 250 kpc)
of their host clusters, so they are located in a denser environ-
ment compared with most galaxies in Virgo. The mean red
GC fraction of our 12 MCEG targets is frgc = 0.48 £0.14.
Interestingly, if we restrict our sample to cluster MCEGs,
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this value increases to frgc = 0.60 £ 0.06. This value
is ~0.3 larger than the mean red GC fraction of the giant
Virgo ETGs, frge = 0.33 £ 0.13. If we restrict our sam-
ple to field MCEGs, then the mean fraction decreases to
frac = 0.40 £ 0.10. This value is 0.2 lower than the value
for the cluster MCEGs, and is similar to the value for the
Virgo ETGs. The red GC fraction for normal-size ETGs in
the field may be lower than that for cluster ETGs. However,
there are no data available for the field normal-size ETGs as
homogeneous as those for Virgo galaxies so we could not in-
clude them for comparison in this study. These results on
red GC fractions are consistent with the previous finding that
relic galaxies prefer dense environments. The environmental
preference of MCEGs is well summarized in Beasley et al.
(2018). In short, local MCEGs, like other normal massive
ETGs, prefer dense environments both in observational and

theoretical view (e.g. Poggianti et al. 2013; Damjanov et al.
2015; Stringer et al. 2015; Peralta de Arriba et al. 2016). If
we restrict the area of GC selection for each galaxy to R <
9Re cire, the mean red GC fraction does not change much
(frec = 0.51£0.14 for all 12 MCEGs, frac = 0.60£0.10
for the cluster MCEGs and 0.45-+0.13 for the field MCEGs).

Fourth, the red GC fractions of the MCEGs are not as
large as those of NGC 1277. Beasleyetal. (2018) ob-
tained frec > 0.83 by applying GMM analysis to the
(ga7s — 2850)0 color distribution of the NGC 1277 GCs. If
we take the result as it is, NGC 1277 can be considered as the
unique sample hosting the highest fraction of red GCs. How-
ever, there is a possibility that the red GC fractions of our tar-
get MCEGs are rather underestimated compared with NGC
1277. In the case of NGC 1277, blue and red GC subpopu-
lations are divided at (g475 — 2850)0 ~ 1.0 according to the
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GMM analysis in Beasley et al. (2018). This color is much
bluer than the typical division color, (g475 — 2850)0 = 1.16,
which was used for the previous studies of the GC color dis-
tributions (e.g. ACSVCS ETGs, NGC 1399, and NGC 1278,
Peng et al. 2006; Blakeslee et al. 2012; Beasley et al. 2018).
Therefore, if we use a fixed color of (g475 — 2s850)0 = 1.16
as in the previous studies to derive the red GC fraction of
NGC 1277 instead of using GMM analysis, we obtain a
much smaller fraction of frgc = 0.67 (see Figure 2 or Ex-
tended Data Figure 4 in Beasley et al. 2018). This value is
similar to the value for NGC 1281 we derived in this study,
frac = 0.70£0.09. Thus, it is possible that the red GC frac-
tion derived from a fixed (Ig14 — H1g0) color for our sample
may be an underestimate compared with NGC 1277. If there
is a galaxy such as NGC 1277, hosting a large fraction of red
GCs with a blue tail in their color distribution, using a fixed

color can underestimate its red GC fraction. This implies that
if we apply GMM analysis to our sample of MCEGs, we may
obtain larger red GC fractions similar to NGC 1277. In the
case of NGC 1277, there is about 0.2 difference (0.67 and
0.83) in the red GC fraction between the two methods (color
cut and GMM). Therefore, the red GC fraction of MCEGs
may systematically increase by up to ~0.2. Then NGC 1277
may not be a unique sample anymore.

4.3. Origins of GCs and Relic Galaxies

In this study we find that nearby MCEGs have GC systems
dominated by red GCs, and their red GC fractions are on
average larger than those of giant ETGs with similar stellar
mass or normal/dwarf ETGs with similar size. This result
holds significant implications on the origins of GCs and relic
galaxies.
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4.3.1. Origin of Blue and Red GCs

The fraction of metal-rich GCs in local massive galaxies
increases from ~20% to ~80% as the galactocentric dis-
tance decreases from the outer region to the central region
(see Fig. 19 in Harris et al. 2017), while the GCs found in
the outer halos of local massive ETGs or intracluster regions
are mostly metal-poor (Peng et al. 2006; Lee et al. 2010a;
Peng et al. 2011; Harris et al. 2017; Forbes & Remus 2018).
These results lead to the following scenario on the origin of
GCs: Metal-rich GCs are formed either in the central region
of massive galaxies during dissipative collapse of their pro-
genitor or in the major merger of massive progenitors. On the
other hand, most metal-poor GCs are formed in dwarf galax-
ies (e.g. Coté et al. 1998; Brodie & Strader 2006; Lee et al.
2010b; Forbes & Remus 2018, and references therein).

In this study we find that most GCs in MCEGs are red
GCs (i.e. metal-rich GCs). These red GCs must have origi-
nated from the progenitors of the MCEGs rather than from
being transferred from other satellite galaxies. Thus, the
presence of dominant red GC populations in MCEGs is clear
evidence which shows that red GCs are formed mainly in
massive galaxies. Very low fraction of blue GCs in MCEGs
and very high fractions of blue GCs in the outer region of lo-
cal massive ETGs imply that the major origin of blue GCs is
low mass dwarf galaxies which were accreted to the massive
galaxies.

4.3.2. Are Local MCEGs Relic Galaxies?

It is expected that most red nugget galaxies in high den-
sity environment (i.e. galaxy clusters or groups) experience
many mergers of diverse types during their evolution, and
they grow not only in their size and stellar mass but also in
their blue GC fraction. In this study we find not only that red
GC fractions of the MCEGS in our sample are higher than
those of local massive ETGs with similar stellar mass, but
also that they are higher than those of local normal/dwarf
ETGs with similar size. This implies that the progenitors of
the MCEGs became red nugget galaxies of which GC sys-
tems are dominated by red GCs about 12 Gyr ago (assum-
ing that they are as old as the metal-rich GCs in the MW,
Oliveira et al. 2020), and they must have undergone very few
mergers later. They grew little not only in size and stellar
mass but also in blue GC fraction. Thus, we conclude that
the MCEGs in our sample are genuine relic galaxies.

5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

We present a search for GCs in 12 nearby MCEGs, taking
advantage of the high resolution HST/WFC3 F814W/F160W
images in the archive. The mass-size relation of these
MCEGs shows a significant difference from those of local
massive ETGs in Virgo, Fornax, and Coma, as shown in Fig-
ure 17, but it is consistent with that of red nugget galaxies at

high redshift (z ~ 2) (van der Wel et al. 2014; Yildirim et al.
2017). To see whether these MCEGs host GC systems differ-
ent from those of local massive ETGs as well, we investigate
various photometric properties of the GC systems in these
MCEGs. Primary results and conclusion are summarized as
follows.

1. CMDs show that most MCEGs host a rich population
of GCs. Absolute magnitudes of the detected GCs
range from M; ~ —13.0 to —8.5 mag, the faint limit
of which varies on the distance to their host galaxies.

2. Color distributions of the GC candidates with Igj4 0 <
25.0 mag show that most MCEGs show a dominant
broad component at 0.0 < (Ig14 — Higo)o < 1.1,
which is mainly composed of GCs in each galaxy.

3. We estimate the fraction of red GCs using a fixed color
criterion of (Ig14 — Higo)o = 0.49 + 0.04. Red
GC fractions of the MCEGs are about 0.2 higher than
those of the giant Virgo ETGs with similar stellar mass.
Some MCEGs are expected to show comparably large
red GC fractions like NGC 1277, a known relic galaxy
(Beasley et al. 2018).

4. These results imply that a majority of red GCs
were formed early in massive galaxies and that most
MCEGs have undergone very few mergers after they
became red nuggets about 10 Gyr ago. Thus, it is con-
cluded that they are genuine relic galaxies.

It is expected that more MCEGs will be discovered
from new surveys. Recently, Tortoraetal. (2018) and
Scognamiglio et al. (2020) found 37 new Ultra Compact
Massive Galaxies (UCMGs) (M, > 8 x 101°My and R, <
1.5 kpe) at z < 0.5 from the Kilo Degree Survey. They com-
bined them with 55 UCMGs from the literature, producing
the largest spectroscopically confirmed sample of UCMGs at
z < 0.5. Note that a rich population of GCs was found even
in distant galaxy clusters like Abell 2744 at redshift of z =
0.308 from deep HST F814W/F105W images (Lee & Jang
2016b). The UCMGs and new MCEGs at z < 0.5 will be
good targets for future studies of their GC systems with HST
or JWST. Moreover, follow-up spectroscopic studies for the
GCs in the MCEGs with a large telescope (e.g. Keck, GMT,
TMT, or eELT) will be helpful to confirm the membership of
the GCs and to study their kinematic properties.
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