
MNRAS 000, 1–21 (2022) Preprint 30 June 2022 Compiled using MNRAS LATEX style file v3.0

A panchromatic view of star cluster formation in a simulated dwarf galaxy
starburst

Natalia Lahén1★, Thorsten Naab1 and Guinevere Kauffmann1
1Max Planck Institute for Astrophysics, Karl-Schwarzschild-Stra𝛽e 1, D-85741 Garching, Germany

Accepted 2022 June 06. Received 2022 June 05; in original form 2021 October 20

ABSTRACT

We present a photometric analysis of star and star cluster (SC) formation in a high-resolution simulation of a dwarf galaxy
starburst that allows the formation of individual stars to be followed. Previous work demonstrated that the properties of the SCs
formed in the simulation are in good agreement with observations. In this paper, we create mock spectral energy distributions
and broad-band photometric images using the radiative transfer code skirt 9. We test several observational star formation rate
(SFR) tracers and find that 24 `m, total infrared and H𝛼 trace the underlying SFR during the (post)starburst phase, while UV
tracers yield a more accurate picture of star formation during quiescent phases prior to and after the merger. We then place the
simulated galaxy at distances of 10 and 50 Mpc and use aperture photometry at Hubble Space Telescope resolution to analyse
the simulated SC population. During the starburst phase, a hierarchically forming set of SCs leads inaccurate source separation
because of crowding. This results in estimated SC mass function slopes that are up to ∼ 0.3 shallower than the true slope of
∼ −1.9 to −2 found for the bound clusters identified from the particle data in the simulation. The masses of the largest clusters are
overestimated by a factor of up to 2.9 due to unresolved clusters within the apertures. The aperture-based analysis also produces
a relation between cluster formation efficiency and SFR surface density that is slightly flatter than that recovered from bound
clusters. The differences are strongest in quiescent SF environments.

Key words: galaxies: dwarf – galaxies: photometry – galaxies: starburst – galaxies: star clusters: general – methods: numerical
– radiative transfer

1 INTRODUCTION

Star clusters (SCs) formhierarchicallywithin star-forming interstellar
gas clouds and filaments (Lada & Lada 2003; Elmegreen et al. 2006;
Grasha et al. 2017). The majority of young star clusters have low
masses (Cook et al. 2019;Mok et al. 2020) and form unbound (Brown
&Gnedin 2021). During their evolution, clusters loose mass andmay
even dissolve due to the complex interplay of violent relaxation after
gas expulsion (Goodwin&Bastian 2006;Baumgardt&Kroupa 2007;
Bravi et al. 2018; Pang et al. 2020), internal dynamics (McLaughlin
& Fall 2008; Wang et al. 2016; Tiongco et al. 2017) and external
tidal forces in the surrounding galactic environment (Spitzer 1958;
Aguilar et al. 1988; Gieles et al. 2011; Baumgardt et al. 2013). Cluster
disruption is strongest at early stages, and young clusters are observed
to disrupt at as high a rate as 90% in number of clusters per a dex in
age, as evidenced by the declining age distributions of young clusters
in a variety of environments (Chandar et al. 2010; Linden et al. 2017;
Cook et al. 2019; Whitmore et al. 2020). In later stages, the evolution
is more gradual. Recent observations of the LEGUS survey even
indicate no evolution in the mass-size relation of clusters older than
100 Myr and that they are not tidally limited nor expanding (Brown
& Gnedin 2021).

★ E-mail: nlahen@mpa-garching.mpg.de

Higher mass clusters that form predominantly bound can therefore
remain intact for extended periods of time (Fall & Zhang 2001). Such
massive SCs in the local universe have been observed to form in the
most complex and extreme star formation environments (Elmegreen
& Efremov 1997) such as starbursts and galaxies with disturbed mor-
phologies (e.g. Holtzman et al. 1992; O’Connell et al. 1995; Leroy
et al. 2018), interacting galaxies (Bik et al. 2003; Whitmore et al.
2010) and even dwarf galaxies (O’Connell et al. 1994; Johnson et al.
2000; Adamo et al. 2011; Kimbro et al. 2021; Egorova et al. 2021).
The most massive clusters have been suggested as analogues to the
progenitors of globular clusters (GCs, see e.g. reviews by Portegies
Zwart et al. 2010 and Longmore et al. 2014). The connection of
the present-day young massive clusters to young GCs that typically
formed more than 10 Gyr ago in turn requires observations of the
sites of GC formation at higher redshifts. Candidates of such regions
have been recently observed with ultra deep imaging of fields that
contain lensed star-forming clumps beyond 𝑧 ∼ 2–3 (Vanzella et al.
2019, 2021). Significant improvements in spatial resolution in this
regard will be provided by the James Webb Space Telescope (JWST)
and the Extremely Large Telescope.

The most massive young SCs are often dubbed super SCs (SSCs;
van den Bergh 1971; Arp & Sandage 1985) and are typically defined
as having masses of or in excess of today’s typical GCs (& 105 M� ,
Portegies Zwart et al. 2010). The quest for finding these relatively
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2 Lahén et al.

rare objects is, however, complicated by their birth environments.
When young, the clusters are surrounded by the obscuring inter-
stellar medium and other nearby clusters (Grasha et al. 2017) that
in projection complicate the determination of the emission of each
individual object. Extinction in the starburst environment affects ob-
servations in UV-optical wavelengths that otherwise provide the best
spatial resolution e.g. with Hubble Space Telescope (HST). In addi-
tion, local (< a few Mpc) starburst galaxies that form such massive
clusters (see e.g. Smith et al. 2006; Leroy et al. 2018) are rare and
their observations are limited by inclination effects and extinction.
This has encouraged studies of SSC formation toward larger dis-
tances where the larger volume provides both more numerous and
more extreme starbursts to be probed.
The compromise of observing outside of the local volume is then

that clusters cannot be resolved into individual stars even with the
highest resolution instruments such asHST. The properties of SCs are
instead extracted using fluxes that have been integrated within aper-
tures that cover the bulk of the cluster emission. To counter confusion
from nearby objects, observational surveys that rely on aperture pho-
tometry use as small apertures as possible and aim at building their
SC catalogues with emphasis on single, symmetric and, for exam-
ple, uniformly colored cluster candidates (Adamo et al. 2017; Cook
et al. 2019). Crowding in the most intense star-forming regions is a
major issue and the contamination from the stellar background and
nearby objects is minimized by a local sky subtraction. The typi-
cal procedure is to estimate the local background using an annulus
around the aperture. The small apertures also cause outer parts of
the cluster light profile to be truncated at the aperture radius, and the
sky subtraction may remove parts of the outer wings of the light pro-
file from the aperture integrated emission (Adamo et al. 2017). The
underestimated cluster emission has then to be compensated with a
filter-specific or cluster-by-cluster estimated aperture correction. In
HST SC surveys this correction is typically in the range of a fraction
of a magnitude (Jordán et al. 2009; Whitmore et al. 2010; Adamo
et al. 2017; Chandar et al. 2010; Cook et al. 2019), corresponding
to tens of percents in the final cluster luminosity or mass estimate.
If done using a filter-averaged value for the aperture correction, it is
assumed that all clusters have light profiles described by the average
over the control sample. The true masses and mass functions of the
putative 106–108 M� SSCs found in recent starburst studies (Linden
et al. 2017; Fensch et al. 2019; Randriamanakoto et al. 2019; Adamo
et al. 2020) are therefore uncertain (Randriamanakoto et al. 2013).
Additional challenges are provided by the foreground and back-

ground objects, such as point-like stars smeared by the point spread
function (PSF), and extended galaxies, as well as single very bright
stars in the observed galaxy itself. One of the main observables used
to narrow down to the true cluster population e.g. in HST surveys
is the concentration index (CI, Whitmore et al. 1999; Adamo et al.
2017), which quantifies the concentration of flux, e.g. as a magni-
tude difference between two concentric apertures with radii of one
and three pixels (Whitmore et al. 2010; Grasha et al. 2017). Stars
can be excluded from the cluster catalogue as having very centrally
concentrated flux (low CI), as long as the spatial resolution allows
stellar-like and cluster-like light profiles to be separated, while back-
ground galaxies are characterized by extended emission (high CI).
Recently, Thilker et al. (2022) introduced an updated formulation for
the concentration index which better accounts for the differences in
the radial light profiles between PSF-sized stars and extended SCs.
The classification of bona fide clusters out of the catalogues of

cluster candidates can then be either computer or human generated,
or a combination of both, at varying level of agreement between
the two (Whitmore et al. 2021). Isolated, symmetric and separable

objects may be extremely challenging to recover in a reliable manner
in the 2D projections of intensely star-forming regions and often the
central star-forming knots and clumpy cluster candidates are left out
of the analysis all together (Larsen 2002; Adamo et al. 2020).
The challenges outlined above make it difficult to discern the for-

mation process at the high mass end of the cluster mass function
(CMF). The main characteristics of massive SCs under discussion
are the shape and extent of the the CMF, not to mention the internal
properties such as the chemical composition. The search continues
for the maximum mass a cluster can reach and if the maximum mass
varies with the star formation environment (Gieles et al. 2006; Bas-
tian 2008; Johnson et al. 2017), or if indeed there even exists such
a maximum mass (Mok et al. 2019). Galaxies that form stars at a
higher rate tend to host brighter SCs (Weidner et al. 2004; Bastian
2008; Adamo et al. 2015) but finding a tight relation is complicated
due to low number statistics at the high mass end of the steep (typi-
cal power-law slopes of −2) mass function of observed SCs (Adamo
et al. 2020). The nature of the cut-off mass is tied to the shape of the
CMF as well, as an upper mass limit cut-off would better describe
a Schechter-type function rather than a simple power-law (Larsen
2009). Furthermore, early cluster evolution may affect both the to-
tal mass and internal structure of the clusters, and consequently the
CMF (Fall et al. 2005; Goodwin & Bastian 2006). Thus it would be
crucial to resolve the SSCs during or immediately after formation,
which would for example give a firm base to numerical studies that
aim to understand the connection between SSCs and GCs.
Here we take a numerical approach for the detection and analysis

of SCs and their environments in a simulated starburst environment.
In previous studies we have analysed in detail the physical properties
of the SC population formed in a starburst caused by the merger of
two gas-rich dwarf galaxies (Lahén et al. 2020a). The simulations are
a part of the Galaxy Realizations Including Feedback From INdivid-
ual massive stars (Griffin) project1 which addresses some current
challenges of galaxy formation (see e.g. Naab & Ostriker 2017, for a
review) allowing for the numerical representation of a resolved ISM
(see also Steinwandel et al. 2020; Hislop et al. 2022). In the Lahén
et al. (2020a) simulations we have investigated the formation of a
distribution of SCs in the filamentary, hierarchical structures of the
starbursting merging disks. The high-resolution simulations enable
us to take a look at the cloud-scale decoupling of the young stars
and SCs from their gaseous environments. The high pressure merger
environment together with low shear provided by the low mass of
the galaxies enables the formation of hundreds of SCs with masses
up to ∼ 106 M� . The analysis of the population of bound clusters
revealed a CMF that builds with a power-law slope of the order of −2
already during the first pericentric passage of the galaxies. Further
experiments have shown that the CMF slope is only weakly affected
by the star formation efficiency (Hislop et al. 2022). The population
of bound clusters grows in mass and number especially during the
most intense star formation period, during which the efficiency of
stars forming in bound clusters (cluster formation efficiency, CFE or
Γ, Bastian 2008) peaks at 90% of the total star formation. Similar
intense cluster formation has recently been reported for example in
the HiPEEC2 survey of interacting galaxies of Adamo et al. (2020).
Our earlier studies however intentionally utilized the full parti-

cle information in the analysis which does not take into account the
restricted nature of real observations. Here we aim to process the
simulation output to match the data typically used in observational

1 https://wwwmpa.mpa-garching.mpg.de/~naab/griffin-project
2 Hubble imaging Probe of Extreme Environments and Clusters
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Observing simulated star cluster formation 3

studies of young SCs, and analyse the results using observationally
verified methods. In Section 2 we first briefly introduce the simula-
tion setup that has been extensively discussed in Lahén et al. (2019),
Lahén et al. (2020a) and Lahén et al. (2020b). In Section 3 we de-
scribe the post-processing and data reduction methods, including the
radiative transfer modelling, synthetic photometry and SC detection.
In Section 4we review the spectral energy distribution and extract the
star formation properties of the post-processed dwarf starburst. Sec-
tion 5 investigates the SC population and the brightest objects in the
sample, as well as the global cluster formation efficiency, extracted
using the HST-equivalent photometric detection pipeline. The pho-
tometric results are also compared with the underlying bound cluster
population. Concluding remarks are given in Section 6.

2 SIMULATIONS

The simulation analysed here follows an idealised major merger of
two gas-rich, low-metallicity dwarf galaxies. The initial conditions,
simulation setup and the numerical code have been described in detail
in Hu et al. (2014, 2016, 2017) and Lahén et al. (2020a,b). Here we
present a brief description of the main aspects of the numerical setup.
We use the sphgal implementation (Hu et al. 2014) of the widely

used gadget-3 code (Springel 2005). The smoothed particle hydro-
dynamics (SPH) implementation uses the pressure-energy formu-
lation and the Wendland C4 kernel over 100 neighbours. Artificial
viscosity and artificial conduction of thermal energy are included
as described in Aumer et al. (2013). Our particle mass resolution is
approximately 4M� per baryonic particle with a 0.1 pc gravitational
softening length.
We use a chemical network to follow the cooling of gas down

to a minimum temperature of 𝑇 = 10 K. The network models the
abundances of six chemical species (H2, H+, H, CO, C+, O) and free
electrons using the reaction rates of H2, H+ and CO as detailed in
Hu et al. (2016). Gas above a temperature of 𝑇 > 3 × 104 K cools
according to themetallicity dependent cooling rates ofWiersma et al.
(2009) for which we follow the mass of H, He, C, N, O, Ne, Mg, Si,
S, Ca, Fe and Zn that evolve according to stellar feedback.
Star formation is modelled using a Jeans mass dependent thresh-

old. Whenever the local Jeans mass of a gas particle in a converging
flow crosses eight times the SPH kernel mass (∼ 8 × 400 M�) we
allow star formation at a 2% efficiency per free-fall time. Addition-
ally, in regions where the Jeans mass is resolved with less than half
a kernel mass, we enforce instantaneous star formation of any gas
particle that exceeds this threshold. Hislop et al. (2022) has further
investigated the effect of varying the star formation efficiency on
the cluster formation process. SCs were found to form increasingly
less bound with increasingly higher star formation efficiency. Such
loosely bound clusters that were better able to capture the cluster dis-
ruption process observed in many galaxies do not, however, match
other observed properties of similar mass SCs, such as the half-mass
radius or the mean surface density.
The newly formed stellar particles that are used to track feedback

processes are sampled into individual stellar masses from the Kroupa
IMF (Kroupa 2001) in the mass range of 0.08 and 50M� . The stellar
masses are tabulated in the particle data when the mass drawn is
more than one solar mass, in order to trace individually the stellar
population that gives the major contribution to the interstellar radi-
ation field (ISRF) discussed below. The IMF sampling is continued
as long as the combined mass in the new stellar particle exceeds the
progenitor gas particle mass. In the case of stars more massive than
∼ 4M� we practically model them as individual stellar particles.

The individually tracked stars are then coupled to the surrounding
interstellar medium through various radiative and chemical feedback
processes. Firstly, all individually stored > 1 M� stars contribute
to the spatially and temporally evolving ISRF through photoelectric
heating. Far-ultraviolet (FUV) emission of a given star is integrated
from the BaSeL library (Westera et al. 2002) between 6 and 13.6 eV
and propagated to nearby gas particles, taking into account dust and
gas column density along the line-of-sight. The background radiation
field is set to be the cosmic UV background from Haardt & Madau
(2001). The youngmassive stars (> 8M�) also release photoionizing
radiation, producing HII regions modelled as Strömgren spheres
where overlapping regions are handled iteratively. As massive stars
reach the end of their lifetime (Georgy et al. 2013) we model their
Type II supernova explosions by injecting the canonical 1051 erg of
thermal energy and the mass and metallicity dependent supernova
yield (Chieffi & Limongi 2004) into the surrounding SPH kernel.
Finally, the stars also release asymptotic giant branch winds at a
gradual rate according to yields from Karakas (2010).
The initial condition for each dwarf galaxy with a virial mass

of 2 × 1010 M� includes a dark matter halo with a Hernquist den-
sity profile (Hernquist 1990) and ∼ 104 M� mass resolution, and a
baryonic disk that constitutes 0.3% of the virial mass, with a 66%
gas mass fraction. The gaseous and the stellar disks have masses of
4×107M� and 2×107M� and scale radii of 1.46 kpc and 0.73 kpc.
The parabolic merger setup consists of two identical dwarf galaxies
set at an inclined orbit described by initial and pericentric separation
of 5 kpc and 1.43 kpc, and inclination and argument of pericentre
angles of 𝑖 = (60◦, 60◦) and 𝜔 = (30◦, 60◦). The initial gas phase
metallicity of the simulation is set as 0.1 Z� and evolves to approxi-
mately twice of the initial value by the end of the time span analysed
here (𝑡sim = 270Myr).

3 POST-PROCESSING

3.1 Dusty radiative transfer with skirt 9

We post-process our simulation snapshots with the Monte Carlo ra-
diative transfer code skirt 9 (Camps & Baes 2020). We build the
source list based on all stellar particles formed during the simulation.
As we track the individual stellar masses down to 1M� (40–50% of
the total stellar mass) specifically for the purposes of the ISRF within
the simulation, we can assign each individual star that contributes
to the UV-visual parts of the spectrum with a black body spectrum.
The spectra are characterized by the initial mass and age dependent
temperature that we extract from the Geneva stellar tracks at cor-
responding metallicity (Georgy et al. 2013). We briefly compare in
Section 4.1 to the population spectra of simple stellar populations
(SSP) with respective properties from Bruzual & Charlot (2003)
which are characterized by the initial mass, metallicity and age of
the stellar particles. Atmospheric models with detailed absorption
and emission line properties would of course be the most accurate,
however based on the qualitative agreement between the SSP and the
black body results in our system, we settle with the simplified black
body emission. The black body spectra provide a good approxima-
tion of the individually resolved young stellar population dominated
by young massive stars.
The dusty interstellar medium is modelled as an octree grid that

is built based on the gas density in the simulation. The gas particles
are given to skirt as a list of positions, masses, metallicities, SPH-
smoothing lengths and temperatures. The dust-tree is allowed to
refine down to a scale of 1.5 parsecs, which is smaller than the

MNRAS 000, 1–21 (2022)



4 Lahén et al.

typical SPH-smoothing lengths of ∼ 2.5 pc in the cold gas. The
gas mass in each SPH-particle is converted into dust mass using
the metallicity and a constant dust-to-metals mass fraction of ∼ 0.83,
which roughly corresponds to the dust-to-gasmass ratio of 0.1% used
in the simple radiative transfer performed during the simulation. For
the dust composition and emission properties, we assume the Milky
Way dust distribution from Weingartner & Draine (2001) and Li &
Draine (2001) which includes a mixture of polycyclic hydrocarbon,
silicate and graphite dust grains. The radiative transfer in skirt 9
could additionally take into account the self-absorption of the dust
emission iteratively. We tested its effect on the most intense star
formation phases, where the resulting self-absorption was at a level
of a few percent, and leave it out of our analysis as our dust densities
are still relatively low.
skirt 9 includes also built-in tools to transport the output emission

to a cosmological distance. For themajority of the analysiswe assume
a redshift of zero and only position the merger at a relevant distance
of a few tens of megaparsecs. In Section 4.1 we briefly discuss the
merger in relation to the sensitivity of the JWST, where we use the the
Planck 2018 cosmology of Ω𝑚 = 0.315 and ℎ = 0.674 (Planck Col-
laboration et al. 2020) to move the starburst to redshift 𝑧 = 0.1, 0.5, 1
and 1.5. The output is a redshifted spectrum with cosmological sur-
face brightness dimming applied. Heating by the cosmic microwave
background could also be applied to these synthetic observations,
however at the redshifts considered here its contribution to the gas
temperature is negligible and we exclude it from our post-processing.

3.2 Synthetic images

The most relevant observational counterparts to our present study
span from UV to IR. We make use of the instrument throughputs
included in skirt 9 by producing images in the following filters: the
standard Johnson-Cousins UBVRI, the Spitzer Space Telescope in-
frared broad-band filters at 24 `m, 70 `mand 160 `m, and rest-frame
FUV and NUV filters of the Galaxy Evolution Explorer (GALEX).
The standard UBVRI filtered images also represent here the corre-
sponding HST observations as the images taken with the various
versions of the slightly different visual HST filters are often used in-
terchangeably with the UBVRI system (Whitmore et al. 1999, 2010;
Adamo et al. 2020). We also use the python package pyphot to
extract JWST NIRCam images in the redshifted UV/visual, keeping
in mind the wavelength and sensitivity range of the NIRCam filters3.
When discussing star formation tracers, we use the combined 24 `m,
70 `m and 160 `m fluxes to approximate for the total infrared (TIR)
luminosity following Dale & Helou (2002) as

𝐿TIR = 1.559a𝐿a (24 `m)+0.7686a𝐿a (70 `m)+1.347a𝐿a (160 `m).
(1)

The typical SC surveys are done with e.g. HST ACS/WFC and
WFC3 UVIS channels at a resolution of 0.04–0.05′′ and typical
point spread functions (PSF) of the order of 0.06–0.1 ′′ 4, and with
the upcoming JWST NIRCam at 0.031 – 0.063′′ and PSFs of 0.03–
0.16 ′′ 5. The spatial resolutions are therefore quite similar and we
simplify our analysis by using a default pixel scale of 0.031′′ that

3 https://jwst-docs.stsci.edu/near-infrared-camera/nircam-predicted-
performance/nircam-sensitivity
4 e.g. https://hst-docs.stsci.edu/wfc3ihb/chapter-6-uvis-imaging-with-
wfc3/6-6-uvis-optical-performance
5 https://jwst-docs.stsci.edu/jwst-near-infrared-camera/nircam-predicted-
performance/nircam-point-spread-functions

we can scale to lower resolution when applying a PSF. We position
the merger at two fiducial distances of 10 and 50 Mpc (see Section
3.4), which correspond to pixel scales of 1.5 and 7.5 pc. We produce
broadband images of the full spectral energy datacubes along the
merger through the various filters using the built-in instruments of
skirt. Observational effects such as noise and PSF are added when
relevant according to the instrument and explained in more detail in
the corresponding analysis section. Example color composite images
composed of the filtered skirt output are shown in Fig. 1 at the time
of the most intense starburst and 100 Myr after the starburst.
We also approximate the spatial H𝛼 flux by extracting the H𝛼

emission from recombination and collisional excitation of hydrogen
in HII regions. For this we follow Kim et al. (2013) and Peters et al.
(2017) and calculate the three dimensional emissivity on a grid using
the formulation for recombination from Dong & Draine (2011) as
given by

𝑑𝐿H𝛼,𝑅 = 4𝜋 × 2.82 × 10−26 𝑇−0.942−0.031 ln𝑇4
4 𝑛e𝑛H+𝑑𝑉 (2)

from volume element 𝑑𝑉 in units of erg s−1. Here 𝑇4 is the gas
temperature 𝑇 in units of 104 K, and 𝑛e and 𝑛H+ are the electron
and ionized hydrogen number densities. For collisional de-excitation
from 𝑛 = 3→ 2 we follow Kim et al. (2013) and use

𝑑𝐿H𝛼,𝐶 = 1.30 × 10−17 Γ13 (𝑇)√
𝑇
exp

(
−12.1eV
𝑘B𝑇

)
𝑛e𝑛H𝑑𝑉 (3)

where 𝑘B is the Boltzmann constant, 𝑛H is the number density of
neutral hydrogen and Γ13 is the effective collision strength from
𝑛 = 1→ 3 given by a polynomial expression

Γ13 (𝑇) = 0.35−2.62×10−7𝑇−8.15×10−11𝑇2+6.19×10−15𝑇3 (4)

between 4 × 103 K and 2.5 × 104 K and

Γ13 (𝑇) = 0.276+4.99×10−6𝑇−8.85×10−12𝑇2+7.18×10−18𝑇3 (5)

between 2.5×104 K and 5×105 K according to Aggarwal (1983).We
exclude the contribution from the diffuse interstellar gas by ignoring
gas below a number density of 10 cm−3 or above a temperature of
105.5 K.
The contributions from recombination and collisional de-

excitation are then projected onto a map with similar extension and
resolution as used in the broadband photometry to enable H𝛼 pho-
tometry. As the H𝛼 emission in observational studies is often cor-
rected for extinction, we take the unattenuated H𝛼 emission as our
SFR proxy and compare this to the other dust-affected and corrected
SFR tracers as explained in the next Section.

3.3 Star formation rate tracers

The processed spectra provide us with observational estimates of the
star formation rates in the merger, which can be compared to the
values obtained directly from the snapshots. We use the broadband
IR fluxes and TIR estimates in combination with the UV fluxes to
produce an attenuation corrected SFR estimate following Hao et al.
(2011). First, for the SFR estimates in the various bands we use the
general form

SFR(band) [𝑀� yr−1] = 𝐶1 × 𝐿 (band) (6)

where 𝐿 = a𝐿a from broad-band photometry is in units of erg s−1,
and the calibration constants are listed in Table 1. For the attenuation
corrected FUV and NUV based SFR estimates we use a form

𝐿 (UV)corr = 𝐿(UV)obs + 𝐶2𝐿(IR)obs (7)

MNRAS 000, 1–21 (2022)



Observing simulated star cluster formation 5

Figure 1. Color composite images in B (blue), V (green) and I (red) bands of the starburst (left, tsim = 169 Myr) and 100 Myr later (right) at a distance of 10
Mpc (top) and 50 Mpc (bottom). The images span 1.4 kpc in side, the original image resolutions are 1.5 (top) and 7.5 (bottom) pc per pixel, and each band has
been smoothed with a Gaussian PSF of FWHM=2.1 pixels that is a combination of theHST image resolution of 0.04′′ per pixel and a typical PSF of FWHM=1.6
pixels. The fluxes have a logarithmic stretch. For clarity, no noise has been added to these images. In the left panels, the gaseous and reddened shell wall (top
arrow) of the superbubble is produced by the clusters in the couple hundred pc wide cavity (bottom arrow). The obscured region hosts the most intense starburst
where the most massive SC in the entire simulation is in the process of building its stellar mass, hierarchically, through the formation and coalescence of tens
of smaller mass SCs. The most massive cluster is consequently visible in the right hand panels as the brightest cluster (arrow), surrounded by the very irregular
distribution of lower mass clusters. The images are best viewed on a computer screen.

with the constants listed again in Table 1. The 24 `m correction was
originally calibrated for the InfraRed Astronomical Satellite (IRAS)
25 `m filter that has been shown to be interchangeable with the
Spitzer 24 `m filter we use here (Kennicutt et al. 2009). As we do not
include the very old stellar population or the very lowmass stars (< 1
M�), we also do not need to correct the IR emission for emission
that is not specific to star formation.

3.4 Detection of star clusters and aperture photometry

We connect our simulated dwarf starburst to local star-forming and
starburst galaxies where SC formation has been widely studied, such
as the LEGUS dwarf sample (Cook et al. 2019) within 12Mpc, the
Antennae at 20Mpc or the merging galaxies in the HiPEEC survey
at ∼ 50Mpc. We take an approach where we position the simulated
system across its evolution to similar distances, namely 10 Mpc and
50 Mpc. The stars within SCs cannot be resolved at such distances
and the integrated emission extracted with aperture photometry at

MNRAS 000, 1–21 (2022)



6 Lahén et al.

Table 1. The calibration factors and flux corrections used when converting
from broadband and H𝛼 luminosity to SFR.

Band log𝐶1 Reference

FUV -43.35 Hao et al. (2011)
NUV -43.17 Hao et al. (2011)
TIR -43.41 Hao et al. (2011)
24 `m -42.69 Rieke et al. (2009)
H𝛼 -41.26 Calzetti et al. (2010), Hao et al. (2011)

Band 𝐶2 L(IR)

FUV 0.46 TIR
NUV 0.27 TIR
FUV 3.89 24 `m
NUV 2.26 24 `m

the location of the clusters is used instead to quantify the properties
of the clusters. Following the general ideas of cluster detection in
recent observational surveys we need to identify the SCs and extract
their aperture-averaged properties.
We start with the B, V and I band images, that are commonly anal-

ysed in photometric cluster catalogues, and smooth over the images
with a Gaussian PSF of FHWM= 2.1 pixels to emulate the spatial
resolution of HST at 0.04′′ per pixel combined with a typical PSF of
FWHM=1.6 pixels. We add a noise field of 32 nJy per pixel (∼ 27.6
ABmag, or ∼ 27 ABmag translated to HST resolution of 0.04 ′′per
pixel) with a 10% standard deviation. The noise is added to mimic
the typical sensitivity limit of 1 hour long exposures with HST6 that
are typical for SC surveys. The background estimation is performed
in patches of 15 pixels using the SourceExtractor methodology of
Background2D in the photutils tools in astropy. The cluster cat-
alogue is then built by identifying continuous structures in the image
with at least three pixels 5𝜎 above the artificial background using the
detection and deblending routines in photutils. We tested a few con-
trast parameter values between 0.01-0.0001 to allow easy separation
of brightness peaks in crowded regions but did not find the results to
be sensitive to the exact value when going beyond the standard value
of 0.001.
In the two fiducial resolution images of 1.5 and 7.5 pc per pixel,

we use aperture size of 3 pixels that correspond to 4.5 and 22.5 pc.
These are typical aperture sizes used in nearby SC studies such as
the LEGUS dwarf survey and studies of the Antennae (2–6 pixels,
from ∼ a few pc to 15 pc aperture radii, Whitmore et al. 2010;
Cook et al. 2019) and slightly more distant surveys such as the
HiPEEC and the GOALS (typically 3 pixels, > 10 pc, Linden et al.
2017; Adamo et al. 2020), respectively. The local sky background is
removed as the median flux within a one pixel wide annulus from 5
to 6 pixels centered at the aperture location. The aperture correction
that accounts for the missing light in the outer wings of each cluster
and the light in the wings removed by the sky annulus is estimated
using flux growth curves of isolated clusters. In practice the aperture
correction is only possible to perform in the 10 Mpc images, as
there are not enough suitable isolated clusters to get a statistically
meaningful estimate in the 50 Mpc images. The integrated fluxes
of all detected clusters in the 10 Mpc images are corrected by the
median of the ratio between the flux within 3 and 10 pixels, centered
at each isolated control cluster. The correction is typically only ∼ 0.1

6 https://hst-docs.stsci.edu/wfc3ihb/chapter-6-uvis-imaging-with-wfc3/6-8-
uvis-sensitivity

ABmag (∼ +10% in flux), reflecting the small size of the majority of
the clusters (see e.g. Fig. 9 of Lahén et al. 2020a and discussion in
Section 5.1). For the brightest isolated clusters the individual aperture
corrections would be as high as 0.5 ABmag (∼ +60%). However, we
adopt the averaged value in each image as the value of the correction
as it cannot be estimated individually for all of the clusters.
The dwarf system is fairly small compared to disk galaxies more

typically analysed in starburst studies. Crowding can be a problem in
the central region, especially during the starburst itself. To prevent
double counting from overlapping apertures, we exclude apertures
that overlap by more than the aperture radius and only include the
brightest aperture in each region where overlapping occurs. This is
similar to for example the HiPEEC study, where they exclude aper-
tures whose centres are closer than the aperture radius. This means
that in the better resolution image we will have a larger number of
apertures (i.e. cluster candidates) both due to resolution (less blend-
ing) and aperture size (lower chance of overlapping). Additionally,
we follow observational cluster catalogues and require each aperture
to be detected in B, V and I bands within two pixels. Finally, we go
through the resulting catalogue by hand and remove objects that do
not have a concentrated, cluster like flux distribution.
The integration and corrections for each aperture can then be per-

formed both over the filtered photometric images, but also over the
actual underlying particle data. Based on earlier work, we know the
full star formation properties and cluster populations in each snap-
shot, thus we can compare the photometrically extracted cluster pop-
ulation to the real population underneath. Briefly, we consider in the
bound cluster population those clusters that survive through friend-
of-friends and sufbind procedures (Springel et al. 2001; Dolag et al.
2009) with at least 50 bound star particles, i.e. roughly 200 M� .

4 PANCHROMATIC VIEW OF A DWARF GALAXY
STARBURST

4.1 Spectral energy distribution

In Fig. 2 we investigate the integrated spectral energy distribution
(SED) of the simulated merger that evolves according to the (at-
tenuated) emission of the resolved stellar population. The integrated
SEDs are produced by summing over the flux in all pixels in an image
at each wavelength, separately in each snapshot that are produced ev-
ery 5 Myr. We concentrate mostly on the spectrum at the time of the
most intense starburst. The top panel shows a comparison of the in-
tegrated galaxy SED at the time of the peak starburst using either the
SSP spectra or the black body spectra as input for the resolved stars.
We compare the assumption of a single initial temperature of each
stellar track to following the detailed temperature evolution of each
individual star when calculating the black body spectra. We show the
input spectra with dashed lines and the corresponding final SEDs as
solid lines. The results using SSP spectra (Bruzual & Charlot 2003)
as input are shown in red and the black body models that account for
stellar evolution (Georgy et al. 2013) in green and using fixed initial
temperature in blue. The top panel also shows the wavelength range
of the broad-band filters used in the photometric analysis.
Overall the resulting fluxes using evolving black bodies and SSPs

show quite similar shapes, within a factor of 2. The simplified black
body models, however, better capture the spatial distribution of hard
emission localised around the individually resolved young massive
stars, compared to assigning each stellar mass particle with a SSP
spectrum that only specifies population averaged emission. The black
body models result in slightly higher integrated flux at UV-visual
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wavelengths, that then through absorption and re-emission translates
into a higher flux of integrated dust emission. A similar qualitative
agreement between the SSP and black body models applies in other
phases of the merger as well, only at a lower level of emission as
discussed below.
The second panel shows the components that result in the inte-

grated galaxy SED (solid black line) at the time of the starburst,
using the evolving black body spectra of the resolved stars as input
(dashed black line). The components shown are the direct, dust atten-
uated stellar emission (dotted black), stellar emission that has been
scattered by dust (dot-dashed black), direct emission of dust that has
been heated by the stellar spectra (dashed red), and the dust emission
that has been scattered by dust (dotted red). At UV to visual wave-
lengths the spectrum is dominated by attenuated emission from the
stars, while at longer wavelengths the dust emission dominates. The
stellar and dust emission that are scattered by dust only give minor
contributions due to the relatively low gas densities. The spectral
features between 1 and 30 micron are characteristic of the different
dust species.
The third panel follows the integrated galaxy SED at various

epochs across the merger. At early times, closer to the first peri-
centric passage, gas in the system is quite uniformly distributed, and
the dust can remain cool as absorption is low. The peak wavelength
of the IR emission, often measured e.g. as the flux ratio between
short and long wavelength IR bands (see the Spitzer bands in the top
panel), is characterised by the dust temperature (see e.g. Schreiber
et al. 2018) and moves up and down following the intensity of star
formation (see Section 4.3). During the starburst (150–190 Myr), the
infrared contribution flares up as the majority of the stars and conse-
quently SCs (see Fig. 5 of Lahén et al. 2020a) form, partly obscured
by the clouds as shown in Fig. 1. This phase however only lasts a few
tens of Myrs. The shape of the SED returns again towards that of
the earlier phases after the starburst, when the dominating clustered
stellar light has emerged from the birth clouds. Dust temperature
also decreases after the starburst, however not as low as before the
starburst as the star formation rate of the post-merger system still
remains at an order of magnitude higher level.
The bottom panel of Fig. 2 shows the integrated starburst SED

(solid) which represents the epoch of maximum infrared emission
translated to various redshifts up to 𝑧 = 1.5. We also show the
SED of the merger when it reaches its peak UV emission (peak
of starburst plus 10 Myr, dashed, see next Section for discussion
of the UV emission), to capture the maximal emission in the short
wavelength JWST bands. The horizontal bars indicate the sensitivity
of the broad-band NIRCam filters where a 10 000 second exposure
is assumed, with the highest sensitivity corresponding to 29 ABmag.
Assuming a point-source origin for the SED in the bottom panel,

we would be able to catch the dwarf starburst roughly out to a redshift
of 𝑧 ∼ 1 and during theUV-peak, at a total rest-frameFUVmagnitude
of roughly −16, in a couple of bands at redshift 𝑧 = 1.5. The image
resolution at redshift 𝑧 ∼ 1 is more than 200 pc per pixel. The rest-
frame continuum FUV magnitude around the most massive cluster
is between −14 and −15 ABmag depending on the area (radii from
∼ 10 pc to 200 pc). Therefore, after applying a Gaussian band-
specific PSF (0.987–2.3 pixels), none of the individual pixels at
𝑧 = 1 exceed the 10 000 second exposure sensitivity. The brightest
pixels reach barely 30 ABmag in the JWST filters at 𝑧 = 1 and
28.8 ABmag at 𝑧 = 0.5. Detecting the stellar continuum of this
system even in a few JWST pixels at redshifts beyond 𝑧 ∼ 0.5 would
require a longer exposure such as themore than onemagnitude deeper
JADES survey (expected sensitivity down to 2.8 nJy) planned for the
JWST which will exhibit 20 hour exposures (Bunker et al. 2020;

Hainline et al. 2020). Such deep simulated observations have been
recently discussed for example in Gelli et al. (2021), however from a
dwarf galaxy point of view rather than SSC formation. Alternatively,
observations of gravitational lensing with JWST of such star-forming
knots will provide a unique tool to resolve such compact objects at
higher redshifts. Proto-GCs have been resolved beyond redshift 𝑧 ∼ 6
and rest-frame magnitudes beyond 30 ABmag already with HST and
the Multi Unit Spectroscopic Explorer instrument at the Very Large
Telescope (Vanzella et al. 2017, 2021) at a resolution of tens of
parsecs.
Here we have concentrated on the continuum emission of stars

and dust in a merging dwarf galaxy system. Nebular continuum
emission and spectral line emission, such as the H𝛼 and the [OIII]
5007 Ångrstöm lines, may however also contribute significantly in
such low mass star-forming galaxies (e.g. Lian et al. 2016; Indahl
et al. 2021). Both of these lines would be observed in the shortest
wavelength NIRCam bands at redshifts of 𝑧 ∼ 0.5–2. The increase
in flux would however need to be a factor of 2–3 at 𝑧 ∼ 0.5 and
6–7 at 𝑧 ∼ 1 even in the brightest pixels to make the starburst or its
UV-peak emission detectable in multiple JWST bands in a 10 000 sec
exposure. In Section 4.3 we show that the intrinsic H𝛼 contributes
only a small fraction to the integrated flux of the system. Combined,
all the nebular lines and the nebular continuum could add up to
a factor 5 more emission compared to the stellar emission (Byler
et al. 2017) in the optical and near infrared wavelengths that are not
dominated by dust emission and that are redshifted into the JWST
bands at 𝑧 ∼ 0.5–1. Inclusion of the nebular emission could therefore
increase the flux in the JWST bands and make the starburst region
detectable in the most sensitive bands at least to 𝑧 ∼ 0.5.

4.2 Comparison to observed dwarf starbursts

For the observational perspective, we compare in Fig. 3 our starburst
SED to archival photometry of two dwarf galaxies, NGC 1569 and II
Zw 40, obtained from the The NASA/IPAC Extragalactic Database7.
These dwarf galaxies have very similar gas and dust masses to our
system and, most importantly, are actively forming stars. The dust
properties of these galaxies have been discussed in Galliano et al.
(2003, 2005) and the star formation history of NGC 1569 in Angeretti
et al. (2005) and of II Zw 40 in Vanzi et al. (1996). II Zw 40 has been
undergoing a starburst for the past few Myr with a SFR of 1.2–1.4
M� yr−1 caused by a merger (Kepley et al. 2014; Leitherer et al.
2018), indicated by tidal tails seen in optical and IR. NGC 1569 has
had a few star formation episodes within the past ten Myr at a level
of 0.01–0.1 M� yr−1. II Zw 40 has a metallicity of ∼ 1/6–1/5 Z� ,
best-fit dust-to-metals and gas-to-dust ratios of 530–1460 and 1/5–
1/2, approximately 5 to 10 times more HI than our system and very
little molecular hydrogen (Meier et al. 2001; Kepley et al. 2016).
NGC 1569, at slightly higher metallicity of ∼ 1/4 Z� , has best-fit
dust-to-metals and gas-to-dust ratios of 740–1600 and 1/6–1/3 and
a very similar HI mass to ours. Both of these systems include SCs
in the SSC mass range (> 105 M� , Anders et al. 2004; Grocholski
et al. 2008; Leitherer et al. 2018) that have ages that coincide with
the bursts of recent star formation. We have translated the fluxes of
NGC 1569 from the distance of 2.2 Mpc (Israel 1988) and of II Zw
40 from 10.5 Mpc (Tully & Fisher 1988) to our fiducial 10 Mpc for
Fig. 3.
The SED of our merger, that has peak SFR values at a few

∼ 0.1M�yr−1, gas-to-dust ratio of 1/0.001 = 1000, and somewhat

7 https://ned.ipac.caltech.edu/
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Figure 2. The spectral energy distribution of the merging galaxies. The top panel compares three types of input spectra at the time of the starburst: the stellar
population spectra of Bruzual & Charlot (2003, BC03, red), the black body spectra assuming the zero-age properties for all stars (𝑇eff,0, blue) and the black
body spectra following stellar evolution tracks from Georgy et al. (2013, green) which is the fiducial input model in the rest of the panels. The broadband filters
used in the analysis are also indicated. The second panel shows an example of the components that result in the full output SED at the time of the peak starburst.
The third panel shows the evolution of the composite spectrum from the first passage (∼ 50Myr), through the starburst (∼ 150 − 190 Myr) and up to 100 Myr
past the starburst in steps of 5 Myr. The bottom panel shows the SEDs of the starburst (solid) and the system when the peak in UV-flux is reached (dashed),
transferred to redshifts of 𝑧 = 0.1 (yellow), 0.5 (red), 1.0 (blue) and 1.5 (black) in comparison with the expected JWST NIRCam filter sensitivities for point
sources in 10 000 sec exposures (horizontal lime green bars). See text for more details.
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Figure 3. The starburst SED compared with broadband photometric observa-
tions of dwarf galaxies NGC 1569 and II Zw 40 that have recently undergone
a starburst. The photometric observations show some scatter especially at
shorter wavelengths, and our simulated starburst settles among the observed
results.

lower metallicity, falls right among the observed photometric results
of these two observed systems. The shape of the dust emission in
both galaxies coincides with our resulting SED. II Zw 40, which
has a higher gas mass and star formation rate, shows higher rates of
IR emission at long IR-wavelengths. The scatter of the datapoints
recovered from the archive is however considerable, especially at
shorter wavelengths where corrections for MilkyWay dust can intro-
duce a lot of uncertainty. Note also that we do not include spectral
lines in our SED modelling. Strong continuum and H𝛼 or [OIII] line
emission, for instance, would result in increased flux at sub-micron
broad-bands. Overall the simulated results agree well with the pho-
tometric properties of observed low-metallicity dwarf starbursts.

4.3 Inferred star formation rate

In Fig. 4 we show the integrated luminosities (top panel) in various
bands and the corresponding star formation rate estimates (middle
and bottom panels) during the merger. For comparison we also show
the SFR extracted directly from the snapshots using either very young
stars with ages less than 1 Myr or averaging over a bit longer time
span using stars younger than 10 Myr. The luminosities have been
translated from the total flux in each photometric/H𝛼 map using the
calibrations given in Table 1. Most of the tracers are sensitive to
changes in the SFR over the past couple tens of Myr, while only
the H𝛼 emission is able to respond to changes at a time scale of a
few Myrs (Kennicutt & Evans 2012) as it is sensitive to only the
highest mass stars. We therefore show the time evolution sampled
every 5 Myr in the broad-band tracers which naturally smooth out
variations on short timescales, and show the more time-sensitive H𝛼
tracer averaged over past 3 Myr. The average of 3 Myr reflects the
mean age of stars that contribute to the ionizing radiation (Leitherer
et al. 1999; Kennicutt & Evans 2012).
Themiddle panel shows the single-band, dust-affected (except H𝛼)

SFR estimates while the bottom panel shows the added value of the
dust-corrected UV estimates. The UV and IR tracers both underesti-
mate the total SFR at different epochs during the merger depending
on how well dust is able to obscure the emitted UV. The total dust
mass in this low metallicity system evolves by up to a factor of two of
the initial 8×104M� . Star formation occurs at lower densities during
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Figure 4. Top: the integrated luminosity during the merger in various dust
affected broad bands and from direct H𝛼 emission. The integrated broad
band emission in FUV (thick black), NUV (purple), TIR (orange) and 24
`m (white) are shown every 5 Myr and the H𝛼 is averaged over the past 1
Myr (gray) and 3 Myr (thin black). Middle: the luminosities translated into
single-band star formation rates according to the calibrations given in Table
1, compared with the star formation rate directly from the stellar data (past
1 Myr average in solid red; past 10 Myr average in dashed red). The H𝛼 is
only shown as a 3 Myr average that best reflects the mean age of the ionizing
stellar population. Bottom: star formation rates from the IR corrected UV
luminosities. The numbers at the top through 1 to 5 denote approximately the
following phases during the merger: the first passage (1), the first apocentre
(2), the second passage and gas disk coalescence (3), the onset of the starburst
(4), and the blowout of the central star-forming region (5, see Fig. 2 of Lahén
et al. 2020a for visual reference).
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Figure 5. The time evolution of the ratio between the various photometric SFR tracers and the directly integrated SFR, as a function of the SFR surface density
(ΣSFR). The particle based SFR is the SFR(𝜏 = 1 Myr) line from Fig. 4 smoothed to minimize the Myr-to-Myr variations, and the values of ΣSFR have been
calculated in a 100 pc per pixel map for stars younger than 10 Myr. The solid line shows a one-to-one correspondence between the tracer and the underlying
smoothed SFR and the dashed lines show the range of a factor of two. The TIR and 24 `m tracers consistently underestimate the SFR, especially at low ΣSFR,
with approximately a power-law relation between the relative offset and ΣSFR, while the UV tracers underestimate the SFR at high ΣSFR which corresponds to
the majority of the starburst. The best agreement with the direct SFR is reached with the 24 `m corrected UV tracers which for the majority of the merger give
values within a factor of two of the underlying result.

the more quiescent star formation periods. The IR-based SFRs are
for the most parts too low in the quiescent pre-merger stages, as the
UV light is able to escape the fairly low density star-forming regions.
The most intense star formation periods, such as the onset of the
first and second passages as well as the starburst, on the other hand,
showmore concentrated gas densities to allow the dust to obscure the
star formation effectively. Consequently, when star formation ramps
up during the first passage and the second encounter/starburst, the
UV emission increases but remains embedded until the SFR already
starts to decrease after the central blowout. The intrinsic UV flux
is up to five times higher than the attenuated UV flux during the
starburst. The temporal evolution of the UV emission translates into
a ∼ 10 Myr delay in the UV tracer that is compensated by the rapid
response in the IR tracers. The UV emission from massive stars that
live for a few tens of Myr also shows as an excess of a factor of 2-3
in the SFR during the first couple tens of Myr after both the first
encounter and the starburst, which we discuss below in more detail.
The dust-corrected estimates trace the underlying SFR by balancing
one tracer with another, and only fail when the slowly fading UV
emission remains at an elevated level after the starburst periods.
We investigate the offset of the SFR estimates in Fig. 5, where

we show the ratio of estimated to direct SFR as a function of star
formation surface density along the merger. We adopt as the under-
lying SFR the 1 Myr curve from Fig. 4 that has been smoothed to
minimize the Myr-to-Myr variations but still to follow the SF evo-
lution without the delay introduced e.g. by integrating over the past
10 Myr. The underestimated SFR from the UV emission during the
majority of the starburst is quantified in the two top right panels
while the underestimated SFRs through the IR tracers are clearly

seen to follow a power-law correlation between the offset of the SFR
and the SF activity, especially at the low SF activity end of the two
top right hand panels. The TIR corrected UV-tracers do not capture
the starburst phase either. The shorter wavelength IR corrected UV
tracers that recover the direct SFRs to within a factor of two are seen
to work best in this setup. We note here that the majority of such
SFR tracers have been calibrated at higher, e.g. solar, metallicity,
which for IR may especially at low SFRs cause uncertainties in the
estimates. With this in mind, the agreement from the FUV + 24 `m
tracer and the underlying true SFR is remarkable.
Finally, the H𝛼 tracer in Fig. 4 follows the infrared ones in un-

derestimating the total SFR in more quiescent times as it is as well
tied to the distribution of gas. We leave out trying to combine the
H𝛼 emission with other tracers as we do not include attenuation in
its modeling and would therefore over-estimate the correction. It has
however been noted in observations of lowmass galaxies that the UV
bands work better than H𝛼 in estimating the SFR when the total star
formation activity is low (. 0.01 M�yr−1, Lee et al. 2009; Weisz
et al. 2012), in both original and dust-corrected measurements. The
source of the discrepancy is not known, and suggested causes include
the calibration not being optimal at lower than solar metallicity, the
bursty nature of low mass systems, and incomplete IMF sampling
at low SF activity. Our numerical implementation does not allow
us to assess this effect in sufficient detail, however see e.g. Peters
et al. (2017) for a numerical investigation where they found that for
example rapid oscillations in the H𝛼 flux are caused by the births
and deaths of the most massive (> 30 M�) stars, which can lead to
underestimation of the SFR by an order of magnitude. Accounting
for scattering of H𝛼 photons might be able to boost the flux by up
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to tens of percents (Tacchella et al. 2022) in systems down to Large
Magellanic Cloud (LMC) scale, however our low mass system might
have too low gas densities to allow for significant scattering. Averag-
ing over a longer timespan (>3 Myr) to mimic a larger system with
less stochastic variation would result in H𝛼 traced SFR evolution
more alike that produced by the infrared tracers, which would essen-
tially still underestimate the underlying SFR for the majority of the
simulation time.
Hotter dust emits at shorter wavelengths and is therefore also lo-

cated closest to the intense star-forming regions. It is thus not surpris-
ing that the 24 `m emission (along with the H𝛼) performs better than
the composite TIR emission in compensating for rapid variations in
SFR evolution, as long as the system is not completely dust-free.
When we integrate over the star formation history recovered from
the different tracers, the total formed stellar masses compared to the
integrated SFR(𝜏 = 1 Myr) are 94%, 66%, 85%, 51%, 103%, 93%,
109%, 154% and 162% in H𝛼, FUV, NUV, TIR, 24 `m, FUV+TIR,
NUV+TIR, FUV+24 `m and NUV+24 `m. The close to 100% val-
ues for H𝛼 and 24 `m are caused by their ability to catch the star-
burst, while the FUV+TIR and NUV+TIR values are a combination
of underestimated peak SFR and overestimated post-burst SFR that
integrated recovers the correct stellar mass. The total stellar mass
recovered by the 24 `m corrected UV calibration on the other hand
overestimates the direct value, but best follows the star formation
profile in both quiescent and bursty times as seen in Fig. 5.

4.4 Star formation rate surface density

In Fig. 6 we show the spatial distribution of FUV, 24 `m and H𝛼
emission that best trace the evolution of the underlying SFR, aswell as
the star formation rate surface density (ΣSFR) recovered from the dust
corrected FUV emission. As the mapping from luminosity to SFR is
linear (as shown in Table 1), the distribution of emission in each band
then directly shows where that tracer would identify star formation.
For H𝛼, we show in Fig. 6 the emission that originates predominantly
from the dense, 𝑇 ∼ 104 K gas in HII regions. We also show an H𝛼
map that includes the emission from hot diffuse gas (𝜌 < 10 cm−3

or 𝑇 > 105.5 K), which appears mostly as extended low luminosity
bubbles around the star formation regions. For comparison, we show
the direct ΣSFR map extracted both from very young stars (< 1Myr)
and stars younger than 10 Myr that indicate the extent of recent star
formation. All the maps have the fiducial 1.5 pc resolution that has
been smoothed to theHST resolution with a PSF of FWHM=2.1 pix.
Note however that this is at least twoorders ofmagnitude better spatial
resolution than the Spitzer MIPS and the GALEX instruments would
provide at these distances, thus consider for example the IR images
here as more alike to what we could expect from the JWST MIRI8
instrument. For simplicity we therefore use the UV and IR filters
as proxies to similar future instruments with improved resolution,
and assume that all the light is captured in each pixel regardless of
resolution and filter.
As per their nature, the gas/dust tracers (H𝛼 and 24 `m) can only

capture obscured or nearby star formation while the UV emission is
smeared to larger areas due to scattered emission andmigration of the
already evolved stars that dominate the spectrum. Regions dominated
by young stars and SCs that have blown out their natal gas clouds,
such as the cavity blown out by the first massive clusters (see Fig.
1), cannot be enhanced in the IR maps as there is no gas to emit the

8 https://jwst-docs.stsci.edu/mid-infrared-instrument/miri-
instrumentation/miri-filters-and-dispersers

radiation in such regions. As a result, the 𝐿FUV map more resembles
the ΣSFR,𝜏=10Myr map, while the spatial maps of 𝐿24 `m and 𝐿H𝛼
look very similar to the ΣSFR,𝜏=1Myr map. The dust corrected FUV
map however nicely traces a superposition of the ΣSFR,𝜏=1Myr and
ΣSFR,𝜏=10Myr maps. The map shows a variety of main locations of
recent star formation, both embedded such as the north-eastern side
of the super bubble wall (reminiscent of triggered star formation in
observed dwarf galaxies such as Holmberg II, Egorov et al. 2017)
and exposed such as SCs in the super bubble.
We also show a HST color composite image of NGC 1569 dis-

cussed in Section 4.1, that includes H𝛼 emission in the narrow-band
F658N filter (not corrected for [NII] emission), and the F606W band
that is approximately equivalent to the V-band (see Fig. 1). The NGC
1569 image has been matched to the same spatial scale as our im-
ages. Comparison of the extent and structure of the H𝛼 emission
and the visual emission in NGC 1569 to our emission maps and Fig.
1 reveals how astoundingly similar the observed and the simulated
systems appear.

5 OBSERVED STAR CLUSTER POPULATION

5.1 V-band selected cluster candidates

In this section we concentrate on comparing the cluster detection
performed at the two resolutions, equal to 10 Mpc and 50 Mpc
distances, and at two distinct epochs, i.e. during and significantly
after the starburst. Examples of the cluster candidates detected near
themostmassive clusters at the time of the starburst and 100Myr later
are shown at the two fiducial distances of 10 and 50Mpc in Fig. 7. The
crowding of SCs is obvious around the central star-forming regions
during the starburst, but also after the starburst a long time after
the clusters have already lost their birth neighborhood. In the good
resolution image, dozens of smallermass clusters populate the central
region, whereas in the poor resolution images only the relatively
bright clusters can be detected as extended and bright enough in
multiple bands as required by the pipeline. It is also evident in these
example images how each aperture of the poor resolution image
actually contains many small clusters in addition to the brightest,
dominating one (see the white circle for a comparison of the aperture
sizes at the two resolutions). For a corresponding observed HST
image, see Fig. 8 of Randriamanakoto et al. (2013) where a star-
forming region with numerous bright clusters in the Antennae has
been translated to a four times lower resolution, blending the clusters
together. The effect of crowding is often a challenge for observational
cluster catalogues, where apertures that clearly contain many bright
peaks are sometimes classified in a different category compared to
single clear-cut (circular) SCs when performing for example cluster
mass function fits (see e.g. classification in Adamo et al. 2017).
We investigate the shape and crowding of the clusters in Fig.

8, where we show the concentration index (CI) and the number
of subfind-identified (i.e. bound) clusters in each aperture. CI is
calculated as the difference between the magnitude within a radius of
one and a radius of three pixels from the centre of the aperture. Based
on our subfind analysis of the cluster population in these snapshots
we have also separated the apertures into those that contain one or
more truly bound clusters and none. Apertures which do not include
truly bound clusters have in Fig. 8 wide range of CI values but low
luminosity. These are essentially loosely or unbound concentrations
of stars, i.e. open clusters and associations, or even single bright
stars, as detections of pure noise have been excluded by the multi-
band detection criterion. To indicate pure stellar-like CI values, we
separate apertures that contain less than 10 stars.
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Figure 6. The spatial distribution of FUV, 24 `m and the star formation rate surface density map estimated from the dust corrected FUV at the time of the
most intense starburst (tsim = 169 Myr). The diffuse UV light located further from regions of young stars is mostly scattered light. The SFR tracer maps are
compared to the corresponding direct ΣSFR maps extracted from very young stars (< 1Myr) and less than 10 Myr old stars. The bottom row shows the H𝛼
luminosity map, both excluding (left) and including (middle) the emission from diffuse interstellar gas (𝜌 < 10 cm−3 or 𝑇 > 105.5 K). The image resolution in
the maps is the same as in the top row of Fig. 1 and no noise has been added for clarity. The bottom right image shows a HST color composite image of NGC
1569, a star-forming dwarf galaxy with similar SFR and gas mass as our merger system, scaled to the same spatial scale. Image credit: NASA, ESA, The Hubble
Heritage Team (STScI/AURA), and A. Aloisi (STScI/ESA).
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Figure 7. V-band images at the time of the starburst (top row) and 100 Myr later (bottom row). The two left and two right columns show the merger placed at 10
Mpc and 50 Mpc distance, respectively. The 3′′ zoom-ins in the second and final columns show the final apertures used in the photometry with radii of 3 pixels
(0.093′′ ∼ 4.5 pc at 10 Mpc and ∼ 22.5 pc at 50 Mpc). The images include a HST-like noise and PSF, with the color scale adjusted to the noise level of 32 nJy
at low brightness end and saturated at higher brightness to bring out also dimmer structures. The images have been centred on the most intense star-forming
region (top) and the most massive aperture (bottom). The white aperture in the second panel indicates the 22.5 pc aperture size used in the 50 Mpc images
and highlights the crowding in the central star-forming region (top) and the central region of the merger remnant (bottom) that leads to blending in the poor
resolution images.

After masking out known foreground and background objects, CI
is typically used to exclude foreground stars and bright stars in the ob-
served field (small CI) and background galaxies (large CI) that might
be confused for clusters when constructing the initial catalogue of
clusters in observed galaxies. Background galaxies, especially el-
lipticals that may morphologically resemble SCs, can additionally
be excluded with cuts in colour. Our simulated observations do not
suffer from foreground or background contaminants, but very bright
single stars in the field are present in our images. Stars in the HST
cluster catalogues have often CI< 1.3− 1.4 with some overlap in the
values for SCs and even GCs (Whitmore et al. 2010). The histogram
in the bottom panel of Fig. 8 shows how the overall distribution of
CI values peaks at 1–1.25 while stellar-like CI values concentrate at
CI ∼ 1. The apertures without bound clusters have slightly broader
distribution towards higher CI values. Apertures that contain less
than 10 stars and have total luminosities of up to 2 × 104 L� , how-
ever, constitute only a few % of the detected cluster candidates in
the advanced stages of the merger, with the fraction increasing to-
wards earlier phases. During and before the time of the first passage,
apertures with a few single stars reach a couple tens of % of the
apertures, as only a very few bound clusters are forming (see Lahén
et al. 2020a) and single stars can easily outshine the field.

The apertures that include truly bound clusters in Fig. 8 however
encompass a broad range of CI values and luminosities as well, also
within the star-like CI distribution. Our previous analysis of the SC
population in the merger (Lahén et al. 2020a) and its progenitor
dwarf galaxies (Hislop et al. 2022) have indicated that the SCs have
effective radii smaller than the presently used PSFs, which reflects in

the more stellar-like values of CI in Fig. 8. A cut at CI = 1.1 would
discard almost 40% of the apertures, including a lot of those that do
indeed include real bound clusters. We therefore resort to excluding
the stellar-like apertures based on the number of stars rather than
using a cut in CI. The cluster candidates in the low resolution (50
Mpc) image populate higher luminosities as the majority of the low
luminosity objects are drowned by noise. None of the apertures in
the poor resolution image are single star contaminants. At a distance
of 50 Mpc, even massive SCs appear point-like, and the CI indicator
becomes less reliable (Adamo et al. 2020).

The right panel of Fig. 8 shows how the brighter regions also suffer
from worse crowding. As discussed in our earlier studies, the forma-
tion of the most massive clusters is hierarchical. In regions that host
young SCs, each massive (proto)cluster is surrounded by numerous
smaller mass clusters. In bright apertures, the light is therefore actu-
ally composite from multiple individual bound clusters even though
the brightest cluster may in principle dominate the luminosity. The
effect here is stronger in the poor resolution images, where one of
the brightest apertures includes more than 50 individually bound ob-
jects. The inset in the right panel of Fig. 8 shows the binned CMF
of 53 individual bound clusters in the most intense star formation
region in the merger, which corresponds to the obscured region in-
dicated in the left hand panel of Fig. 1. Results of similar nature
have been discussed in Whitmore et al. (2010) where the authors
looked at the number of clusters in regions of varying star formation
activity. Regions with the most intense star formation in the Anten-
nae merger harbour the brightest individual clusters but also host the
largest number of detected SCs. We can fit power-law mass functions
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Figure 8. Top left: the concentration index as a function of V-band aperture luminosity and magnitude. The black and red datapoints show all detected apertures
when the merger is placed at a distance of 10 Mpc and 50 Mpc, respectively. The blue crosses indicate apertures in the 10 Mpc image that do not enclose any
bound clusters (> 200 M�) based on the subfind analysis. Note how many of the apertures that enclose actual bound clusters exhibit quite low values of CI
due to the compact size of the stellar distribution of the underlying clusters as discussed in Lahén et al. (2020a). Apertures with less than 10 stars (yellow stars)
indicate values for bright stars detected by the pipeline. These apertures have CI values between ∼ 0.9–1.2 while in HST surveys, stars are typically detected
with CI of less than 1.3–1.4. Bottom left: the histogram of the CI values for all detected apertures (black), apertures that do not enclose any bound clusters (blue)
and apertures with only a few stars (yellow) shown in the top left. Top right: The integrated V-band magnitude within each aperture that includes at least one
truly bound cluster based on the subfind analysis, as a function of the number of bound clusters whose centres of mass fall within each aperture. To highlight
the hierarchical nature of the cluster formation process, we show the CMF and the best-fit power-law slope of the 53 bound clusters within the rightmost aperture
in the bottom right panel. This corresponds to the most intense star formation region in the system seen in Figures 1, 6 and 7. Solar V-band magnitude of 4.84
was assumed.

with slopes between ∼ −1.6 and −1.9 to the bound clusters (> 103
M�) contained within the four of our brightest poor-resolution aper-
tures, of which an example is in the bottom right panel of Fig. 8. The
slopes are of similar order as the most intense star formation regions
in the Antennae that have slopes as shallow as −1.6, and demonstrate
how the cluster formation process in the high mass end of the CMF
is hierarchical. The masses of the SSCs interpreted through pho-
tometry of starbursting environments, especially at large distances,
should therefore be viewed as upper limits when inferring to them as
possible proto-GCs. Distant young SSCs observed in surveys such
as Kimbro et al. (2021) with traditional aperture photometry using
aperture radii of tens or hundreds of parsecs (� half-light radii)
contain very unlikely only single clusters. JWST and strong lensing
studies with e.g. HST and VLT/MUSE provide great tools to access
better resolved studies of more distant star-forming structures

In Lahén et al. (2019) we verified that themass of themost massive
SC depends on the star formation environment as expect from obser-
vations (see e.g. Larsen 2002; Bastian 2008;Adamo et al. 2015; John-
son et al. 2017), theory (Reina-Campos&Kruĳssen 2017; Elmegreen
2018) and cosmological simulations (Li et al. 2017; Pfeffer et al. 2019
where the latter implements the analytical model of Reina-Campos
& Kruĳssen 2017). Unlike cosmological simulations that often re-
sort to sub-resolution models to follow the SC populations, here we
self-consistently recover the maximum cluster mass by following the
resolved collapse and accretion of gas and stars into bound structures.
Highest mass clusters form in our simulation in environments that
experience largest values of SFR and ΣSFR. In Fig. 9 we show the V-
band magnitude of the brightest aperture with luminosity-weighted
age less than 10 Myr in each snapshot along the entire merger se-
quence (in 5 Myr steps). The low SFR snapshots are missing from
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Figure 9. The brightest V-band magnitude of the photometrically detected
clusters as a function of star formation rate. Each point shows the brightest
young cluster (< 10 Myr) of a single snapshot (with 5 Myr interval) using
the resolution at 10 Mpc (black circles) and 50 Mpc (red triangles). Only
apertures that include at least 10 stars are considered. The snapshots with
lowest SFRs that correspond to early stages in the merger do not have any
detections at 50 Mpc distance. The SFR is estimated from all stars younger
than 10 Myr in each snapshot, and the value is the same for both resolutions.
Observed data shown with gray crosses, that includes a variety of galaxies
such as nearby dwarfs, luminous blue compact galaxies and major mergers,
are from Table B1 of Adamo et al. (2015).

the 50 Mpc data as at that distance, the detection pipeline does not
recover any clusters in the early stages of the merger. The reference
data collected in Adamo et al. (2015) is shown on the background.
The aperture magnitudes agree well with observed values that also
include dwarf galaxies and luminous blue compact galaxies. Inter-
estingly, integrating within a larger aperture of our 50Mpc resolution
images gives still values in reasonable agreement with the observed
data. Based on Fig. 8 we know the brightest apertures in the 50 Mpc
images can actually contain tens of bound clusters.

5.2 Cluster mass and luminosity function

Instead of adding up uncertainties through attempting to fit the cluster
mass in each aperture with, for example, SSP models, we extract the
stellarmass in the apertures directly from the stellar densities given by
the particle data in the simulation snapshots.We construct the surface
densitymaps by projecting the stellar particlemasses onto amapwith
equivalent resolution as the corresponding photometric image, and
integratewithin the same photometrically selected aperture radii. The
aperture integrated cluster masses are corrected for the background,
the sky annulus estimate and the median aperture correction in a
similar way as in the photometry but using the stellar density map
instead. The SCs in our simulated system are still somewhat lower
mass objects compared to the SSCs in excess of 106 − 107 M� in
some of the most extreme starbursting galaxies (Whitmore et al.
2010; Adamo et al. 2020; Kimbro et al. 2021). As discussed in the
previous paragraphs, our clusters tend to also be fairly compact in
size compared to the image resolution. The largest half-mass radii
during the starburst reach 4.5 pc and even 100Myr later do not exceed

10 pc. The median aperture correction for mass in the 10Mpc images
are therefore typically 20%. As with the photometry, we only correct
the 10 Mpc images due to lack of reasonably isolated bright enough
clusters in the 50 Mpc images.
We then use the aperture integrated luminosities and stellar masses

to fit luminosity and mass functions of the form 𝑑𝑁/𝑑𝐿 ∝ 𝐿𝛼𝐿

and 𝑑𝑁/𝑑𝑀 ∝ 𝑀𝛼𝑀 with power-law indices 𝛼𝐿 and 𝛼𝑀 . These
fits represent the photometrically selected cluster mass and cluster
luminosity functions (CMF, CLF). Additionally, we investigate the
distribution of truly bound clusters that fall within each aperture,
in order to compare the loss of information in the CMF through
crowding (many clusters in single aperture) versus brightness (low
brightness clusters indistinguishable from noise).
We show the various fits and the underlying binned data in Fig. 10.

The left and middle panels show the luminosity and mass functions
based on the final set of V-band selected apertures at the time of the
starburst (top) and 100 Myr later (bottom). We only show apertures
that include at least ten stars (see Fig. 8). The right hand panel
shows the CMF of the individual, truly bound subfind selected
clusters captured within the apertures as discussed in relation to Fig
8. The power-law fits have been done to bins as follows. The bound
cluster data (gray data points) and the data from the 10 Mpc images
(black data points) has been binned into 15 bins of equal number of
clusters/apertures per bin. The CMF fit of the bound clusters is done
to > 103 M� bins. The slope of the 10 Mpc data is always fit to the
10 highest mass/luminosity bins. By inspecting the binned data from
the starburst onward, we verified that the simple power-law shape is
mostly retained by these bins, as one can examine in the black lines
of Fig. 10. In the 50 Mpc images we only recover the 20–30 brightest
clusters. Here we divide the data into four bins and fit the power-law
to the three highest mass/luminosity bins. Due to the low number of
clusters, the power-law fits are somewhat uncertain and one should
therefore mostly concentrate on the actual data points with respect to
the 50 Mpc results. The power-law index of each single power-law fit
and the number fraction of bound clusters captured in the apertures
are indicated in the legend of the right hand panels. The fits shown in
the two left columns of Fig. 10 include also the apertures where we
know that no actual bound clusters reside. If we leave these typically
low luminosity cluster candidates out, the best fit power-law indices
change very little, only by ∼ 0.02 or less.
The first immediate result of Fig. 10 is that the power-law indices of

the fits based on the photometric analysis obtained at the time of the
starburst (top row) deviate from the underlying bound CMF at both
image resolutions. This is for the most parts due to crowding, as can
be seen by comparing to the corresponding data in the top right panel.
The bound cluster distribution that is captured within the apertures
(black and red data on the right) shows nearly the same power-law
as the corresponding cluster data (gray), with a 0.1 shallower slope
and a slightly lower overall normalization due to incompleteness
especially at lower masses. When performing aperture photometry,
light from the increasingly numerous low-mass clusters that surround
the bright clusters is simply blended together, as was indicated by
the right hand panel of Fig. 8. This leads to transfer of mass (light)
from the low-mass (low-luminosity) end of the CMF (CLF) to the
high-mass (high-luminosity) end in the left and middle panels of Fig.
10. The very uncertain slopes of the photometric 50 Mpc data (left
and middle panels) are considerably shallower than the underlying
data. A similar study with a bigger sample and observed clusters
were studied by Randriamanakoto et al. (2013) who investigated the
effect of worsened resolution by transforming HST observations of
the Antennae galaxies to a four times greater distance. They found
that typically the subsequent blending should not affect the LF power-
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Figure 10. The final cluster V-band luminosity (left) and mass (middle) functions obtained through aperture photometry. Apertures with less than ten stars have
been excluded. We show the binned data at the two epochs (starburst and 100 Myr later, top and bottom rows respectively) and two image resolutions (equivalent
to 10 Mpc and 50 Mpc distance, black and red data points). The best fit power-law slopes (equivalent to 𝛼𝐿 and 𝛼𝑀 ) are shown with same colors as the
datapoints (see text for details). The rightmost panel shows the underlying CMFs based on all subfind selected truly bound clusters (each bound cluster with
mass Mbound) that have their centre of mass within any photometrically selected aperture. The fraction of captured bound clusters by number is indicated in the
legend. The full, bound CMF at both epochs is shown as the gray squares and the best fit line on the background of the middle and right hand panels. The data
has been divided in order of decreasing luminosity/mass into bins that include equal number of apertures/clusters, with 15 (bound clusters and 10 Mpc data) or
4 (50 Mpc data) bins. The horizontal errorbars show the bin widths, which also indicate the maximum and minimum values of the aperture data and the bound
cluster masses along each x-axis, and the vertical errorbars show the Poisson error. The thin dashed line indicates a -2 power-law slope.
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Figure 11. The evolution of the best-fit power-law indices of the photomet-
rically selected final cluster population (solid line with markers) in the 10
Mpc (1.5 pc per pixel) images and in the underlying bound SC population
(dashed line). The colour-coding of the markers indicate SFR to show how the
shallowest CMF slopes coincide with the starburst. The fits have been done
to binned data as in Fig. 10 and the shaded regions show the standard error
of the power-law index. The recovered slopes are shown from 𝑡 = 160Myr
onward, when the simulation samples the CMF beyond 105 M� .

law by more than 0.05–0.1. Low number statistics does not allow us
to attempt similar conclusions, however the power-law mass/light
functions are not completely erased even when the recovered sample
only covers the most massive/bright clusters.

We take a closer look at the snapshot-to-snapshot variation of the
power-law indices in the 10 Mpc images across and past the starburst
in Fig. 11. Here we compare the photometrically recovered best-fit
CMF power-law indices to the CMF slope of the bound cluster pop-
ulation in 5 Myr steps. The slopes are shown for times when the
CMF is filled upwards of 105 M� , i.e. from 𝑡 = 160 onward. During
the starburst, the recovered slope in the good resolution images is
∼ 0.2–0.3 too shallow. After the starburst, once clusters formed dur-
ing the starburst have expelled and left their gas-rich environments
and had time to dynamically separate from their birth neighbours,
the photometric detection pipeline performs somewhat better. Af-
ter the starburst the slope of the bound SC population evolves only
slightly from −1.9 to −2.0 (±0.1) while the slope recovered from
photometry reaches −1.9 approximately 20 Myr after the peak star-
burst. Afterwards the photometric slope follows quite closely the true
slope, especially taking into account the standard errors of the best-fit
values.

Overall, all the power-law indices recovered both from the aper-
ture luminosities (𝛼𝐿) and from the direct integration of the stellar
surface density maps (𝛼𝑀 ) are the same or shallower compared to
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Figure 12. The cluster formation efficiency across the dwarf galaxy merger in 5 Myr steps. The left panel shows the CFE based on stellar mass in apertures
with luminosity weighted mean age younger than < 10Myr and at least 10 stars, while the middle panel shows the CFE in the young bound SC population from
Lahén et al. (2020a). The right hand panel shows the same as on the left but using the SFR recovered using the 24 `m corrected FUV tracer as shown in Fig. 4.
The observational reference data are from Goddard et al. (2010), Cook et al. (2012), Johnson et al. (2016, Table 5 and references therein), Chandar et al. (2017),
Fensch et al. (2019) and Adamo et al. (2020) (HiPEEC) with dwarf galaxies in the ANGST survey and the Magellanic clouds highlighted in red. The big crosses
show the averaged values for all dwarfs in Cook et al. (2012), considering only young clusters (< 10 Myr, red) and also including older clusters (< 100 Myr,
blue). The best fit relation from Goddard et al. (2010) is shown with a solid line, the analytic model from Kruĳssen (2012) with a dashed line along with a 0.2
dex range in gray background, and the best fit constant value of 24% ± 9 from Chandar et al. (2017) is shown with dot-dashed line.

the underlying bound cluster population, but differ most drastically
at the peak starburst. As discussed in relation to Fig. 8, similar effect
of blending may be taking place in the Antennae merger analysis
of Whitmore et al. (2010) as well, where the cluster luminosity and
mass functions in regions of more intense, recent star formation ac-
tivity (young ages andmore central locations) have slightly shallower
power-law indices up to −1.6, compared to very outermost, older re-
gions with indices only steeper than −1.9. The merging disk galaxies
in HiPEEC, on the other hand, show little to no difference between
young and aged cluster populations, while their early stage mergers
(before the coalescence of the nuclei) show steeper slopes than ad-
vanced mergers (single disturbed nucleus with strong or weak tidal
tails). They report shallower than −2 power-law indices across the
board (mean values from −1.60 to −1.86, Adamo et al. 2020), even
though they leave out of the analysis all clumpy objects and the cen-
tral knots. Shallower mass function indices of star-forming regions
with increasing SFR have been reported in Cook et al. (2016) who,
like Randriamanakoto et al. (2013) for SCs, do not find significant
effect of blending on the power-law slope.
Pfeffer et al. (2019) investigated the power-law index - SFR relation

in cosmological simulations and found a similar correlation as Cook
et al. (2016). Notably, Pfeffer et al. (2019) did not simulate blending
effects, rather the reduced number of lowmass clusters was explained
through their increased destruction in high SFR environments. In
Fig. 11 we show that the shallowest best-fit slope, both based on
bound clusters and photometry, coincides with the starburst. The
effect is pronounced in the photometrically recovered slope that is
statistically different from the slope of the bound cluster population
during the starburst. The slope of the bound clusters, on the other
hand, does not evolve significantly. The shallower photometric mass
slope during the starburst is therefore caused by photometric effects,
namely crowding.
In Fig. 10, the horizontal bars show the extent of each bin and con-

sequently indicates the highest recovered cluster mass in each image.
Based on the subfind analysis, there are four intrinsically bound

clusters between masses of 1.01 × 105 M� and 1.69 × 105 M� in
the starburst snapshot. The photometric pipeline recovers three clus-
ters with aperture corrected masses between 1.10 × 105 M� and
1.74 × 105 M� in the 10 Mpc image (1.5 pc per pixel). Themostmas-
sive clusters, when matched to their bound counterparts, have correct
masses to within −34% and +15%. In the 50 Mpc (7.5 pc per pixel)
image the pipeline recovers five clusters between 1.24 × 105 M� and
4.41 × 105 M� . For themassive clusters, the extracted clustermasses
overestimate the respective bound cluster mass by few tens of percent
and up to a factor of 2.9. This is due to blending of nearby stars and
clusters in the very crowded cluster formation regions.
Randriamanakoto et al. (2013) also investigated the effect of wors-

ened resolution on the aperture integrated cluster properties. They
found that the majority of the less bright detections were affected not
more than 0.1 mag when the image resolution was made worse by a
factor of four. Clusters in the brightest star-forming knots, however,
blended together, in a very similar fashion as our starburst regions.
As a result they recovered for example multiple objects that were
roughly 0.4 mag and one case that was 1.1 mag brighter than in
the objects in the original images, which correspond to an increase
in brightness of 45% and 175%. These are very similar results to
our recovered clusters at the two distances, where the most massive
clusters are detected with 20–190% higher masses in the five times
worse resolution starburst image.
Finally, looking again at the highest mass clusters, now 100 Myr

after the starburst, there are two truly bound clusters more mas-
sive than 105 M� with total bound masses of 1.20 × 105 M�
and 7.61 × 105 M� based on subfind analysis. The good resolu-
tion photometry provides one cluster above 105 M� , with aper-
ture mass of 3.43 × 105 M� . The second most massive cluster has
8.75 × 104 M� . These most massive clusters here are therefore re-
coveredwith only 45–73% of the total boundmass. Themostmassive
clusters are the only few clusters that have half-mass radii close to the
aperture size. The recovered mass could therefore be improved by
modelling the mass profile in more detail instead of using the median

MNRAS 000, 1–21 (2022)



18 Lahén et al.

aperture correction, in order to recover the lost mass in the outskirts.
The poor resolution analysis of the post-starburst dwarf recovers five
clusters with masses in excess of 105 M� . The most massive cluster
is detected with a mass of 6.62 × 105 M� , only 13% below the true
bound mass.

5.3 Cluster formation efficiency

In Lahén et al. (2020a) we discussed the efficiency of star formation
that happens in bound clusters, based on the subfind analysis of the
snapshot data from the same simulations discussed here. This cluster
formation efficiency (CFE or Γ) is often defined either as the ratio
between cluster mass 𝑀cl (< 𝜏) and stellar mass 𝑀∗ (< 𝜏) formed
across the same time interval (𝜏), or as the ratio between the cluster
formation rate (CFR) and star formation rate as

Γ =
𝑀cl (< 𝜏)
𝑀∗ (< 𝜏) or

CFRcl (< 𝜏)
SFR(< 𝜏) . (8)

The time interval considered for recent cluster formation is often
within the most recent 10 or 100 Myr. Our earlier analysis recovered
values from a few % to 90 % for 𝜏 = 10 Myr across two order of
magnitude in the star formation rate surface density with positive
correlation between ΣSFR and CFE.
Here we approximate the CFE by calculating the stellar mass in

the final photometric apertures that have surface brightness weighted
mean stellar ages of less than 10 Myr. This is very inclusive and
does not consider any boundness or compactness arguments. We
exclude apertures that include less than 10 stars, which namely affects
datapoints in the early merger stages (before second encounter). The
star formation rate surface density is estimated in a galaxy-wide
grid with a 100 pc pixel scale and pixels with no star formation are
excluded when calculating the global mean.
In Fig. 12 we compare the present results to the CFE values ob-

tained from the bound SC population, as well as to a set of observed
values for a range of galaxies from dwarfs to massive starbursts. The
left hand panel shows the analysis based on the good resolution (10
Mpc distance, 1.5 pc per pixel) photometric images performed here,
and themiddle panel repeats the results for all bound clusters younger
than 10 Myr from Lahén et al. (2020a). The right hand panel shows
the CFE based on aperture photometry but using the SFR converted
from the 24`m corrected FUV (see Fig. 4, table 1) instead of the true
underlying SFR to estimate ΣSFR and the total young stellar mass in
Eq. 8. The surface area given by the true SFR map is used to convert
the extracted SFR into ΣSFR. We use here the good resolution images
which capture fairly well the properties of the cluster population as
discussed in Section 5.2, unlike the poor resolution images where the
detection only recovers the high mass end of the CMF.
In the observational reference data, the highest CFE values are

found in merging disk galaxies (Adamo et al. 2020) while the highest
ΣSFR values are interestingly found in blue compact dwarf galaxies
(Adamo et al. 2011). The majority of the datapoints at the high ΣSFR
end are results based on clusters younger than a few tens of Myrs.
The Fensch et al. (2019) data are for clusters younger than 30 Myr,
harboured in tidal dwarf galaxies, while the Chandar et al. (2017)
and the Adamo et al. (2020) data strictly only consider < 10Myr old
clusters. The CFE measurements of clusters selected solely based
on young age are inherently inclusive, as they include all stellar
concentrations whether they are bound or not. This corresponds to
the way we have processed our snapshots in the left hand panel of
Fig. 12. As a result, the very inclusive studies seem to argue for
higher CFE values (Adamo et al. 2011, 2020) that may even be
independent of ΣSFR, such as the constant CFE of 24% by Chandar

et al. (2017). CFE studies that have an emphasis on bound clusters,
on the other hand, can be used more reliably even in regions with
low SF activity as they often include a broader range of cluster ages.
Such observations naturally find lower values of CFE (Bastian 2008;
Silva-Villa & Larsen 2011; Johnson et al. 2016) compared to the
inclusive methodology at corresponding ΣSFR values, but with a
stronger evidence for a CFE–ΣSFR correlation (Goddard et al. 2010)
across a wide range of ΣSFR. Our bound cluster analysis is more
alike this latter methodology, as we essentially capture the same
bound clusters that would survive for longer periods of time. We
however only include them until the age of 10 Myr in order to follow
the variation more closely, allowed by us knowing our bound sample
is complete at all times. The middle panel of Fig. 12 correspond thus
to the more exclusive methodology, as well as the analytic disk model
for bound cluster formation from Kruĳssen (2012).
Consequently, the CFE values for dwarf galaxies span awide range

that results from stochasticity of the observed CMF and the true
dwarf-to-dwarf variation (Cook et al. 2012), as well as the specific
definition of CFE discussed above. Starting with the Magellanic
clouds, Goddard et al. (2010) datapoints for LMC and the Small
Magellanic Cloud include clusters up to ages of 100 Myr, which
results in CFE values lower by multiple factors compared to the
corresponding Chandar et al. (2017) results. In the ANGST9 dwarf
galaxy sample of Cook et al. (2012) the CFEs for individual dwarfs
with ΣSFR < 10−2.5 span from a few % up to more than 100%.
Note here that for the CFE defined as CFR per SFR, a varying
star formation history probed by different observational quantities
(e.g. aperture photometry vs. H𝛼 tracer) may give CFE values not
limited to 0–100%. We show in Fig. 12 only the individual CFE
measurements based on young clusters (< 10Myr) in dwarf galaxies
that have certain cluster detections, but show the averaged results for
the full sample of both only young (< 10 Myr) and < 100 Myr old
clusters. As with theMagellanic clouds, the strictly young population
in ANGST has a three times higher mean CFE compared to the
sample which includes also older clusters. Most interestingly, the
trend in theANGSTdata for theCFE andΣSFR is inverse to the results
in higher mass galaxies and larger ΣSFR values, such as depicted by
the best fit Γ ∝ Σ0.24SFR relation of Goddard et al. (2010). The lower star
formation activity dwarfs seem to show higher fractions of clustered
star formation, compared to the more actively star-forming dwarf
galaxies, accompanied with a wide range of scatter. Some of the
ANGST galaxies were revisited recently by Cook et al. (2019), who
found that the cluster mass measurements supplemented by ground
based fluxes may be overestimated due to crowding. The CFE values
for the ANGST galaxies may therefore be upper limits.
A comparison between our data in the left and the middle panels

shows how the inclusive photometric selection recovers fairly similar
values of CFE compared to the bound young clusters during and
after the starburst. Only before the second passage are the recovered
photometric CFE values somewhat higher than what the fraction of
bound clusters provides. This happens because at times when only
a few lower mass bound clusters are forming, the photometrically
detected population is dominated by associations and open clusters
that are either not bound or have very lowmasses and therefore do not
appear in the subfind-based data. The CFE values at early phases of
the merger are typically 20–80% or so higher in the inclusive analysis
compared to the full young cluster population. The largest differences
by a factor of 2–6 coincide with the first minimum of bound cluster
formation rate after the first passage (see Fig. 5 in Lahén et al. 2020a).

9 ACS Nearby Galaxy Survey Treasury
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The final results of our photometric analysis coincide with the
Cook et al. (2012) results in the low ΣSFR end while the active star
formation periods during the starburst are closer to CFE ∼70–80%,
and thus the results of Fensch et al. (2019) and Adamo et al. (2020).
These observations use only young clusters in recovering the value
of CFE. On the other hand, the analysis based on the bound clusters
follows slightly better the trend in the analytic relation of Kruĳssen
(2012) and the overall trends seen in higher mass galaxies. The right
hand panel, that uses the best estimate for SFR based on the emission
of the system, produces the flattest relation between CFE and ΣSFR.
Interestingly, the CFE based on the SFR tracers also provides the best
agreement with the observations, especially in the starburst regime.
Expanding the time interval of Eq. 8 to better match the response
time scale of the FUV tracer (> 10Myr) would in general average out
the CFE to lower values. Some uncertainty in the CFE-ΣSFR relation
is introduced in the definition of the ΣSFR as well. The elongated gas-
rich merger has a very irregular shape most of the time, making the
exact value of ΣSFR dependent on image resolution and orientation
(as discussed in Lahén et al. 2020a).
Other idealised merger studies such as Li et al. (2022), as well as

cosmological simulations such as Pfeffer et al. (2019) and Li et al.
(2017), find similar clear dependence of theCFEon the star formation
environment as depicted by the fit by Goddard et al. (2010) and the
analytic model by Kruĳssen (2012) that are shown in Fig. 12. Li
et al. (2017) and Li et al. (2022) analyse young clusters (< 50 Myr
and < 50 Myr, respectively) and find values from a few per cent to
almost unity while Pfeffer et al. (2019) use a broad range of cluster
ages (< 300Myr) and only find values up to∼ 50%. TheCFE has also
been shown to increase towards the central regions of galaxies, where
the SFR surface densities, gas densities and mid-plane pressures are
higher (Li et al. 2017; Pfeffer et al. 2019; Halbesma et al. 2020; Li
et al. 2022; see e.g. Silva-Villa et al. 2013 for a similar observational
result). Molecular cloud scale simulations including detailed stellar
feedback such as protostellar jets by Grudić et al. (2021) find that
CFE correlates with the integrated star formation efficiency (see also
Li et al. 2019) and the GMC surface density.
As a conclusion, the majority of the stellar mass forms in clustered

environments, regardless of the detection methodology, as the mass
weighted averages are 66% for the photometric results and 68%
for the bound analysis. When the SFR is converted from the dust-
corrected FUV emission, the resultingmean value is somewhat lower
at 41% due to over-estimated SFR immediately after the starburst.
These are somewhat higher values than recovered on average in
observations of similar SF surface densities. The isolated nature of
our low-mass dwarf merger provides the best formation scenario for
SCs as the disruptive tidal forces in the setup areminimal. Inclusion of
the cosmological environment, as well as a more detailed modelling
of stellar evolutionary processes such as early stellar feedback and
non-softened dynamics, might reduce the fraction of stellar mass that
survives beyond the first tens or hundreds of Myrs.

6 CONCLUSIONS

We have taken an observationally motivated look at the star and SC
formation process in a simulated merger of two gas rich dwarf galax-
ies. The simulations have spatial and mass resolution that allow us to
resolve the multi-phase structure of the ISM. In the starburst phase
the system produces SCs with bound masses of up to ∼ 106M� , that
correspond to observed young SSCs. We have post-processed the
simulation snapshots using the radiative transfer code skirt 9 that
we have used to model the SEDs produced by the three-dimensional

distribution of individual stars and SCs, while taking into account
dust obscuration. The resulting spectra have been reduced to HST-
equivalent images at 10 and 50Mpc galactic distances, corresponding
to 1.5 and 7.5 pc per pixel resolution. The integrated and spatially
resolved SEDs have then been processed through various commonly
used photometric broad-band filters, and HST/JWST like PSFs and
noise levels. With JWST the stellar continuum of the most intense
star formation region would be observable in 10 000 sec exposures
out to redshift 𝑧 . 0.5. Beyond 𝑧 & 0.5 deeper observations or ap-
plication of magnification by lensing would be required. Inclusion
of nebular continuum and line emission (e.g. H𝛼 and [OIII]) would
also increase the flux in the redshifted UV-visual bands of interest to
JWST.
The conversion from filter-specific flux to SFR recovers surpris-

ingly well the merger phases and variations of the SFRs when the
24 `m corrected UV tracers are used. This specific combination of
tracers provides the SFR to within a factor of two for the majority
of the simulation. For comparison, the UV tracers and the IR tracers
alone most often underestimate the SFR by up to an order of magni-
tude for phases of high and low SFR, respectively. The lag from the
lifetimes of the massive stars that produce the majority of the UV
emission result in an overestimation of the SFR right after the star-
burst peaks. When compared to observed dwarf starburst galaxies,
the SED of our starburst is very similar to what is seen in galaxies
of similar mass and star formation rates. The spatial distribution of
emission matches the extent and structure of emission in, for ex-
ample, NGC 1569 that is an actively star-forming dwarf galaxy that
also includes young SCs in the SSC mass range. The agreement with
observed spectra of nearby dwarf starbursts support the scientific
fidelity of the underlying ISM and star formation model.
We have used the photometry at visual bands to identify SCs using

a detection pipeline that mimics the production of cluster catalogues
in observational surveys of unresolved SCs. We also have at our dis-
posal information of the truly bound cluster population from earlier
studies of this specific merger. Especially in images with high res-
olution, the majority of the bound clusters are captured within the
photometrically detected apertures. However, many of the apertures
may contain up to tens of bound clusters when the merger is under-
going its starburst phase. In the starburst, we are able to fit power-law
mass functions with slopes between −1.6 and −1.9 to the population
of bound clusters contained within the four single brightest apertures
of typical aperture size at a 50 Mpc distance. In our simulations SCs
form hierachically following power-lawmass functions even on small
spatial scales of ∼ 50 pc. This highlights the challenge of observing
the formation of individual SSCs due to the hierarchical nature of
their formation process. At larger distances (worse spatial resolu-
tion, more confusion due to noise) the separation of single objects
becomes increasingly difficult. Blending causes the CMF slope to be-
come shallower by ∼ 0.3 even at a distance of 10 Mpc, as the masses
of the lower mass (non-dominant) clusters in each bright aperture are
integrated together. This effect is stronger for phases of high star for-
mation rates. At 50 Mpc distance, the mass of the brightest apertures
overestimates the respective bound mass by up to a factor of 2.9. We
therefore suspect that especially due to the highly hierarchical and
obscured nature of the SC formation process, the masses of more
distant observed SSCs may indeed be over-estimated.
Finally, the inclusion or exclusion of short-lived open clusters and

unbound associations in the definition of the cluster formation rate
can slightly affect the inferred fraction of star formation that occurs in
clusters. A larger effect on the efficiency is caused by inaccurate esti-
mates of the total SFR. Based on the various phases of star formation
in our merger, we see the largest differences between the photo-
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metric analysis (inclusive) and the analysis of pure bound clusters
(exclusive) at times of low star formation activity. The hierarchi-
cal formation of long-lived (i.e. bound), massive SCs requires more
extreme star formation environments, whereas smaller mass and un-
bound clusters that are able to form even in single collapse events
can form in relatively quiescent environments. It is therefore not sur-
prising that we see a slightly weaker environmental dependence of
the CFE when we include all (young) cluster-like concentrations of
light in the definition of CFR, compared to including only bound
young clusters as in Lahén et al. (2020a) where the results clearly re-
sembled the analytic model of Kruĳssen (2012). Conceptually, these
two results correspond to observations that consider strictly young
stellar concentrations (regardless of boundness, e.g. Chandar et al.
2017; Adamo et al. 2020) and those that emphasise cluster boundness
(e.g. including older clusters as well, Bastian 2008; Goddard et al.
2010). The photometric CFE results during relatively more quiescent
periods agree qualitatively with observations of young SCs in dwarf
galaxies in the ANGST survey, while the starburst periods better
agree with more massive actively star-forming galaxies regardless of
the analysis method. Hislop et al. (2022) have concluded that the nu-
merical implementation used in the present study forms SCs that are
compact in size and predominantly bound, and therefore not suscep-
tible to disruption processes. Capturing all relevant processes that act
on sub-GMC scales, such as proto-stellar feedback and collisional
stellar dynamics, might allow for more early cluster disruption. This
may in turn have a decreasing effect on the generally high recov-
ered CFE in our simulations especially in quiescent environments,
bringing the CFE values closer to observed results for corresponding
ΣSFR. However, as we have in general concentrated on young clusters
in the analysis of the CFE, the trends between CFE and ΣSFR should
not be significantly affected.
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