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ABSTRACT

Context. During the last ∼ 30 Myr the nuclear stellar disk in the Galactic center has been the most prolific star forming region of the
Milky Way when averaged by volume. Remarkably, the combined mass of the only three clusters present today in the nuclear stellar
disk adds up to only ∼10% of the total expected mass of young stars formed in this period. Several causes could explain this apparent
absence of clusters and stellar associations. The stellar density in the area is so high that only the most massive clusters would be
detectable against the dense background of stars. The extreme tidal forces reigning in the Galactic center could dissolve even the most
massive of the clusters in just a few Myr. Close encounters with one of the massive molecular clouds, that are abundant in the nuclear
stellar disk, can also rapidly make any massive cluster or stellar association dissolve beyond recognition. However, traces of some
dissolving young clusters/associations could still be detectable as co-moving groups.
Aims. It is our aim to identify so far unknown clusters or groups of young stars in the Galactic Center. We focus our search on known,
spectroscopically identified massive young stars to see whether they can pinpoint such structures.
Methods. We created an algorithm to detect over-densities in the five-dimensional space spanned by proper-motion, position on the
plane of the sky and line-of-sight distances, using reddening as a proxy for the latter. Since co-moving groups must be young in this
environment, proper motions provide a good means to search for young stars in the Galactic center. To this purpose we combined
publicly available data from three different surveys of the Galactic center, covering an area of ∼ 160 arcmin2 on the nuclear stellar
disk.
Results. We found four co-moving groups around massive stars, two of which are very close in position and velocity to the Arches’
most likely orbit.
Conclusions. These co-moving groups are strong candidates to be clusters or associations of recently formed stars, showing that not
all the apparently isolated massive stars are run-away former members of any of the three known cluster in the Galactic center or
simply isolated massive stars. Our simulations show that these groups or clusters may dissolve beyond our limits of detection in less
than ∼6 Myr.
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1. Introduction

Located around the Galactic center (GC), 8.2 kpc away from
Earth (GRAVITY Collaboration et al. 2020), we can find the
Nuclear Stellar Disk (NSD), a flat-rotating structure (Schonrich
et al. 2015; Shahzamanian et al. 2022) of ∼200 pc across and
∼50 pc scale height (Launhardt et al. 2002a; Gallego-Cano et al.
2020). The NSD is an old structure, with most of its stellar pop-
ulation at least as old as ∼ 8 Gyr (Nogueras-Lara et al. 2020).
The NSD constitutes an extreme environment marked by intense
tidal forces, elevated stellar density, and exceptionally strong
magnetic fields. Despite these challenging conditions, the NSD
emits approximately 10% of the total Lyman continuum flux
in the entire Milky Way, while occupying less than 1% of the
galaxy’s volume (Morris & Serabyn 1996; Nishiyama et al.
2008; Launhardt et al. 2002b). Recent studies suggest that in-
tense star forming activity occurred in the NSD between about
0.1 and 30 Myr ago, reaching a star forming rate of about 0.1 M⊙
per year in this period (Matsunaga et al. 2011; Nogueras-Lara
et al. 2020). This would correspond to more than one million so-
lar masses of young stars. While such intensive star formation
would leave clear signs in the form of massive stellar clusters

and associations in the Milky Way’s disk, the evidence for re-
cent star formation in the NSD is more indirect. For example,
there are only two known massive young clusters: the Arches
and Quintuplet clusters, both at about 25 pc projected distance
from Sagittarius A*, and the association of young, massive stars
in the central parsec (Bartko et al. 2010a; Lu et al. 2013). They
formed between 2-6 Myr ago and comprise about 1 × 104 M⊙
each. In addition, a few dozen massive young stars have been de-
tected distributed throughout the central 100 pc (e.g. Dong et al.
2011; Cano-González et al. 2021; Clark et al. 2023). Finally, on
the order of 1×105 M⊙ of young stars of age ∼10 Myr have been
reported to be present in the Sgr B1 HII region (Nogueras-Lara
et al. 2022). Together, all these stars still make up only a fraction
of the stars that formed in the past few tens of Myr. Where are
the "missing" young stars?
This absence of direct observations of the products of star forma-
tion is due to the peculiar characteristics of the GC region. On
the one hand, the stellar surface density is extremely high, which
makes it hard to impossible to detect any but the most massive
clusters in the form of local stellar over-densities.
On the other hand, extreme interstellar extinction and its vari-
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ability on small angular scales means that young hot stars can-
not be easily distinguished photometrically from cool, old giants
(see Schoedel et al. 2014; Cano-González et al. 2021). The ex-
treme and differential extinction in the GC (e.g. Nishiyama et al.
2009; Nogueras-Lara et al. 2019b) limits observations to the
near infrared wavelength range where it is impossible to iden-
tify young clusters in color-magnitude diagrams (CMDs), which
are highly affected by the reddening (Nogueras-Lara et al. 2018).
Also, strong tidal forces in the GC will dissolve a cluster as
massive as the Arches in ≲ 10 Myr (Portegies Zwart et al. 2001;
Kruijssen et al. 2014) blending it with the background popula-
tion. Spectroscopy needs to be performed at high angular reso-
lution, which implies a very small field of view. Therefore, con-
ducting spectroscopic searches is not a practical option due to
the extensive time required to sample the entire region. However
some clusters/stellar associations could still be detectable as co-
moving groups, which is a detection method that has hardly been
explored so far (with the exception of Shahzamanian et al. 2019).
Several studies have shown how stellar kinematics can unveil
different kinds of structures, such as open clusters in Gaia data
(Castro-Ginard et al. 2018) or substructures in the Galactic plane
of the Milky Way (Laporte et al. 2022). In the GC, stellar proper
motions have been previously used to study the structure of
the NSD (see for example Shahzamanian et al. 2022; Martínez-
Arranz et al. 2022; Nogueras-Lara 2022). Membership probabil-
ities and orbits for the Arches and Quintuplet clusters have also
been derived using proper motion analysis (Hosek et al. 2022).
We have created a new method to reveal co-moving groups in
the highly crowded environment of the GC. This tool is based on
the DBSCAN algorithm (Ester et al. 1996) and a similar version
of it has been previously used by Castro-Ginard et al. (2018) to
detect open clusters in Gaia DR2. In this case we looked for over-
densities in a five-dimensional parameter space. In this paper we
present four co-moving groups in the GC associated with four
different massive stars (Fig.1) identified by Dong et al. (2011) .

2. Data

We used proper motion data from the catalog by Libralato et al.
(2021) (from now on L21) acquired with WFC3/HST, combined
with photometric data from the GALACTICNUCLEUS catalog
(Nogueras-Lara et al. 2018, 2019a) acquired with HAWKI/VLT.
In order to test the cluster search algorithm we used proper mo-
tion catalogs for the Arches and the Quintuplet clusters by Hosek
et al. (2022) and extinction maps and catalogs in the H and Ks
band by Nogueras-Lara et al. (2021).

2.1. Proper motions

The catalog of L21 was produced based on two sets of obser-
vations covering the area inside the white boxes in Fig. 1. They
were acquired with the NIR channel of the Wide-Field Camera
3, mounted on the HST, in October 2012 and August 2015. The
proper motions were calibrated using reference stars for Gaia
Data Release 2 (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2016). For more de-
tails about the acquisition, reduction and analysis of the data see
L21.1 The final catalog consists of absolute proper motion mea-
surement for ∼ 830.000 stars, that we trimmed in a similar way
as it was done by Libralato et al. (2021), namely: we excluded
stars with proper motions faster than 70 mas /yr, we selected only

1 The proper motions catalogs are available at
https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article/500/3/3213/5960177

stars with proper motion errors lower than the 85th percentile in
bins of 0.1 mag width and, finally, we discarded stars with proper
motion error bigger than 1 mas /yr (Fig. 2) .
We cross-referenced the catalog with the GALACTICNU-
CLEUS survey (Nogueras-Lara et al. 2018, 2019a) to assign H
and Ks magnitudes to the members of L21. GALACTICNU-
CLEUS was specifically designed to observe the GC, providing
highly accurate point spread function photometry for over three
million stars in the NSD and the innermost Galactic bar. The
photometric uncertainties are remarkably low, remaining below
0.05 magnitudes at H∼ 19 mag and Ks ∼ 18 mag. Once we ob-
tained H and Ks magnitude values for the L21 members, we em-
ployed a color cut H−Ks > 1.3 to remove the foreground popu-
lation.
To assess the data quality, we extracted the mean velocity val-
ues for various components of the NSD and Bulge from L21 and
compared them with values reported in the literature. Further in-
formation about this process can be found in Appendix A.

3. Methods

We assumed that a stellar group would belong to the same
cluster/stellar association if its members are close together in
space and also have similar velocities. That is a six-dimensional
parameter space, three dimensions for the components of the
velocities and three for the components of the position. We have
available data only for proper motions and positions in the plane
of the sky, but we can constrain indirectly the third dimension
in position, i.e. the line-of-sight distance. Considering the
considerable variation in extinction along the line of sight in the
GC (e.g., Nishiyama et al. 2009; Nogueras-Lara et al. 2018),
and the relatively constant intrinsic colors of the observable
stard (they vary by not more than a few 0.01 mag, see for
example Fig. 33 in Nogueras-Lara et al. 2018), we hypothesize
that changes in color are mainly influenced by extinction (see
also Nogueras-Lara et al. 2021). Therefore, if a group of stars
shares similar colors, it is likely that they are located at a similar
depth within the NSD (Nogueras-Lara 2022). We search the
data looking for over-densities in the five-dimensional space
formed by proper motions along the Ra and Dec directions,
coordinates in the plane of the sky and color.

3.1. The algorithm

We developed a tool for detecting co-moving groups in the GC
based on DBSCAN (Density-Based Spatial Clustering of Appli-
cations with Noise) (Ester et al. 1996; Sander et al. 1998; Schu-
bert et al. 2017). DBSCAN requires two input parameters: ϵ and
Nmin. The parameter ϵ establishes the distance within which the
algorithm scans for nearby points around a specific data point.
Nmin specifies the minimum number of points that should be
within the ϵ radius to form a dense region. Considering these
two parameters DBSCAN classifies each point in one of these 3
categories: Core point, if the number of points around it within
a radius of ϵ is ≥ Nmin. Border Point, if it is not a core point,
but it is within an ϵ distance of one, and Noise, if it is neither a
core point nor a border point. The algorithm will iterate until all
points are labeled with one of these categories. Core and border
points are considered cluster members.
The conditions present in the NSD, where the stellar densities
vary greatly on scales of a few arcsec due to the high and patchy
extinction (Nogueras-Lara et al. 2021) and the high densities of
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Á. Martínez-Arranz et al.: Co-moving groups around massive stars in the Nuclear Stellar Disk

Fig. 1: Regions covered by Libralato et al. (2021) (indicated by white boxes) are superimposed on a 4.5 µm Spitzer/IRAC image
(Stolovy et al. 2006). The cyan and blue lines represent the most probable prograde orbits of the Arches and Quintuplet clusters,
respectively, as determined by Hosek et al. (2022). The continuous line indicates movement towards the Galactic East (in front of
the plane of the sky), while the dashed line indicates movement towards the Galactic West (behind the plane of the sky). The plotted
points correspond to massive stars identified by Dong et al. (2011) for which proper motion data is available. Among these stars,
the green points are associated with a co-moving group, and their ID numbers correspond to their index as listed in Libralato et al.
(2021). The letters A and Q, along with the asterisk, denote the positions of the Arches and Quintuplet clusters and SgrA*.

Fig. 2: Proper motion error in right ascension (left) and declina-
tion (right) versus F139M magnitude for the whole proper mo-
tion catalog (black) and the trimmed data (red).

stars (Nogueras-Lara et al. 2019a), make the selection of ϵ par-
ticularly challenging. If we choose a value too small, the required
minimum number of sources within a distance epsilon will never
be fulfilled and no cluster will be found. On the other hand, if
we choose a value too large, then spurious clusters present in the
data just by chance, will be detected, because of statistical fluc-
tuations.
In order to find an appropriate value for ϵ we assumed that if

there is a cluster in a particular data set then the distances among
its members will be smaller, on average, than the distances be-
tween any other group of points in the same data set. So, for
each run of the algorithm we computed the distances to the
kth nearest neighbor (k-NN) in the five-dimensional space for
all the stars in the area of analysis. Then, we generated a ran-
dom sample with the same number of stars. To achieve this, we
utilized the Gaussian kernel density estimator, specifically the
gaussian_kde function from Scipy (Virtanen et al. 2020), to es-
timate the distribution of each astrometric parameter from the
original dataset. We sampled from the estimated distributions to
create a simulated population. Subsequently, we computed the
k-NN distances for the simulated population. Since these popu-
lations are randomly generated, any existing clusters present in
the original data are effectively destroyed in the simulated pop-
ulation. To mitigate the inherent variability resulting from the
random generation of simulations, we performed twenty differ-
ent simulations and calculated the average values. This approach
allowed us to minimize the impact of slight differences between
individual simulations.
If there were any cluster in the real data, then the minimum of the
k-NN distances in the real data should be smaller than the mini-
mum of the simulated data with no cluster in it. Now, we choose
the value for ϵ as the mean between both minima, the real and
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Fig. 3: The black histogram represents the distance of each point,
in the five dimensional space, to its 25th closest neighbor for the
Arches data in H22. The red one is for the simulated data with no
cluster in it. The green line marks the chosen value for epsilon
in this particular case.

the simulated one2. By choosing an epsilon smaller than the min-
imum neighbor distance for the simulated data, we try to avoid
any association of points that could show up in the data just by
chance.

3.2. Testing the algorithm

For testing our clustering tool we used data from Hosek et al.
(2022) (from now on H22). They consist of astro-photometry
data (equatorial coordinates, proper motions and magnitudes in
F127M and F153M filters) acquired with the WFC3/HST cam-
era in the areas of the Arches and Quintuplet clusters. In H22,
membership probabilities for the Arches and Quintuplet clus-
ters are assigned, considering stars as cluster members if their
membership probability is greater than 0.7. Figure B.1 displays
the stars identified as belonging to the Arches and Quintuplet
clusters based on this criterion. For further insight into the prob-
ability assignment process, refer to Appendix B in Hosek et al.
(2022).
In the following, we describe the processes we undertook, us-
ing the data for the Arches cluster in H22 as an example. First,
we choose a starting value Nmin = 25. Then we computed the
25th-NN distance in a 5 dimensional space; velocity, position
and color (black histogram in Fig. 3). Then we randomly gen-
erated a simulated population following the procedure described
above, thus eliminating any real cluster from the data, and calcu-
lated the 25th-NN distance for the simulated data (red histogram
in Fig. 3). We can see that the real set of data, that we know has a
cluster in it, has smaller minimum 25-NN distances than the set

2 A similar method to constrain the value of ϵ were used by Castro-
Ginard et al. (2018).

of simulated data with no real cluster in it. These lower values
correspond to the points that are closest in the 5D space. Then
we select our ϵ as the mean value between the minimum of the
real data and the minimum of the simulated data (green dashed
line in Fig. 3).
Now we run our algorithm on the Arches data set of H22.
In Fig. 4 top row, we can see in orange the points la-
beled as cluster members that were returned by our algo-
rithm. We repeated the process with the Quintuplet data set
(bottom row in Fig. 4). The mean values and their standard
deviations for the proper motions that we obtain in each
case are (µ∗ra, µdec)Arches= −0.85± 0.23, −1.89± 0.24 mas/yr,
and (µ∗ra, µdec)Quintuplet = −0.97± 0.19, −2.29± 0.22 mas/yr (left
panels in Fig. 4). The values of the mean proper motions
in both cases are similar to the ones obtained by Hosek
et al. (2022), i.e. (µ∗ra, µdec)ArchesH22= −0.80, −1.89 mas/yr, and
(µ∗ra, µdec)QuintupletH22 = −0.96, −2.29 mas/yr. The velocity dis-
persions we obtained for both clusters, σ ∼ 0.2 mas/yr, are com-
parable with the velocity dispersion found in other studies (Stolte
et al. 2008, 2014; Clarkson et al. 2012a). We computed the half-
light radii of both clusters by transforming the magnitudes into
fluxes using the python package species (Stolker et al. 2020).
These values are displayed in the orange boxes in the central plot
of Fig.4. The ratio between these radii, approximately 2, aligns
with the values reported in the literature for the half-light radius
of the Arches cluster (12.5 arcsec) (Hosek et al. 2015) and the
Quintuplet cluster (25 arcsec) (Rui et al. 2019). The smaller half-
light radii values we obtained may indicate the detection limit of
our algorithm, which appears to be less sensitive to the outer
members of the clusters. When comparing the stars identified as
members of the Arches and Quintuplet clusters by our algorithm
with those that Hosek et al. (2022) considered as likely members
of the clusters, we observe that approximately 55% of the stars
in the Arches cluster and around 65% in the Quintuplet cluster
coincide. These differences arise from restrictions in the param-
eter space of our algorithm. While the algorithm is configured to
search for clusters in the 5D space, it also considers proximity
in the parameter space defined by Ra and Dec coordinates as a
requirement for a star to be considered a cluster member. Conse-
quently, stars farther away from the cluster core, which are likely
members according to Hosek et al. (2022) (Fig. B.1, top row),
are labeled as noise due to this criterion. If we relax the restric-
tions of the algorithm and search only in the parametric space
of velocities, the coincident percentages increase to 74% for the
Arches and 85% for the Quintuplet (Fig. B.1, bottom row). How-
ever, it’s important to note that due to the extreme crowding in
the NSD and the fact that clusters as dense as the Arches or the
Quintuplet are not expected to be found in the area, conducting
a search for clusters or stellar associations using this configura-
tion, which focuses solely on proximity in the velocity space, is
not practical in the GC.
We compare the Arches catalog calculated by Clark et al.
(2018a) (hereafter C18) with the members identified in Hosek
et al. (2022) (see B.1 top row, left plots) and those selected by
our algorithm using the 5D configuration (top row of Fig. 4).
We display the matched positions in the top row of Fig. 5. The
C18 catalog comprises 194 stars, including confirmed and can-
didate Arches members. The matches between H22 and C18 are
approximately 50% of C18. In comparison, the percentage of
matches with the algorithm-selected members is around 70% of
C18. This may indicate that the algorithm in its 5D configuration
is effective at identifying members at the core of the clusters.
In the bottom row of Fig. 5 , we present histograms of magni-
tude residuals for these matches. Given that the photometry in
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H22 and C18 originates from distinct catalogs, the low residual
values with a mean of ∆F153M ∼ 0.016, indicate non-spurious
matches.
The Arches cluster experiences a significant variation in extinc-
tion, as discussed in the study by Hosek et al. (2015). This is evi-
dent in the broader distribution observed in the CMD of the stars
identified as Arches members (Fig. 4). We tried our algorithm
with different values of Nmin. We found that using any value of
Nmin between 20 and 35 with H22 data, returned consistent re-
sults in radius, proper motions and velocities dispersion for both
the Arches and Quintuplet datasets.

We ran a second test, consisting of randomly inserting the
recovered Arches cluster by the algorithm in its 5D configura-
tion (Fig. 4 top row), maintaining its original properties, into
L21 (that does not contain Arches or Quintuplet) and then run-
ning the algorithm on the whole data set, L21 plus cluster. We
first crossmatched the data from H22 with the GALACTICNU-
CLEUS catalog (Nogueras-Lara et al. 2018, 2019a) in order to
assign H and Ks magnitudes to the stars, in the same way as we
did with L21. Since the extinction is not homogeneous across the
NSD, we had to correct the color of the cluster stars according
to the value of extinction at the place where the stars will be in-
serted. For this purpose we used the extinction maps in H and Ks
from Nogueras-Lara et al. (2021). We inserted and recovered the
model cluster 50 times. The first and second rows in Tab. 1 show
the mean motions and their dispersions for the inserted and for
the recovered clusters. The last two columns of the table show
the percentage of recovered stars and the percentage of contam-
inating stars that the recovered cluster contained. We recovered
on average more than 80% of the original stars with less than
20% of contamination from other stars. The difference in µ∗ra
and µdec between inserted and recovered cluster is ∼ 2%
Finally, in order to test the detection limit of the cluster algo-
rithm, we repeated the experiment but this time we inserted less
dense clusters. In order to simulate them we use as models the
recovered cluster parameters for Arches and Quintuplet from the
H22 data (Fig. 4). Since the masses of both clusters are compara-
ble, ∼ 104M⊙ (Clarkson et al. 2012b; Harfst et al. 2010) and they
are in a similar environment, we assume that they will evolve
in a similar way. We used Quintuplet, with an age of ∼4 Myr
(Figer et al. 1999; Liermann et al. 2012; Clark et al. 2018b) as
a model for the evolutionary path that the younger Arches, ∼2.5
Myr (Figer et al. 1999; Najarro et al. 2004; Espinoza et al. 2009),
would follow. By doing so, we can approximate the growth rate
of the Arches cluster, assuming that its half-light radius will be
similar to that of the Quintuplet in about 1.5 Myr. Next, we move
the Arches stars along the direction of their individual proper
motion vectors, assuming this growth rate as constant over time.
Then, we evolved the Arches cluster at different time lengths.
We inserted each of these models into the L21 data as we did
before with the non-evolved models, and then ran our algorithm
to recover them. This process was repeated 50 times for each
model. The statistics for some of these simulations are presented
in Table 1. Given that the environment changes with each in-
sertion, the table displays the average and standard deviation for
the 50 insertions. We defined the detection limit of our algorithm
when the percentage of model stars recovered by the algorithm
became lower than the percentage of contaminating stars in the
recovered cluster (last two columns in Table 1). We can see that
this limit is reached when our Arches model evolved ∼ 3.3 Myr.
Based on this analysis, the detection of a hypothetical cluster as
massive as the Arches, which has evolved over 6 million years
since its detection, would exceed our detection limits, this is,
more than 50% of the members of this cluster would be probably

contamination.This detection limit is comparable with theoreti-
cal predictions of the time it would take for a massive cluster to
dissolve in the GC (Portegies Zwart et al. 2001; Kruijssen et al.
2014).

3.3. Mass Estimation

In order to estimate the mass of the co-moving groups, we em-
ployed the python package Spisea (Hosek et al. 2020). This
package allows the generation of single-age, single-metallicity
clusters, which we utilized to generate models for comparison
with the selected co-moving groups. Firstly, we assigned extinc-
tion and differential extinction to the model. To compute these
values, we utilized the extinction value of each star in the cluster
from the catalog provided by Nogueras-Lara et al. (2021) along
with its standard deviation. Secondly, we assigned a mass and
an age to the model and generated a simulated cluster. Then, we
established a reference interval using a bright and a faint star
within our co-moving group. Next, we compared the number of
stars within this interval in our simulated cluster to that of the
co-moving group. If the simulated cluster had a higher number
of stars within the interval, we adjusted the mass of the model
to a smaller value and generated a new simulated cluster. We re-
peated this process, gradually decreasing the mass of our simula-
tion by 1% increments until the number of stars in the reference
interval of the model is not bigger than the number of stars inside
the reference interval of the co-moving group.
To assess the reliability of this approach, we initially applied this
procedure using the members considered likely to be part of the
Arches cluster according to Hosek et al. (2022). (Fig. B.1 top
row, left plots). The mean extinction was calculated by perform-
ing a crossmatch with the catalog for the GC by Nogueras-Lara
et al. (2021). In addition, we assigned an age of 2.5 million years
to the model (Najarro et al. 2004; Espinoza et al. 2009) and so-
lar metallicity (Najarro et al. 2004). We adopted a one-segment
power-law model for the Initial Mass Function (IMF) with a
slope of α = −1.8, according to Hosek et al. (2019). Due to
the quality of proper motion data in the catalog, for magnitudes
fainter than K∼17 and brighter than K∼11, the number of stars
generated in the simulated cluster differs significantly (by more
than threefold) from the observed count in the Arches cluster.
As a result, we limited the reference interval for comparison to
stars with magnitudes between K = 17 and K = 11 mag. Then,
we iteratively adjusted the model mass until the number of stars
in the model was not greater than the number of stars in the clus-
ter. The procedure was repeated 50 times, and the resulting mean
mass and standard deviation values were recorded. We obtained
an estimated mass of approximately 12264 ± 495 M⊙, which is
consistent with the estimated mass of the Arches cluster (Clark-
son et al. 2012b; Harfst et al. 2010). The results of one of these
50 runs are presented in Fig. 6.

4. Results

Given the constraints posed by our algorithm and the relatively
rapid dissolution of clusters in the NSD, we are compelled to
confine our search to specific regions where the presence of
young stars is likely. Thus, we restrict our search areas to re-
gions within a radius from 50 to 150 arcsec around the massive
stars listed in the catalog by Dong et al. (2011), which cannot be
significantly older than 10 Myr. Then, we identify the massive
young stars from Dong et al. (2011) that have a counterpart in
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Fig. 4: Arches (top row) and Quintuplet clusters as recovered by the algorithm in its 5D configuration. Left column: vector-point
diagram. Middle column: Stellar positions. Right column: CMD. Orange points represent the objects labeled as cluster members.
Black points represent objects that are not labeled as cluster members.

L21 after the quality cut. This selection accounts for a total of 59
objects, indicated by the black and green dots in Fig. 1.
We divided the search methodology into two distinct parts.
Firstly, we applied our algorithm to each of the massive stars,
exploring 20 different configurations. These configurations in-
volved changes in the search radius (50, 75, 100, 125 and 150
arcseconds) and the value for Nmin (15, 20, 25, 30). In this initial
phase, we identified and selected six distinct massive stars that
exhibit co-movement within a group.
The high density of sources in the NSD increases the probability
of stars being closely positioned in the 5D space, which could
potentially lead to the detection of spurious clusters or associ-
ations. To address this issue, we conducted a simulation-based
study as the second part of our analysis. In this phase, we run
our algorithm over simulated populations and compared the re-
sultant clusters with those obtained from real data. We conducted
this analysis for each of the previously identified co-moving
groups, utilizing the stars in their vicinity as the basis for the
simulated populations. In the simulations, we kept the positions
and magnitudes of the sources unchanged while randomly mix-
ing their velocities. We then applied the algorithm to the simu-
lated population. Since the velocities of the stars were shuffled,
any group found in the simulations would represent statistical

clusters, i.e., the outcome of random associations. We repeated
this process 10000 times for each of the six cases. Subsequently,
we compared the relationship between the area and the num-
ber of stars for these clusters with those found in the real data.
The assigned area for each identified group corresponds to the
minimum bounding box, calculated using the Python package
alphashape. We show as an example the results of this analysis
for the co-moving groups associated with the stars ID 14996 and
427662 (Fig. 7 and Fig. 8). We can see in the left plots of these
figures that the area of the simulated clusters and the number
of stars they contain exhibit a clear linear correlation. To quan-
titatively assess the likelihood that the co-moving group identi-
fied in the real data is merely a random association of stars, we
compare it with the linear fit of the groups found in the simu-
lations. Specifically, we compared the residual to the linear fit
for the groups found in the simulations with the residuals to the
same fit for the co-moving groups found in the real data. If the
residuals of the co-moving group identified in the real data does
not surpass the 3σ level of the residual distribution for the clus-
ters found in the simulations, we discard it. Right plots in Fig.
7 and Fig. 8 illustrate this comparison for the co-moving group
associated with the star ID 14996, which passed the cut, and ID
427662, which did not. We extended this analysis to all six iden-
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Table 1: Cluster recovering simulations

Cluster µra (mas/yr) µdec (mas/yr) σµra (mas/yr) σµdec (mas/yr) R(arcsec) % recov. % contam.

Model 0.0 Myr -0.83 -1.78 0.22 0.25 22 - -
Recovered -0.85±0.02 -1.82±0.02 0.31±0.03 0.34±0.04 39±5 84±12 17±5

Model 0.6 Myr -0.79 -1.71 0.22 0.27 22 - -
Recovered -0.82±0.02 -1.76±0.03 0.31±0.04 0.35±0.04 38±4 82±11 18±6

Model 1.5 Myr -0.81 -1.69 0.22 0.28 43 - -
Recovered -0.83±0.02 -1.77±0.03 0.32±0.04 0.34±0.04 43±3 82±4 20±6

Model 2.1 Myr -0.70 -1.73 0.24 0.27 69 - -
Recovered -0.76±0.07 -1.82±0.07 0.34±0.08 0.35±0.08 52±4 74±12 25±10

Model 3.0 Myr -0.74 -1.69 0.23 0.28 122 - -
Recovered -0.92±0.27 -2.01±0.41 0.48±0.19 0.54±0.27 73±23 64±6 44±16

Model 3.3 Myr -0.68 -1.62 0.24 0.31 152 - -
Recovered -1.10±0.45 -2.30±0.69 0.64±0.28 0.77±0.43 88±25 56±10 57±22

Model 3.6 Myr -0.72 -1.51 0.23 0.37 191 - -
Recovered -1.27±0.46 -2.48±0.74 0.76±0.29 0.95±0.45 103±29 50±11 67±22

Model 3.9 Myr -0.79 -1.57 0.22 0.34 228 - -
Recovered -1.36±0.48 -2.59±0.79 0.80±0.32 0.99±0.49 104±36 39±13 70±21

Model 4.5 Myr -0.83 -1.51 0.22 0.37 322 - -
Recovered -1.49±0.42 -2.74±0.73 0.89±0.25 1.08±0.42 102±29 27±9 82±14

Model 5.1 Myr -0.93 -1.61 0.24 0.32 416 - -
Recovered -1.74±0.36 -3.16±0.64 1.03±0.18 1.24±0.37 121±28 19±4 93±5

Rows that start with the word Model refer to the clusters we inserted to be recovered for the algorithm and the time we evolved then. The rest
of rows refers to the statistics of the recovered clusters. Columns are: proper motion in Ra and Dec directions, standard deviations for the proper
motions, cluster radius, percentage of stars recovered from the original model and percentage of stars contamination in the recovered cluster. The
uncertainties are the standard deviation for the 50 runs in each case.

Fig. 5: Top row: Blue points represent the Arches members ac-
cording to H22, while orange points depict the ones selected by
the algorithm in the 5D configuration. Fuchsia points represent
the matches with the Arches members considered in C18 for
each case. Bottom row: Magnitude residuals for the matches.

tified co-moving groups linked to massive stars. Out of these,
four groups successfully met the established criteria (green dots
in Fig. 1) and were consequently considered unlikely to be the
outcome of random stellar associations.

Fig. 9 shows the vector point diagram, positions and CMD
for the co-moving group associated with the star ID 14996.
Fig. C.1 shows similar plots for the rest of the massive stars that
are associated with a co-moving group that passed the final cut.
In all four plots we show the co-moving groups with the smallest
σµra and σµdec that we found in each case. To provide a compari-
son, we have included red crosses to represent the stars surround-
ing the co-moving group within a distance of approximately 1.5
times the radius of the co-moving group. The corresponding val-
ues for these stars are displayed in the red boxes. The group asso-
ciated with the massive star ID 14996 also contains the massive
star ID 954199. Moreover, these two co-moving groups have 56
stars in common, which accounts for about 74% of all mem-
bers in the group associated with ID 954199. This high degree
of overlap, combined with their similar velocities, suggests that
these two groups could be part of a single, larger group.
The four massive stars associated with a co-moving group are

classified by Dong et al. (2011) as either primary or secondary
Paschen α emitters (Tab.2), indicating that they are likely young
stars. Furthermore, stars the with IDs 14996 and 154855 are re-
ported by Clark et al. (2021) as a blue supergiant (O4-5 Ia+) and
a Wolf-Rayet (WN8-9ha) respectively. This classification sug-
gests that they cannot be older than a few million years.
The co-moving groups linked to stars IDs 14996 and 954199 are
associated with a known HII region (Dong et al. 2017) which
further supports the presence of young stars. Both groups have
a velocity comparable with the proper motions derived for the
Arches cluster by Libralato et al. (2020), i.e. µra∗ = −1.45 ±
0.23, µdec∗ = −2.68 ± 0.14 mas/yr, which are also calibrated
with Gaia Data Release 2. Worth to mention that they lie along
the path of the most probable orbit for the Arches cluster calcu-
lated by Hosek et al. (2022) (cyan line in Fig. 1). The positions
and velocities of these co-moving groups indicate that they may
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Fig. 6: The blue dots represent the members of the Arches clus-
ter, while the gray dots represent a simulated cluster with an age
of 2.5 Myr . The mean extinction is given by AKs = 1.85. The
shaded area in the plot represents the uncertainty in the position
of the model members in the CMD due to differential extinction,
σAks.

Fig. 7: Left: Area versus the number of stars for ∼15000 sta-
tistical clusters identified by the algorithm across 10000 simu-
lated populations. The red line represent the linear fit between
the Area and the number of stars.The red triangle represents the
co-moving group associated with star ID 14996. Right: The his-
togram represent the distribution of the residuals for the groups
found in the simulated populations to the linear fit. The dashed
blue lines mark the ±3σ levels of the distribution. The red dashed
line mark the residual to the fit for the co-moving group associ-
ated with the stars ID 14996.

have formed in a similar location and possibly at a similar time
as the Arches cluster. Another possibility is that these groups are
part of the tidal tail resulting from the Arches cluster. The ve-
locities and their projected distance from the Arches of approx-
imately 20 pc align well with the tidal tail simulation presented
in Habibi et al. (2014).
The mean extinction values and their standard deviations cal-
culated for these clusters are AKs14996 = 1.74 ± 0.06 and

Fig. 8: Same as Fig.7 for the co-moving group associated with
the star ID 427662

AKs954199 = 1.76 ± 0.05. These values were derived using the
extinction measurements for individual stars within each cluster
from the catalog provided by Nogueras-Lara et al. (2021). No-
tably, the Arches cluster, which experiences substantial differen-
tial extinction (Hosek et al. 2015), demonstrates a standard devi-
ation for the mean extinction ofσAKs = 0.13 (Fig. 6). Conversely,
the co-moving groups associated with ID 14996 and 954199
display comparable and relatively low standard deviation values
for their extinction. This suggests that these co-moving groups
are not significantly affected by differential extinction, indicat-
ing that both clusters are located at a similar depth.
It is worth mentioning that a co-moving group of six stars in the
same area was identified in a different study by Shahzamanian
et al. (2019). This study used a different catalog and clustering
method. Interestingly, three of these stars have a counterpart in
the co-moving group associated with ID 14996. Additional in-
vestigations regarding this group will be presented in an upcom-
ing publication (Martínez-Arranz et al. in prep.)
Regarding the groups associated with stars ID 154855 and
139573, they display similar velocities and comparable mean ex-
tinctions: AKs154855 = 1.85 ± 0.09 and AKs139573 = 1.85 ± 0.06.
Additionally, they are relatively close to each other in the plane
of the sky. This proximity suggests that they may have been born
as part of the same stellar formation process.
The mean color for all four co-moving groups is around
H − Ks= 1.55 (Fig. 9, Fig. C.1)). This indicate that they are
located close to the outer edge of the NSD (see Fig. 14 in
Nogueras-Lara et al. 2019a).
Given the numerous unknown parameters involved, such as clus-
ter membership probability, age, metallicty, and IMF, estimating
the masses of the co-moving groups presented in Fig. 9 and Fig.
C.1 becomes a challenging task. However, for the groups asso-
ciated with massive stars ID 14996 and 954199, if we consider
the possibility that they are formed through the same process that
gave rise to the Arches cluster or are part of its tidal tail, we can
adopt similar assumptions for their IMF, metallicity, and age as
used for the mass estimation of the Arches cluster (Fig. 6). These
assumptions include a top-heavy initial mass function (Hosek
et al. 2019), a solar metallicity (Najarro et al. 2004) and an age
of 2.5 Myr (Espinoza et al. 2009). Following a procedure similar
to the one described in section 3.3, we have estimated the masses
for the two groups, and the results are presented in the first two
rows of Tab. 2.
For the groups associated with the massive stars ID 154855 and
139573, we conducted a series of simulations using various com-
binations of metallicity ([M/H] = 0 and [M/H] = 0.3), age (2, 5,
and 8 Myr), and two different IMF models: the broken power-
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Fig. 9: From left to right, vector-point diagram, coordinates and CMD. Green points represent the members of the co-moving group,
and the blue one the massive star. Arrows indicate the direction in the equatorial reference frame. Inside the green boxes are the
values for the mean proper motion and sigma for the co-moving group associated with star ID 14996 and number of stars members,
the mean color and its sigma and the maximum difference in color within the group. The radius represents half the distance between
the two farthest members of the group. Red crosses mark the stars in the neighborhood of the co-moving group and black dots the
rests of the stars in the area.

Fig. 10: Similar to Fig. 6 for the co-moving group associated
with star ID 14996. The point with blue interior represents the
massive star.

law derived by Kroupa (2001) and the top-heavy one derived by
Hosek et al. (2019). This resulted in a total of 12 different com-
binations, each of which was run 50 times for both groups. The
estimated masses, along with their standard deviations, are pre-
sented in Table 2.
All four groups exhibit velocity dispersions ranging from 0.74 to
0.83 mas/yr. In our simulations (Tab. 1), the clusters with these
values of velocity dispersion show a contamination level around
55 to 65%. If we assume a similar level of contamination in the

Table 2: Massive stars within in a co-moving group.

ID and Type Ra Dec Mass (M⊙)

14996 Ppα 17h45m32.7624s -28d56m16.67 3585 ± 425
954199 Spα 17h45m33.2952s -28d56m44.81 2682 ± 420
154855 Spα 17h45m09.6408s -29d11m30. 5900 ± 850
139573 Ppα 17h45m14.208s -29d11m41.50 5292 ± 825

First column: ID for the massive stars as they appear in L21, and clas-
sification by Dong et al. (2011). Ppα and Spα stand for primary and
secondary Paschen α emitters. Second: coordinates. Third: estimated
masses for the associated co-moving groups and their standard devia-
tion.

co-moving groups we found, along with the aforementioned un-
known parameters, it could potentially result in variations in the
estimated masses by a factor of approximately 2.

5. Discussion and conclusions

We have developed a method to scan the GC for co-moving
groups that offers the possibility of tackling the so-called miss-
ing cluster problem under a new angle. We present here the first
results of this new analysis, where we found four different co-
moving groups around known massive stars in the NSD. Our
toy model roughly estimates the time that it takes for a massive
cluster in the GC to dissolve beyond the detection limit of our
algorithm and, therefore, we are able to restrict the age of the
co-moving groups that we present. We believe that the presence
of these groups constitute a direct evidence of recent star forma-
tion in the GC.
We analyzed the area around 59 known massive stars in the GC
and found that four of them probably form part of a co-moving
group. The relatively high velocity dispersion and low density
of these co-moving groups, compared to those of the Arches or
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Quintuplet clusters, suggest two possible scenarios. Firstly, these
co-moving groups may have originated from a dense cluster that
has already undergone significant dissolution. Alternatively, they
may have originated from a less dense stellar association. Recent
studies have proposed that a substantial portion of the stars in
the GC may have been born as part of loose associations of stars
rather than gravitationally bound clusters (Ginsburg & Kruijssen
2018). Supporting this scenario, the identification of ∼105 M⊙
of young stars in the SgrB1 regions (Nogueras-Lara et al. 2022),
which are only ∼ 5 million years older than the Arches and Quin-
tuplet clusters, provides further evidence. In the specific case of
the groups linked to the massive stars ID 14996 and 951499,
there is a possibility that they are part of the tidal tail of the
Arches cluster.
These groups show that not all apparently isolated massive stars
in the NSD are run-away members from the Nuclear star cluster,
the Arches or the Quintuplet, but highlight the location of stellar
association\clusters smaller than Arches or Quintuplet and or in
an advanced state of dissolution (Dong et al. 2011).
On the one hand, the small number of co-moving groups de-
tected by our analysis may be influenced by the quality of the
data set and by our conservative selection criteria. On the other
hand, the large number of apparently unaccompanied massive
young stars (along with the conclusion by L21 that they are not
runaways from the known massive clusters) provides evidence
that massive stars may form in isolation in the GC.
With the available data sets, we cannot estimate metallicities
or radial velocities. Additionally, our estimations of ages and
masses for the entire co-moving group are only rough approx-
imations. To constrain these parameters and confirm the nature
of these groups, future spectroscopy observations will be neces-
sary.
The proper motions catalog that we used in this paper covers
only a fraction of the NSD and the uncertainty cut in proper
motion that we made in the analysis significantly reduces the
number of disposable sources. A wider and deeper set of data is
necessary to continue with the search and corroborate these pre-
liminary results. We are currently working on the reduction of
a second epoch of GALACTICNUCLEUS covering almost en-
tirely the NSD. Combined with the first epoch (Nogueras-Lara
et al. 2018) will result in an unprecedented level of precision for
proper motion measurements. Preliminary tests suggest an esti-
mated uncertainty of ∼ 0.5 mas/yr.
This new technique opens exciting possibilities of research in the
GC. A more complete detection of young clusters in the NSD
would allow us to address the crucial question of whether the
IMF in the GC is fundamentally different from that in the Galac-
tic disk.
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Appendix A: Quality Check

To assess the quality of the data, we identified the NSD and Bulge through stellar kinematics and compared the obtained values with
those reported in the literature. Firstly, we transformed the proper motions from equatorial to Galactic with the package SkyCoord
from astropy (Astropy Collaboration et al. 2022). Since the proper motions in the L21 catalog are in the Gaia DR2 reference frame,
we further transformed them into a reference frame where SgrA* is at rest. This transformation involved subtracting the velocity of
SgrA* in the International Celestial Reference Frame (ICRF), which is (µl, µb)S grA∗ = −6.40, −0.24 mas/yr (Gordon et al. 2023). In
Fig. A.1a we can see the distribution of the Galactic proper motions of L21 for the components perpendicular and parallel to the
Galactic plane (gray histograms). Then, we fit different Gaussian models to these distributions using the python package dynesty
(Speagle 2020). We found that a two-Gaussians fit best reproduces the perpendicular component and three the parallel one (see Fig.
A.1a and Fig.A.2). In Tab. A.1b we can see the values for these Gaussians, which we interpret as representative of the Bulge and
NSD populations (see Shahzamanian et al. 2022). In the left panel of Fig. A.1a, the red Gaussian represents the Bulge population
and the black one the NSD. In the right panel, the red Gaussian also represents the Bulge population. The blue one represents the
stars of the NSD that stream towards the Galactic East and the black one those that stream towards the Galactic West. The Bulge
velocity in this reference frame should ideally be zero, but we can see that the parallel component is µl = 0.64 mas/yr. Due to data
incompleteness, we tend to detect more stars from the near side of the NSD, introducing a bias in velocities towards stars moving
to the West. To rectify this bias, we adjusted the Bulge component to center it around zero. Consequently, the revised values for the
NSD components are µl = 1.97 mas/yr and µl = -2.17 mas/yr. These revised results are consistent, within the known uncertainties,
with the values previously determined for the mean velocities of stars in the NSD (Kunder et al. 2012; Schonrich et al. 2015;
Shahzamanian et al. 2022; Sormani et al. 2022; Martínez-Arranz et al. 2022; Nogueras-Lara 2022). It is noteworthy to mention
that in Libralato et al. (2021), the fitting of the data for the parallel component solely involves the use of two Gaussians, without
considering the existence of the NSD.

(a)

Perpendicular Bulge NSD

µb (mas yr−1) 0.07 ± 0.04 0.05 ± 0.02 -
σµb (mas yr−1) 3.04 ± 0.05 1.32 ± 0.02 -
ampb 0.34 ± 0.02 0.65 ± 0.02 -

Parallel Bulge NSD NSD

µl (mas yr−1) 0.64±0.07 2.61 ± 0.07 -1.53 ± 0.13
σµl (mas yr−1) 3.38±0.13 1.60 ± 0.07 1.66 ± 0.09
ampl 0.36 ± 0.07 0.41 ± 0.04 0.23 ± 0.04

(b)

Fig. A.1: (a): Gray histograms represent the proper motion distributions for the perpendicular (left) and parallel (right) proper motion
components of the stars in L21. The red Gaussian represents the bulge stars in both plots. The black Gaussian on the left represents
the perpendicular component of the NSD stars. On the right, the blue and black Gaussians represent stars in the near and far side of
the NSD respectively. (b): Best-fit parameters and uncertainties for L21 data (Fig. A.1a). µ, σ, and amp represent the mean velocity,
standard deviation, and amplitude of the Gaussians fitted to the distribution.
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Fig. A.2: Posterior probability distributions of the free parameters for Gaussian fitting. Left for the perpendicular component of the
proper motions and right for the parallel one.

Appendix B: Testing the algorithm
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Fig. B.1: In the top row, we present the members of the Arches and Quintuplet clusters according to Hosek et al. (2022). The blue
points indicate stars with a likelihood ≥ 0.7 of belonging to the respective clusters, as determined in the aforementioned study. The
red circles represent the half-light radii for each cluster, as found in the literature (Hosek et al. 2015; Rui et al. 2019). The left
columns display the vector-point diagram, the middle columns show the stellar positions, and the right columns display the CMD.
In the bottom row, we present the Arches and Quintuplet clusters as recovered by the algorithm when configured to search only in
2D space formed by the proper motion components. With this configuration, 75% of the stars labeled as Arches members match
those of Hosek et al. (2022), and 85% in the case of Quintuplet cluster.

Appendix C: Results
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Fig. C.1: Same plots as in Fig. 9 for the rest of massive stars that belong to a co-moving group (green points in Fig. 1)
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