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ABSTRACT

The presence of young stellar populations in the Large Magellanic Cloud cluster NGC 1783 has caught

significant attention, with suggestions ranging from it being a genuine secondary stellar generation to

a population of blue straggler stars or simply contamination from background stars. Thanks to multi-

epoch observations with the Hubble Space Telescope, proper motions for stars within the field of NGC

1783 have been derived, thus allowing accurate cluster membership determination. Here, we report

that the younger stars within NGC 1783 indeed belong to the cluster, and their spatial distribution is

more extended compared to the bulk of the older stellar population, consistent with previous studies.

Through N -body simulations, we demonstrate that the observed characteristics of the younger stars

cannot be explained solely by blue straggler stars in the context of the isolated dynamical evolution of

NGC 1783. Instead, accretion of the external, low-mass stellar system can better account for both the

inverse spatial concentration and the radial velocity isotropy of the younger stars. We propose that

NGC 1783 may have accreted external stars from low-mass stellar systems, resulting in a mixture of

external younger stars and blue straggler stars from the older bulk population, thereby accounting for

the characteristics of the younger sequence.

Keywords: Star clusters (1567) — Stellar kinematics (1608) — Blue straggler stars (168) — N -body

simulations (1083)

1. INTRODUCTION

Star clusters were traditionally thought to originate

from a single episode of star formation, resulting in sim-

ple stellar populations (SSPs) that shared the same age
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and chemical composition (Bruzual 2010). Neverthe-

less, accumulating evidence from spectroscopic and pho-

tometric studies indicates that globular clusters (GCs)

harbor multiple stellar populations (MPs) with distinct

chemical compositions. These populations exhibit sig-

nificant differences in specific spectral lines or passbands

and demonstrate detectable multiple patterns in their

color–magnitude diagrams (CMDs), such as multiple
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(or broadened) main sequences (MSs) and/or red-giant

branches (RGBs), or elongated horizontal branches

(HBs) (e.g., Lee et al. 1999; Piotto et al. 2007; Milone

et al. 2008; Carretta et al. 2009; Bellini et al. 2013; Li

et al. 2014; Marino et al. 2016; Pancino et al. 2017; La-

gioia et al. 2021).

Various scenarios have been proposed to explain the

presence of MPs. Most proposals suggest that second-

generation (SG) stars (which thus are chemically en-

riched) should form in the central regions of more dif-

fuse first-generation (FG) systems (D’Ercole et al. 2008).

Dalessandro et al. (2019) discovered that clusters with

young dynamical ages preferentially contain centrally

concentrated SG populations, while clusters with older

dynamical ages exhibit both populations being fully

mixed. However, existing theories cannot explain dy-

namically young GCs with diffuse SG populations (Da-

lessandro et al. 2019; Leitinger et al. 2023). Stellar kine-

matics, including rotation and velocity dispersion, also

offers insights into MP formation. Cordero et al. (2016)

found differential rotation among MPs in M13. Those

chemically anomalous stars were found to exhibit more

radially anisotropic velocity distributions than normal

stars (Richer et al. 2013; Bellini et al. 2015; Libralato

et al. 2018; Cordoni et al. 2020). However, because of

the generally old ages of GCs (≥10 Gyr), whether there

is an age difference between such proposed MPs in these

scenarios cannot be detected with current techniques.

If MPs truly represent different stellar generations,

younger clusters should show multiple generations

(MGs) of stars with detectable differences in age. Li

et al. (2016a, hereafter L16) found that three massive,

intermediate-age Magellanic Cloud (MC) clusters—

NGC 1783, NGC 1806, and NGC 411—contain younger

generations of stars populating distinct sequences within

their CMDs. Those younger-population stars are less

centrally concentrated than the bulk population stars in

these clusters, which is at odds with the results from pre-

vious theoretical studies of MP formation (e.g., D’Ercole

et al. 2008). These findings suggest that the origin of

the MPs in these clusters could be different from that in

old GCs. L16 suggested that this could imply that star

clusters are capable of accumulating gas from their envi-

ronments, resulting in new star formation, although this

assertion remains speculative. Hong et al. (2017) advo-

cated the association of younger sequences with host star

clusters. They suggested that such younger sequences

probably originate from minor mergers of clusters. How-

ever, a major challenge is that the lack of proper motion

information for stars in the cluster region at that time

made it difficult to determine to what extent these stars

were actually members of the star clusters of interest.

Therefore, this result was challenged by Cabrera-Ziri

et al. (2016), who suggested that the observed younger

populations are, in fact, field stars that were not ade-

quately subtracted.

With the increasing accumulation of observational

data from the Hubble Space Telescope (HST), it has

become possible to differentiate member stars from field

stars within MC clusters based on their proper mo-

tions. Employing this technique, Milone et al. (2023)

was the first to identify high-confidence member stars for

13 MC clusters, including the Large Magellanic Cloud

(LMC) cluster NGC 1783. Their results support that

the younger stars detected by L16 are indeed cluster

members. However, at that time, because of the lack of

direct comparisons to N -body simulations, the origin of

these young population stars is still unclear, although

they suggest that these young stars are possibly blue

straggler stars (BSSs).

In this work, we aim to determine the origin of the

young stellar populations detected in NGC 1783 by com-

paring their observational characteristics with N -body

simulations. Using the unsupervised machine learning

method based on neural network algorithms, we revisit

the findings of Milone et al. (2023) and confirm their

conclusion that the young stellar population identified

by Li et al. (2016a) are indeed genuine cluster members.

Section 2 introduces the method and data reduction. In

Section 3, we present our main results, including the rel-

ative radial distributions of the younger and bulk popu-

lation stars in NGC 1783, as well as their kinematic pat-

terns, and we compare them to N -body simulations. We

discuss these results and some limitations in that same

section. Finally, we provide discussions and a summary

in Section 4.

2. OBSERVATIONS AND N -BODY SIMULATIONS

We directly use the NGC 1783 stellar catalog of Milone

et al. (2023), which includes both astrometry and pho-

tometry for each star, derived from high-precision multi-

epoch HST images. Following L16, we use photom-

etry in the F435W and F814W bands of the Ultra-

violet and Visual Channel of the Wide Field Camera

3 (UVIS/WFC3). The methods applied to estimate

proper motions and the dataset details are outlined in

Milone et al. (2023), and observational information is

presented in their Table 4.

We use the unsupervised machine learning method,

StarGO1, to identify the NGC 1783 member stars. The

algorithm is founded on the self-organizing map, which

1 https://github.com/zyuan-astro/StarGO-OC

https://github.com/zyuan-astro/StarGO-OC
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Figure 1. (a) Spatial distribution and (b) proper motion diagram of member stars in the field of NGC 1783. (c) Field-star
decontaminated CMD of NGC 1783. Blue and red dots represent young-sequence stars and the corresponding reference stars
used for comparison, respectively. The green solid and dashed lines are best-fitting PARSEC isochrones with different ages
labeled (Bressan et al. 2012). The inset in panel (b) highlights the proper motion distribution of young-sequence stars. (d-f)
As panels (a-c), but for field stars, which are then subtracted from the raw stellar catalog.

enables the projection of high-dimensional data onto a

two-dimensional (2D) neural network while preserving

the intrinsic topological structures of the dataset. Con-

sequently, stars clustered in the high-dimensional space

are associated with neurons grouped on the 2D map. We

apply StarGO to map a four-dimensional (4D) dataset

(R.A. α, Dec. δ, µαcosδ, µδ) onto a 2D neural network.

In brief, we initially constructed a 2D network to match

the number of neurons with the number of stars in our

input sample. Each neuron had a weight vector of equiv-

alent dimensionality to the input vector and underwent

an adjustment to approximate the input vector associ-

ated with a specific star as stars were fed, one at a time,

to all neurons. A single iteration was considered com-

plete when all stars had been processed by the neurons

once. The entire learning cycle was repeated for 400

iterations until convergence of the weight vectors was

achieved.

The cluster membership is determined as follows.

Neurons exhibiting similarity in their 4D weight vec-

tors were clustered on the 2D neural network and rep-

resented stars sharing similar spatial and kinematic at-

tributes (member stars). The magnitude of the dispar-

ity in weight vectors between neighboring neurons is de-

noted as u. Member stars in NGC 1783 correspond to

a local minimum among the u values, associated with

neurons with a u value below a specific threshold. The

best-fitting bi-Gaussian function can be used to esti-

mate the membership probabilities to fit the bimodal

log u histogram distribution. Notably, a component

with smaller u values represents potential member stars,

while another with larger u values designates field stars.

Although this is the first time we apply StarGO to de-

termine MC cluster member stars, we emphasize that

StarGO has already achieved success in identifying mem-

bers of both open clusters (Tang et al. 2019; Pang et al.

2020, 2021a,b, 2022) and stellar streams (Yuan et al.

2020a,b).

In this work, where the projected stellar number

density reaches its maximum is defined as the cluster

center, and the so derived coordinates are αJ2000 =

04h59m08s.76 and δJ2000 = −65◦59′15′′.38. The empir-

ical King model (King 1962) and a constant number

density of the background field population are adopted

to fit the observed stellar number-density profile in the

field of view of NGC 1783:

ρ(r) = k

 1√
1 + (r/rc)

2
− 1√

1 + (rt/rc)
2

2

+ b. (1)

Where rc and rt are the core and tidal radii, respec-

tively, b is the background field number density, k is a

normalization coefficient, ρ is the number density, and r

is the distance from a star to the cluster’s center. Bright

stars with F435W ≤ 22 mag were taken into consider-

ation, whose photometric completeness is better than

90%. The threshold for u is controlled by subtracting

the expected number of field stars of F435W brighter

than 22 mag as estimated by a best-fitting King model

from the raw catalog.

The error in proper motions remains to be the primary

uncertainty for membership. We performed 100 itera-

tions of StarGO, with each run incorporating randomly

sampled proper motion errors following Gaussian distri-

butions. We confirm that the detected younger stellar

population in L16 are genuine cluster members of NGC
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1783 according to their high cluster membership proba-

bilities (mostly ≥ 95%), as shown in Figure 1. Finally,

152±4 younger stars are selected as candidate members

of NGC 1783.

Accurate cluster membership is crucial for further un-

biased analysis of NGC 1783. We estimated the dynam-

ical masses using Equation (1) in Fleck et al. (2006) by

deriving proper motion velocity dispersions of member

and field stars in Figure 1(b, e). The obtained masses

are roughly comparable to that of NGC 1783 and the

LMC field. It is not surprising to see such substructures

in the spatial distribution of the field stars on the left-

hand side of Figure 1(d) because it would be challeng-

ing to disentangle field stars from cluster stars fainter

than F435W = 23.5mag. This is not crucial since we

only focus on stars brighter than F435W = 22mag in

this work. We also applied our cluster member selection

method to numerically simulated clusters with homoge-

neous fields to verify the reliability of the member stars.

We find that we can correctly derive ∼ 90% cluster gen-

uine members, including at least ∼ 95% bright members,

using our method, demonstrating the robustness of our

cluster membership identification.

To constrain the origin of younger-population stars in

NGC 1783, we run a realistic numerical simulation us-

ing the high-performance N -body code PETAR2. PETAR

allows us to efficiently mimic the evolution of a massive

stellar system containing up to 105 particles with a large

fraction of binaries, up to unity (Wang et al. 2020, 2022).

To accurately follow the dynamical and stellar evolution

of both single stars and binary systems, the recently up-

dated single and binary stellar evolution codes, SSE and

BSE (Tout et al. 1997; Hurley et al. 2000, 2002; Baner-

jee et al. 2020), were incorporated in PETAR to simulate

wind mass loss, stellar type changes, mass transfer, and

binary mergers. Although suffering from the uncertain

parametric treatment of the complicated physical pro-

cesses, the massive BSSs still obey the trend of the most

massive particles during the dynamical evolution of the

host cluster.

We use the newly updated version of the star cluster

initial model generator code MCLUSTER3 (Küpper et al.

2011; Wang et al. 2018) to generate an isolated clus-

ter. The initial total mass is 2 × 105 M⊙. The initial

half-mass radius is 1.4 pc, including all stellar compo-

nents in three-dimensional (3D) space, estimated empir-

ically from the present-day observed data (the current

total mass and the half-mass radius of NGC 1783 are

2 https://github.com/lwang-astro/PeTar
3 https://github.com/lwang-astro/mcluster

1.78× 105 M⊙ and 9.0 pc; Goudfrooij et al. 2011). The

cluster metallicity is Z = 0.01 (Z⊙ = 0.02). The initial

particle masses were randomly sampled from a Kroupa-

like initial mass function (IMF; Kroupa 2001) covering a

mass range of 0.08–150 M⊙. Stars’ 3D positions and ve-

locities were randomly sampled from a Plummer density

profile (Aarseth et al. 1974). Previous studies suggested

that a primordial binary fraction up to 100% better re-

stores the observed binary fractions inside and outside

half-mass radii of GCs (Leigh et al. 2015) and in ob-

served GC CMDs (Belloni et al. 2017). Our adopted

simulation model is thus initialized by adopting a 100%

primordial binary fraction. Our simulation does not con-

sider primordial mass segregation or tidal fields. We will

later explain why we ignore the effect of an external tidal

field in this simulation.
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Figure 2. The normalized radial number density profiles
for NGC 1783 observations (background-subtracted, red cir-
cles) and best-fitting N -body model (NGC 1783-like cluster
model, green dots). The gray curve is the best-fitting King
model of the observations of NGC 1783. The bottom panel
shows the residuals between the best-fitting King model and
density profiles.

In summary, we used the PETAR code to mimic an

NGC 1783-like cluster, including full and realistic stel-

lar dynamics and evolution details. This implies that

our simulated cluster possesses a density profile (Figure

2) and age that closely approximate the real observa-

tion. The remaining total mass is ∼ 1.4× 105 M⊙. We

also simulated the merger of two star clusters using the

PETAR code. However, for the sake of time efficiency, we

conducted this merger simulation in a qualitative man-

ner. The specific parameter settings will be directly ad-

dressed in Section 3.2.

3. MAIN RESULTS

https://github.com/lwang-astro/PeTar
https://github.com/lwang-astro/mcluster
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Figure 3. (a) Spatial distribution of young-sequence stars (blue dots). The black line represents the field for the F435W
observation. (b) Cumulative radial distributions of young-sequence stars (blue solid line) and reference stars (red dashed line)
in NGC 1783. The number of younger and reference stars selected in NGC 1783 are also indicated.
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Figure 4. As Figure 3, but for stars in the NGC 1783-like cluster model. In panel (a), the blue dots are all BSSs, and the blue
solid line in panel (b) indicates their cumulative radial distribution.

3.1. Blue Straggler Stars

Analogously to L16, we first reanalyze the cumulative

radial distributions of the young population stars com-

pared with those of our reference stars with similar lu-

minosities (mostly RGB and red-clump (RC) stars). We

only selected these evolved stars as the reference popu-

lation because those stars represent the dominant older

population and have the highest observational complete-

ness. We found that the stars making up the younger

population are significantly less centrally concentrated

than the dominant older population of cluster members

(see Figure 3), consistent with previous result published

by L16 and Mohandasan et al. (2024).

Using the N -body simulation, we aim to test if this

simulated cluster itself can produce a younger sequence

through binary interactions (i.e., through the produc-

tion of BSSs) with the observed spatial distribution.

Similarly, we compare the radial profiles of the BSSs

and reference stars in this NGC 1783-like cluster model,

as illustrated in Figure 4. The trend that BSSs are

marginally more centrally concentrated than the normal

evolved stars contradicts observations of younger stars.

We can also estimate a mass-segregation timescale

(defined as in Spitzer 1987) for BSSs of a given mean

mass (∼2 M⊙) in the NGC 1783-like cluster model. The

resulting mass-segregation timescale is ∼479 Myr, sig-

nificantly younger than the current age of the model.

Thus, the BSSs in our model are expected to have had

enough time to mass segregate dynamically, as is read-

ily apparent in Figure 4(b). In addition, our simulation

incorporates the influence of black holes (BHs), which

can decrease or completely suppress mass segregation

(Baumgardt & Sollima 2017), possibly implying that the

degree of mass segregation in the NGC 1783-like cluster

model is a lower limit. Regardless of the evolutionary

timescale, among our model results, there is no snapshot

where BSSs have an inverse radial distribution with a

similar degree of mass segregation as in our canonical

simulation.

Therefore, NGC 1783 cannot generate the observed

spatial distribution of the younger sequence through in-

ternal dynamics, although our model evolving from a
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100% primordial binary fraction has produced a simi-

lar number of BSSs (125) as younger stars (152). BSSs

cannot be entirely responsible for the presence of these

younger stars. Indeed, we cannot entirely dismiss the

possibility that NGC 1783 possesses special initial con-

ditions, thereby leading to the observed inverse radial

spatial distribution of BSSs. However, our current un-

derstanding of the dynamical evolution of clusters makes

it difficult to conceive what initial conditions could give

rise to a distribution of BSSs that matches our obser-

vations. A reasonable explanation is that the extended

nature of the younger population may imply an external

origin.

3.2. Cluster Merger

A merger scenario has been proposed to explain the

inverse radial distributions between 1P and 2P stars in

GCs by many observational and theoretical studies (e.g.,

Carretta et al. 2010; Hong et al. 2017). Mergers between

two clusters occur only when their relative velocities are

smaller than (or of the same order of magnitude as) their

velocity dispersions. Two clusters will be more likely

to have a sufficiently low relative velocity to merge if

they formed in a small dwarf galaxy like the MCs or the

same molecular cloud (Gavagnin et al. 2016). There-

fore, we consider that the younger sequence in NGC

1783 may originate from accretion of the other small,

younger stellar system. Hong et al. (2017) confirmed,

using numerical simulations, that the minor merger sce-

nario reproduces the observed inverse radial trends of

younger generations in NGC 411 and NGC 1806. More-

over, their younger stellar population from the merger

scenario exhibited noticeable velocity anisotropy and ro-

tational features.

We simulated two minor merger events and investi-

gated the resulting observational characteristics, includ-

ing the radial distributions and kinematic properties.

We simulated two clusters, marked as cluster 1 and clus-

ter 2, with masses of 3×104 M⊙ and 6×103 M⊙, respec-

tively. The model clusters contain 50,000 and 10,000

stars, respectively, and their half-mass radii are 7 pc

and 3 pc, adopting the cluster mass – half-mass radius

at birth time from Marks & Kroupa (2012). To avoid

unbearable computational costs while keeping the goal

of reproducing the main observations, we used such pa-

rameters and, at the same time, ignored the tidal fields

and primordial binary stars during the simulation4.

4 Executing this simulation on our server, equipped with two In-
tel Xeon processors with 40 cores and 80 threads, totally takes
approximately five months.

The initial relative position of cluster 1 with respect

to cluster 2 is (−20, −20, 20) pc. The subsequent evo-

lutionary time starts from such initial geometry. Conse-

quently, quite some time is required for the two clusters

to approach each other and begin the actual merging

process. We conducted two particular simulations of

the merger scenario by varying the initial relative ve-

locities between cluster 1 and cluster 2: (1) A head-on

merger: setting the initial relative velocity to be zero.

In this case, cluster 2 will rapidly fall into the center

of cluster 1, as in Figure 5(a). Therefore, most stars

from cluster 2 are less likely to spread throughout the

outer region of the original cluster. (2) A spiral merger

scenario: setting the initial velocity vector of cluster 2

relative to cluster 1 to be (1, 1, 1) km s−1, with the vz
component oriented perpendicularly to the line connect-

ing their centers. Cluster 2 merges with cluster 1 along

a spiral path, as shown in Figure 5(b). In this case, the

stars of cluster 2 predominantly orbit the periphery of

cluster 1, leading to a significant increase in the core ra-

dius of the final merged cluster compared with that of

the stand-alone cluster 1 (evolving independently). The

accreted stars exhibit a prolonged period of less segre-

gation in their spatial distribution. Particularly during

the early stages of the merger, this inverse spatial dis-

tribution is considerably more significant than observed

for NGC 1783, leading to a misinterpretation as a dis-

tribution of field stars. In Figure 6(a), the spiral merger

model at the evolutionary timescale of 1.0 Gyr repro-

duces a similar inverse radial distribution found in the

observations. Complete spatial mixing of both clusters

will be reached once the whole cluster has undergone

significant dynamical evolution. NGC 1783 is also one

of the clusters with the largest core radii (rc = 35.56 arc-

sec ≃ 8.53 pc in our study) compared to its counterparts

with similar total masses and ages (Rubele et al. 2013;

Mohandasan et al. 2024). The inverse radial distribu-

tion of younger stars and the large core radius suggest

the possibility of a past merger event occurred in NGC

1783.

We then explore the possibility of using the observed

kinematic data to constrain the merger event further.

We define σ̂tan and σ̂rad as the proper motion disper-

sions in the radial and tangential directions with respect

to the cluster center, respectively. If the stellar motion

is isotropic, the dispersions in these two orthogonal di-

rections should be nearly equal, with the deviation from

isotropy (σ̂tan/σ̂rad−1) approaching zero. As Hong et al.

(2017) found, younger, accreted stars would exhibit a

notable velocity anisotropy in a minor merger event. In

our spiral merger model, we investigated the deviation

from isotropy as a function of radial distance. During
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Figure 5. (a) In the head-on merger model: Relative positions of visible stars in cluster 1 (gray shades) and cluster 2 (blue
dots) at different evolutionary timescales with respect to the cluster center. (b) As panel (a), but for the spiral merger model.
Cluster 2 has been accreted by cluster 1 along an inward spiral path.

the short initial stage of the merger event, the accreted

stars exhibit a pronounced radial anisotropy in the outer

periphery of cluster 1. This radial velocity anisotropy

is long-lasting and gradually diminishes. At ∼1.0 Gyr,

the dissipation of the radial velocity anisotropy and the

existence of an inverse spatial distribution of accreted

stars are consistent with our observational findings, as

shown in Figure 6.

3.3. The limitations of models

The current simulation of the merger of two

star clusters is rather qualitative. The mass ratio

(Mcluster 2/Mcluster 1 ∼20%) employed in our merger sim-

ulation is relatively high. We note that if reducing

the initial mass of cluster 2 to achieve a mass ratio of

∼10%, the timescale (∼1.0 Gyr) exhibiting similar ob-

servational features with NGC 1783 discussed in Section

3.2 decreases to ∼600 Myr. As such, one should be cau-

tious when extrapolating our results to NGC 1783-like

clusters. If cluster 1 were assumed to mimic NGC 1783,

one would expect that the merger should eventually ex-

hibit the current observational characteristics; however,

the timescale involved would be different then.

Here, we take a brief estimation of this timescale. The

dynamical evolution of the merger system from initi-

ation to the final stable spheroidal symmetry depends

on violent relaxation and phase mixing processes, the

timescales of which are generally dependent on the cross-

ing time given by

tcross =
2R

v
=

2R√
GM/R

∝ R3/2M−1/2. (2)

Where R represents the size of the star cluster, typi-

cally the tidal radius. Increasing the mass of cluster

1 to the mass of NGC 1783-like (and consequently re-

ducing the mass ratio between cluster 1 and cluster 2)

would accelerate the merger process. However, as the

mass of cluster 1 increases, if the relative initial veloci-

ties of cluster 2 remain constant, it tends to fall towards

the central region of cluster 1, thereby failing to repro-

duce the observed spatial distribution of younger pop-

ulation stars. Therefore, the initial velocity of cluster

2 needs to be higher accordingly, which will, in turn,

raise the merging timescale. We expect that increasing

the mass of Cluster 1 and raising the initial velocity of

Cluster 2 relative to Cluster 1 will lead to a change of

timescale in the range of several hundred million years.

More realistic simulation requires a significant increase

in computing power, and this will be addressed in future

works.

For clarity, this study has assumed no tidal field from

the Milky Way Galaxy and the LMC. NGC 1783 is sit-
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Figure 6. In the spiral merger model at the evolutionary
timescale of 1.0 Gyr: (a) Cumulative radial distributions of
visible bright stars in cluster 1 (black dashed line) and cluster
2 (blue solid line); (b) Deviation from tangential-to-radial
isotropy (σ̂tan/σ̂rad − 1) of visible bright stars in cluster 2
(blue diamonds) and younger stars in NGC 1783 (orange
squares).

uated in the LMC, and LMC is approximately 50 kpc

away from the Galactic Center. First of all, the impact

of the tidal field from the Milky Way on the cluster can

be neglected at this distance. Moreover, the impact of

the LMC tidal field on NGC 1783 is not known, although

the projected distance between the cluster and the LMC

center can be measured. To estimate the impact of the

LMC field on NGC 1783, we assume that LMC is a point

mass and the cluster is situated at a fixed distance. We

calculate the ratio between the tidal force of LMC acting

on the cluster and the gravitational force exerted by the

LMC, obtaining a maximum value of ∼0.02. Therefore,

the LMC’s gravitational potential plays a minor role in

the merger process, but may have subtle effects on the

secular dynamical evolution of the merged system.

In general, low-mass stars in the outer regions of the

cluster tend to acquire larger velocities and are more

likely to be stripped away from the cluster. For the spa-

tial distribution of BSSs in the central region (within

∼ 0.5rt) of the simulated NGC 1783-like cluster model,

the influence of the LMC tidal field appears to be lim-

ited. Therefore, we expect that the inclusion of an exter-

nal tidal field would enhance the mass segregation effect

of BSSs, thereby providing additional evidence against

the hypothesis that all observed young population stars

are composed exclusively of BSSs.

Considering the impact of LMC’s tidal fields on the

secular evolution of the system, more complicated sim-

ulations involving fine-tuning parameters describing the

merger will be needed, which is outside the scope of the

current paper. With the condition that the tidal field

due to LMC is minor and is therefore neglected, the

young stellar populations in NGC 1783 can be produced

through external mergers.

4. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this work, we report that NGC 1783 harbors gen-

uine younger population stars and discuss their origin

by comparing observational characteristics with N -body

simulations. The main results of the current study

clearly indicate that one should be cautious when cat-

egorizing stars as field stars solely based on their spa-

tial distribution. Due to external accretion, some stars

kinematically associated with clusters might mistakenly

be classified as field stars. Particularly for clusters like

NGC 1783 with large cores, the limited field of view of

the HST can sometimes give the superficial impression

that member stars are uniformly distributed in space.

Although the spatial distribution of this younger stellar

population in NGC 1783 is less centrally concentrated

than the bulk population, it still exhibits noticeable dif-

ferences from that of field stars (Li et al. 2016b). Their

cumulative radial distribution is significantly more con-

vex than a quadratic function representing field stars in

Figure 3(b).

The current study leads to the following conclusions:

(1) The detected younger stellar population in L16 are

genuine cluster members. These younger stars are

less centrally concentrated than the bulk popula-

tion RGB and RC stars.

(2) The possibility that all these younger stars are

BSSs formed through binary interactions can be

ruled out.

(3) NGC 1783 might have undergone accretion involv-

ing the external, low-mass stellar system (includ-

ing star clusters, stellar streams, and stellar associ-

ations), resulting in a mixture of external younger

stars and BSSs from the older bulk population in

the CMD. This confirms a minor merger scenario

as proposed by Hong et al. (2017).

Considering the very active star formation in the MCs,

we can further speculate that a considerable number of

star clusters may have undergone similar accretion, some
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of which may still keep signatures of such processes.

This could partly explain why Mohandasan et al. (2024)

did not find any significant correlation between binary

stars and BSSs in these clusters. In fact, both LMC and

SMC host numerous binary (and multiple) star clusters

being physically associated (Bhatia & Hatzidimitriou

1988; Hatzidimitriou & Bhatia 1990). Many massive

clusters, like NGC 1783, have experienced accretion and

eventually became more massive than birth times. For

NGC 1783, the age difference between the younger pop-

ulation and the main body is too large to be originated

from native matters, contradicting the classical theo-

retical formation model of gravitationally bound binary

clusters through the splitting of the parent cloud. If

star clusters form in groups (Star Cluster Groups) in-

side giant molecular clouds, the likelihood of tidal cap-

ture forming binary clusters is significantly high due to

the relatively high density of clusters there (see, e.g.

Leon et al. 1999; Mackey & Broby Nielsen 2007, and

references therein). Consequently, mergers are likely to

be prevalent phenomenons, with many clusters compet-

itively engulfing surrounding smaller stellar systems at

their inception (e.g. Fujii et al. 2012; Vázquez-Semadeni

et al. 2017; Smilgys & Bonnell 2017; Howard et al. 2018;

Grudić et al. 2018; Chen et al. 2021; Dobbs et al. 2022;

Karam & Sills 2023). However, these simulations only

address the mergers of smaller clusters or subclusters

forming nearly simultaneously within isolated molecu-

lar clouds. More simulations are needed to investigate

the frequency of tidal capture forming massive clusters

between systems with very different ages and masses

(e.g. NGC 1835 in Giusti et al. 2023) in large molecular

complexes.

Further investigation into newly formed clusters and

their environments can significantly enhance our under-

standing of how star clusters form and evolve in star-

burst galaxies.
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