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ABSTRACT

No progenitor of a Type Ia supernova is known, but in old population early-type galaxies, one
may find SN Ia associated with globular clusters, yielding a population age and metallicity. It also
provides insight into the formation path and the SN enhancement rate in globular clusters. We sought
to find such associations and identified SN 2019ein to be within the ground-based optical positional
uncertainty of a globular cluster candidate within the early-type galaxy NGC 5353 at D ~ 30 Mpc. We
reduced the positional uncertainties by obtaining Hubble Space Telescope images with the Advanced
Camera for Surveys, using filters F475W and F814W and obtained in June 2020. We find that the
globular cluster candidate has a magnitude, color, and angular extent that are consistent with it being
a typical globular cluster. The separation between the globular cluster and SN 2019ein is 0.43”, or
59 pc in projection. The chance occurrence with a random globular cluster is ~ 3%, favoring but not
proving an association. If the SN progenitor originated in the globular cluster, one scenario is that
SN 2019ein was previously a double degenerate white dwarf binary that was dynamically ejected from
the globular cluster and exploded within 10 Myr; models do not predict this to be common. Another,
but less likely scenario is where the progenitor remained bound to the globular cluster, allowing the

double degenerate binary to inspiral on a much longer timescale before producing a SN.

Keywords: Type la supernovae, Globular star clusters, Elliptical galaxies

1. INTRODUCTION

Type Ia SNe have become special objects in astron-
omy, partly because of their central role as standard
candles that are visible at cosmological distances. It
was with these objects that the acceleration of the uni-
verse was first detected and they will play an important
role in accurately measuring the acceleration parameters
over cosmological time. This greater accuracy requires
not only a large number of supernovae, but a good un-
derstanding of the supernova event. However, Ia pro-
genitors have not been identified nor is the exact model
leading to the explosion understood (e.g., Maoz et al.
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2014; Branch & Wheeler 2017; Soker 2019; Liu et al.
2023).

There is agreement that SN Ia occurs from binary
systems where one or both stars are white dwarfs (the
single-degenerate, SD, or the double-degenerate, DD
models). There are several subclasses of SN Ia, as seen
in a peak magnitude vs decline rate plot (Taubenberger
2017), but about 70% of SNIa are homogeneous in that
there is an excellent relationship between the width of
the light curve and the peak optical luminosity (Phillips
et al. 1999), making them suitable as standard candles.

Despite intense study of “normal” SN Ia, we are not
certain of the likely progenitor system or the particular
explosion scenario. There is no detection of the progen-
itor systems or of a post-SN surviving binary, even for
some of the nearer galaxies. For the explosion mech-
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anism, the “classical” models posited that the mass of
the white dwarf (WD) is pushed over the Chandrasekhar
limit, either from Roche Lobe overflow from a star (SD),
or through accretion from a companion WD (DD). Both
situations probably occur, but it is unclear if either can
produce the most normal SN Ia. There are issues with
each channel, such as for the SD case, where the accre-
tion should be visible in X-rays, but too few such soft
X-ray emitters are detected (Gilfanov & Bogdédn 2010).

Another model that has received broad attention is
where the WD has a sub-Chandrasekhar mass of ~ 1.0
Mg (e.g., Shen et al. 2018). The WD accretes He from a
companion, such as a He star or He WD, and when the
He mass shell grows to ~ 0.02 M), a He-shell detonation
event occurs. This first detonation compresses the car-
bon core of the WD, causing a second detonation that is
responsible for the SN Ta. There are variations on this
double-detonation model such as involving violet merg-
ers, for example (see Liu et al. 2023 for a comprehensive
review).

A prerequisite for the formation of a close binary that
may become a SN Ia is that the two stars have a small
enough separation that they interact through a common
envelope or Roche Lobe mass transfer. This separation
should be less than ~ 1 AU, which is the approximate
radius of a 1-3 Mg during the AGB stage. However,
most binary stars of types F to G in the Solar neighbor-
hood have a typical separation of ~ 30 AU (Duquennoy
& Mayor 1991), so very few become close enough to
interact through mass exchange. Any mechanism that
can reduce the separation of binary stars will increase
the SN Ia rate. Binary-binary encounters can shrink the
orbital separation, but the only systems with dynami-
cal relaxation times less than a Hubble time are dense
stellar clusters (Shara & Hurley 2002), such as globular
clusters (GC).

One might think that the observation that SN Ia is
seen in early-type galaxies proves that they occur in old
populations. However, there is a small amount of star
formation in early-type galaxies and the small number
of A and F stars may be responsible for some SN Ia.
There are a few examples where this is the case, such as
SN 1994d in NGC 4526, where it occurs on the edge of a
rather modest disk of gas and dust (Kokusho et al. 2017;
Nyland et al. 2017). Such disks are not terribly uncom-
mon in early-type galaxies and Washabaugh & Bregman
(2013) find that about 1/3 of SN Ia’s are clearly associ-
ated with an extinction region, such as a disk. Even in
cases where a SN Ia occurred in a nearby galaxy, such
as the event in M 101 (SN 2011fe; D = 6.9 Mpc), the
progenitor is not visible in the many HST observations

during the years leading to the event (Li et al. 2011;
Bloom et al. 2012).

One can avoid confusing these young SN Ia with older
ones when the SN lies in a globular cluster. Nearly all
globular clusters are older than 3 Gyr and it is easy to
identify the small fraction of globular clusters that are
younger. Most globular cluster stars have nearly the
same age and approximately the same [Fe/H]. Knowing
progenitor properties, such as the age and [Fe/H], places
important constraints on models (Kobayashi et al. 1998;
Pfahl et al. 2009), thereby restricting the possible pa-
rameter space (e.g., Timmes et al. 2003; Scalzo et al.
2019. Showing that a SN Ia occurred in a globular clus-
ter would be definitive support for the double degenerate
path.

The rate of low-mass X-ray binaries (usually a star or-
biting a neutron star) is enhanced in globular clusters by
a factor of about 200 (discussion in Washabaugh & Breg-
man 2013). If this enhancement were to apply to double
white dwarf binaries, it might imply a similar enhance-
ment for the SN Ia rate. This possibility motivated two
studies that investigated the association between GCs
and SN Ia by examining archival HST imaging data of
nearby early-type galaxies in which SN Ia events oc-
curred in the past few decades (Voss & Nelemans 2012;
Washabaugh & Bregman 2013). This is only possible
for galaxies within ~ 30 Mpc, so that a modest depth
HST image would detect globular clusters. The images
were taken for other purposes before the SN event or
a few years after the event, when the SN faded below
the magnitudes of globular clusters. Many of the events
lacked any HST images, and for the existing images,
there was a strong bias toward coverage of the inner
part of the galaxy. There were challenges with working
with images of the inner parts of galaxies: the surface
brightness can be high, making it difficult to detect GCs;
and there are many GCs in the inner part of galaxies,
leading to frequent chance coincidences. Of the SN Ia
events examined, there are some ambiguous cases (low
S/N; high probability of chance coincidence) but nei-
ther study found a single definitive case of an associa-
tion between a GC and a SN Ia. Both studies concluded
that the enhancement rate for GCs producing SN Ia was
< 50, compared to the field star production rate. There
is also the possibility that the SN Ia progenitor was cre-
ated in the globular cluster but ejected from it before
the SN Ia event occurred (considered in §4).

Here we seek to identify any recent SN Ia with globular
clusters in nearby galaxies (D < 30 Mpc), preferably
with a pre-SN HST image, so that one can determine if
a globular cluster candidate is close to the SN. There are
generally fewer than one such event per year. There are
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Figure 1. The HST/ACS/F814W image of the region
around SN 2019ein, taken in Jun 2020, with the globular
cluster candidate and the supernova marked; the center of
NGC 5353 is to the NW. The globular cluster candidate is
larger than the point spread function, which is typical for an
average globular cluster at this distance.

additional considerations, such as avoiding the central
region where the density of globular clusters is high,
which can lead to false positives.

An ideal case is found with SN 2019ein, in the early-
type system NGC 5353 (D = 27.8 Mpc), and far enough
from the center (5.5 kpc) that the projected density of
globular clusters is not high. An HST image of NGC
5353, including the location of SN 2019ein. was obtained
four years before the SN event (WFC3 IR, F110W). Tt
showed a globular cluster candidate that was within 1”
of SN 2019ein, the uncertainty mainly due to the posi-
tional error in the ground-based images. However, 1"
corresponds to 135 pc, which is much larger than the
typical size of a globular cluster (< 20 pc, or 0.15”). One
can improve greatly on the position of the SN relative
to the globular cluster by obtaining an image containing
SN 2019ein. A set of optical images (ACS F475W and
F814W) was obtained in June 2020, when SN 2019ein
was easily visible but not vastly brighter than the globu-
lar cluster counterpart. Here, we report on the observa-
tions and discuss the conditions under which SN 2019ein
could be related to the potential globular cluster.

2. OBSERVATIONS

SN 2019ein was discovered on 1 May 2019 (by the AT-
LAS program; Smith et al. 2019) with a brightness of
13.9 mag and lies about 5.5 kpc (40”) from the center
of NGC 5353. It has since been observed many times
for both photometry and spectroscopy (Kawabata et al.
2020a), so the type is well-established as Type Ia. The
light curve for a typical SN Ia (Graham et al. 2017;
Scalzo et al. 2019) predicted that SN 2019ein would be
easily visible with HST imaging through 2020. It was

observed through program 16047 with both the F475W
and F814W filters on the ACS/WFC. The first observ-
ing attempt, in March 2020, failed due to an inability to
lock on to a suitable guide star, but this issue was re-
solved in a successful set of observations on June 8, 2020.
The target was positioned toward the end of the camera
so that a subarray could be used, thereby improving the
efficiency and minimizing the charge transfer efficiency
(CTE) issue (using the WFC1-CTE aperture). A two-
point linear dithering pattern was used, with a small
step that improved the PSF. Excellent images were ob-
tained in the two filters, each with an exposure time of
1064 sec.

In addition to these two observations, there was
an archival IR observation of the field containing SN
2019ein, obtained prior to the SN. This observation was
obtained on December 19, 2015 with the F110W on the
Wide Field Camera 3 (WFC3/IR), with an exposure
time of 1997 sec. We used this image to originally iden-
tify the possible association of SN 2019ein with a glob-
ular cluster candidate. This observation suggested an
object that is not a point source and has a F110W mag-
nitude of 23.73.

For the June 2020 images, standard data process-
ing was used. In particular, we analyzed the cali-
brated, geometrically-corrected, dither-combined image
(created by AstroDrizzle), along with the CTE correc-
tion (the drc.fits image). From the images, we obtained
relative positions, magnitudes, and shapes for compari-
son with the PSF. Without correcting the image coor-
dinates to the GAIA data, the center of the globular
cluster candidate is RA, DEC (J2000) = 13:53:29.141,
+40:16:31.71, and SN 2019ein lies 0.43” to the SW (at
RA, DEC of 13:53:29.202, +40:16:29.55).

For the globular cluster candidate, m(g) = 25.64
£0.10, m(F814W) = 24.01 £0.1, and m(F110W) =
23.72 £0.04 (note that the F110W filter is known as
Wide YJ, with a center at 1.153 pm). Galactic ex-
tinction is modest at this high Galactic latitude (b =
71.63°), with A(g) = 0.042, A(F814W) = 0.02, and
A(F110W) = 0.011. The colors of the globular clus-
ter, uncorrected for extinction are m(g) - m(F814W) =
1.63 £ 0.12 and m(F814W) - m(F110W) = 0.29. For
a distance of 27.8 Mpc, m-M = 32.22, so the abso-
lute magnitudes, corrected for extinction are M(g) =
-6.62+0.10, M(F814W) = -8.23+0.10, and M(F110W)
= -8.51+0.04, with colors m(g) - m(F814W) = 1.61 +
0.13 and m(F814W) - m(F110W) = 0.28 = 0.11. These
are the statistical magnitude uncertainties, but there
is also about a 10% uncertainty in the distance, which
should be considered. For example, some distances are
greater by 0.45 magnitudes (the Extragalactic Distance
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Database Tully et al. 2009). Then, the globular cluster
candidate would be M(F814W) = -8.68, one magnitude
brighter than the typical peak, but well within the dis-
tribution (Harris et al. 2014). For the larger distance,
the angular to linear sizes increase by 23%.

The observed magnitudes of SN 2019ein on June
8, 2020 was m(F475W) = m(g) = 22.61+£0.06 and
m(F814W) = 22.51£0.06 (the F814W filter is referred
to as Broad I, and is approximately equivalent to John-
son I for objects of this color). The color is m(g) -
m(F814W) = 0.10£0.08, or corrected for extinction,
0.084+0.08. The magnitudes of SN 2019ein decline are
approximately those expected for a SN Ia, relative to
earlier observations (Xi et al. 2022).

3. THE GLOBULAR CLUSTER CANDIDATE AND
THE ASSOCIATION WITH SN 2019EIN

The globular cluster candidate is too faint to obtain a
spectrum, so we consider its properties from its absolute
magnitude, colors, and whether it is extended beyond
the ACS point spread function. The absolute magni-
tude, M(F814W) = -8.23 (-8.68 for the longer distance;
logL,/Lg = 4.95, 5.13 respectively), which can be com-
pared to the turnover magnitude and color of a globular
cluster population in an early type galaxy. The turnover
magnitude rises with increasing galaxy luminosity (Har-
ris et al. 2014), and for the luminosity of NGC 5353,
the turnover luminosity is M(F814W) ~ —8.4, which is
close to that for M87 of M(F814W) = -8.56 (Peng et al.
2009); the width of these distributions is ~ 1.3 mag.
Thus the absolute magnitude of the globular cluster can-
didate is near the turnover in the luminosity function
and and within the width of the distribution for either
choice of distance to NGC 5353. Also, the color M(g)
- M(F814W) = 1.61 is typical for an average globular
cluster, where the observed range is 1-2.3 (e.g., Harris
et al. 2016). This color is at the location where the con-
tributions from an old and young population are similar
(Harris et al. 2014).

A typical globular cluster half-light radius is ~ 3 pc
(0.02" at the distance of NGC 5353), so the inner part of
a cluster would be unresolved to the ACS. However, the
tidal radius is often an order of magnitude larger (e.g.,
Moreno et al. 2014), so for globular clusters in a galaxy
at the distance of NGC 5353, they are more extended
than point sources. We can see that the globular clus-
ter candidate has a FWHM about twice that of a point
source, such as the nearby supernova. This is consistent
with the departure from a point source that is expected
for a globular cluster at this distance, but the S/N is
not adequate to determine a value for the half-light ra-
dius. There is a hint of an extension of light to the SE,

but it is of a low statistical significance. The magnitude,
color, and angular size are all consistent with an average
globular cluster in NGC 5353.

We considered the chance probability that the globu-
lar cluster candidate is a background galaxy and find
that unlikely. For its m(814W) value, the sky den-
sity of objects is about 20-30 arcmin=2, based on the
Hubble Ultra Deep Field observations (Beckwith et al.
2006). The chance of finding any object within 0.5” of
SN2019ein is about 1/600. This chance probability rate
decreases when we include the constraints that it have
the observed color, that it has a small projected an-
gular size that is consistent with being spherical. These
considerations would reduce the chance that it is a back-
ground galaxy to well below 0.1%.

The number of globular clusters in a galaxy is corre-
lated with the luminosity of the system (e.g., Eadie et al.
2022), although there is scatter at a given stellar mass
of the galaxy. From the compilations of globular cluster
number vs stellar mass, or absolute IR magnitude (Eadie
et al. 2022), we estimate the number of of globular clus-
ters to be = 500 in NGC 5353, using its near IR magni-
tude (H = -24.50). The globular cluster radial distribu-
tion approximately follows the galaxy surface brightness.
This distribution was fit to other early-type galaxies us-
ing a beta model, where the projected number density of
globular clusters follows N (1) = No[l + (r/r,)?] 38405
and with an average value of 8 = 0.6 (Forbes et al. 2012).
The normalization Ny is chosen so that the total inte-
grated number of globular clusters is 500, or Ny = 5.76
globular clusters per arcsec?. We use r. = 500 pc, but
the results are not very sensitive to this value as long
as it lies within the range of observed values. At the
location of SN 2019ein, we calculate that N = 0.043 gc
arcsec 2. The circular area defined by the separation
between the globular cluster candidate and SN 2019ein
is 0.58 arcsec?, so the number of globular clusters within
that circle is 0.025. That is, there is a probability of
associating the supernova with the globular cluster can-
didate of about 3%.

We can check the projected number density by count-
ing the number of globular cluster candidates at the
same separation from the center of NGC 5353, but on
the mirror side of the major axis. We did this within a
10” radius and identified all objects that were more ex-
tended than the PSF but were not obviously a much
larger background galaxy. There were 15 objects in
that circle that fit the above criteria and also had a
m(F475W) - m(F814W) color in the range found for
globular clusters. This leads to a projected density of
0.048 gc arcsec™2, which is close to the above result. We
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conclude that it is likely, but not certain for SN 2019ein
to be associated with the globular cluster candidate.

4. INTERPRETATION AND DISCUSSION
4.1. Is SN2019ien Bound to the Globular Cluster?

If SN 2019ein is not physically associated with the
globular cluster candidate, there is no need for an inter-
pretation of the observational result. In the following,
we consider the implications that result if SN 2019ein
is or was associated with the globular cluster candidate,
which we will assume is a globular cluster in NGC 5353.

An important issue is how far from the globular cluster
can a star still be gravitationally bound. This requires
that we know the tidal radius of the globular cluster. To
accurately make this calculation, one needs to know the
orbital parameters of the globular cluster, its mass and
half-light radius, as well as the axisymmetric and non-
axisymmetric potential components of NGC 5353. We
lack nearly all of this information, and the only galaxy
in which tidal radii have been calculated for individual
globular clusters is in the Milky Way (Moreno et al.
2014). From this work, and for globular clusters not
near the center of the Milky Way (r > 3 kpc) the typical
tidal radius is 20-100 pc, with a median value of about
40 pc. This can be compared to the projected separa-
tion of SN 2019ein to the globular cluster of 59 pc. This
represents the minimum separation as the true physical
separation is larger by a factor of 1/sin(i), where ¢ is the
angle between our line of sight and a vector connecting
the globular cluster and SN 2019ein. The average cor-
rection for a large number of randomly oriented vectors
would raise the separation to ~ 100 pc. These estimates
suggest that SN 2019ein probably does not lie within the
tidal radius of the globular cluster candidate, but with-
out orbital information, this is not a strong conclusion.

4.2. Theoretical and Observational Constraints on the
WD Binary System

The condition that a SN Ia progenitor be ejected (or
nearly ejected) from a globular cluster places very par-
ticular conditions on the nature of the WD binary. For
this discussion, we assume that the globular cluster has
evolved so that the “burning” of black hole binaries is
mostly complete and that the burning of WD binaries is
occurring. The interactions between hard binaries can
lead to an increase in the orbital velocity through the
globular cluster, at the expense of the orbital velocity of
the secondary around the primary. When this velocity
increase is comparable to or greater than the velocity
dispersion of the cluster, the hard binary is cast out of
the core if not the entire cluster. This is the mechanism

by which black holes are ejected from globular clusters
(e.g., Aarseth 2012; Kremer et al. 2020).

The ejection of WD binaries occurs less frequently be-
cause the internal binary velocities are lower (Kremer
et al. 2021). For example, a binary between a WD and
the He core of a star has a typical orbital velocity of 30
km s~!, but the transfer to the orbital motion of the
binary through the cluster is at the ~ 10% level. This
would not lead to a significant increase in the semi-major
axis of the orbit of the binary through the GC. The situ-
ation is more favorable for a WD-WD binary, where the
internal orbital velocity is < 120 km s~! for two 1 Mg
WD. The velocity added to the orbital velocity through
the globular cluster might occasionally send the binary
far from the core. This is the only scenario that would
be consistent with the observed situation for SN2019ein.
The possible SNe mechanisms are for the merger of the
two WD, or for accretion from the secondary onto the
primary, followed by a double detonation event.

The analysis of the observations of SN2019ein further
limits the possibilities for the WD binary and the nature
of the explosion. From light curves and spectra taken in
the first year (Kawabata et al. 2020b), SN2019ein seems
normal and consistent with the 1D delayed detonation
model, although they also consider a sub-Chandrasekhar
mass WD model to be viable. A spectropolarimetry ef-
fort found very low optical polarization (Patra et al.
2022), 0-0.3%, in the first month after the explosion,
which rules out significant departures from spherical
symmetry. They argue that this is evidence against the
merger-induced and double-detonation models. From
a longer timeline of photometric and spectroscopic ob-
servations (3-330 days), Xi et al. (2022) show that
SN2019ein is about 40% fainter than a normal SNe Ia,
with a correspondingly lower nickel mass. They argue
that a double-detonation mechanism was responsible,
with a WD mass of Mywp =~ 1My, and a low mass
He shell (0.01 My). For consistency with the above dy-
namical argument, the secondary could be a He WD
and the primary would be a sub-Chandrasekhar mass
WD. Then, the SNe occurs through the double detona-
tion model (this is not the only possibility; see Liu et al.
2023).

4.3. The Last 10 Myr Before SN2019¢in

The picture outlined above is that there was a binary-
binary interaction that led the SN2019ein progenitor to
escape the core before becoming a SNe. This implies a
delay time between the dual binary interaction and the
SNe. For a characteristic kick velocity of 30 km s~!, the
time needed to reach the position of the SNe is ~ 3 —
10 (v/30 km s~1)~1 Myr. So, after the binary interaction
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the secondary WD did not quite fill its Roche Lobe, but
had to inspiral until it was close enough to initiate mass
transfer or merge. The inspiral time distribution for
ejected WD binaries was calculated by Kremer et al.
(2020), who find that about 10% of such objects have
merger times less than 10 Myr. The mass transfer time
to build up 0.01 Mg of He on the surface of the primary
WD is somewhat shorter, typically 1-2 Myr.

5. SUMMARY

A SN Ia, SN 2019ein, was found to lie close to a globu-
lar cluster candidate in the early-type galaxy NGC 5353,
based on a pre-SN near-infrared image with the WFC
on HST. In our subsequent program with the ACS taken
in June 2020, both the F475W and F814W images show
SN 2019, which is separated from the globular cluster
candidate by 0.43” (59 pc). The color, magnitude, and
angular extent of the globular cluster candidate is consis-
tent with being an average globular cluster in an early-
type galaxy. The chance coincidence of SN 2019ein with
a globular cluster 5.5 kpc from the center of NGC 5353
is approximately 3%, so a true association between the
two objects appears likely (but not definitive).

Assuming that SN 2019ein is or was physically as-
sociated with the globular cluster, it would probably be
unbound from the globular cluster, given the separation.
In the case that it was previously bound to the globular
cluster core, there would have been an ejection of a dou-
ble white dwarf binary at ~ 30 km s~'. The WD binary
would then have had to inspiral within about 10 Myr
of the ejection event to either merge or produce Roche
lobe overflow of He onto the sub-Chandrasekhar mass
WD. This would be a rare but possible event, based on
the fraction of WD binary ejections and the relatively
short inspiral time required (Kremer et al. 2021), but
see Ivanova et al. 2006 for a higher rate). Less likely
but not completely ruled out, due to lack of dynamical
information, is a scenario where the double degenerate
binary remained bound to the globular cluster. This
would permit inspiral times to be much greater than 10
Mpc. We note that an association of SN 2019ein with a
globular cluster is consistent with the limits on the SN
Ia enhancement rates of Voss & Nelemans (2012) and
Washabaugh & Bregman (2013).
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