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ABSTRACT

We present paper IT comprising a 35 arcmin? JWST /NIRCam imaging and wide-field
slitless spectroscopy mosaic centered on J0305—3150, a luminous quasar at z = 6.61.
The F356W grism data reveals 124 [Omm]+Hp emitters at 5.3 < z < 7, 53 of which
constitute a protocluster spanning (10 cMpc)? across 6.5 < z < 6.8. We find no evidence
of any broad-line AGN in individual galaxies or stacking, reporting a median H3 FWHM
of 585 £ 152 km s~!; however, the mass-excitation diagram and “little red dot” color and
compactness criteria suggest that there are a few AGN candidates on the outskirts of the
protocluster. We fit the spectral energy distributions (SEDs) of the [O111] emitters with
Prospector and Bagpipes, and find that none of the SED-derived properties (stellar
mass, age, or star formation rate) correlates with proximity to the quasar. While there is
no correlation between galaxy age and local galaxy density, we find modest correlations
between local galaxy density with increasing stellar mass, decreasing 10-to-100 Myr
star formation rate ratios and decreasing nebular line equivalent widths. We further
find that the protocluster galaxies are consistent with being more massive, older, and
hosting higher star formation rates than the field sample at the 3o level, distributed in a
filamentary structure which supports inside-out formation of the protocluster. There is
modest evidence that galaxy evolution proceeds differently as a function of the density
of local environment within protoclusters during the epoch of reionization, and the
central quasar has little effect on the galaxy properties of the surrounding structure.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Corresponding author: Jackie Champagne Quasars hosting supermassive black holes
jbchampagne@arizona.edu (SMBH) with masses exceeding 10 M, are now
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Universe (Fan et al. 2023), but challenges still
exist in identifying the mechanisms responsible
for their formation and growth. Because they
reside in massive dark matter halos (e.g., Costa
et al. 2014; Zhang et al. 2023), they are the-
oretically expected to trace large-scale galaxy
overdensities, but observations have reached lit-
tle consensus on whether this is routinely the
case (e.g., Kim et al. 2009; Banados et al. 2013;
Mazzucchelli et al. 2017; Ota et al. 2018; Cham-
pagne et al. 2023; Lambert et al. 2024; Rojas-
Ruiz et al. 2024). While previous observations
were typically limited to photometric identifica-
tion of companions and/or observations in small
fields of view, significant variance among quasar
environments is seen even with the best ob-
serving mode available — spectroscopy in wide
fields, now available with JWST mosaics.

Two reionization-era quasar surveys in par-
ticular, EIGER (Matthee et al. 2023a; Kashino
et al. 2022; Eilers et al. 2024) and ASPIRE
(Wang et al. 2023; Yang et al. 2023) have under-
taken grism spectroscopy with JWST /NIRCam
to identify HA+[O111]-emitters at 5.3 < z < 7
in the fields of a total of 31 quasars at 6.0 <
z < 6.9. Several of these fields contain notable
(0ga1 > 5) overdensities of companion galaxies
(Wang et al. in prep, Champagne et al. 2024a,
Wang et al. 2023; Matthee et al. 2023a), but we
are still lacking detailed case studies investigat-
ing these putative protoclusters. A number of
protocluster candidates at z > 5 identified as
serendipitous overdensities in survey fields have
been spectroscopically confirmed with JWST
and investigated in detail (e.g., Morishita et al.
2023; Helton et al. 2023; Sun et al. 2023), but
targeted studies of protoclusters anchored by
quasars are absent from these samples.

To this end, this paper focuses on the quasar
field J0305—3150, which has been exhaustively
studied from optical to submm wavelengths
(Venemans et al. 2013; Farina et al. 2017;
Champagne et al. 2018; Mazzucchelli et al.

2017; Venemans et al. 2019; Meyer et al. 2022;
Wang et al. 2023, Champagne et al. 2024a).
J0305—3150 was originally identified in the
VIKING Survey (Venemans et al. 2013, 2016)
and lies at z = 6.61, containing a ~ 10° Mg
SMBH. Previously known to host LBG and
[C11]-emitter overdensities (Ota et al. 2018; Ven-
emans et al. 2019; Champagne et al. 2023), then
Wang et al. (2023) used Cycle 1 ASPIRE data
to identify 41 galaxies at 5.4 < z < 6.7 in a sin-
gle NIRCam/WFSS pointing of the same field
via the detection of [O111]5007 — given that 21
of these were within Az + 0.2 from the quasar,
the evidence suggested the existence of a proto-
cluster.

Because protoclusters at z > 6 are expected to
span several tens of comoving Mpc (e.g., Chiang
et al. 2017), Paper I of this series (Champagne
et al. 2024a) presented Cycle 2 data consisting
of a 35 arcmin? NIRCam/WFSS mosaic around
J0305—3150 to search for additional members
of the putative protocluster. We found a total
of 124 [Om1] emitters in the expanded mosaic,
with a remarkable 53 members of the structure
spanning the full NIRCam footprint (~ 20 Mpc)
and centered on the quasar redshift. The rich-
ness and spatial clustering of the overdensity
suggests that it is a cluster progenitor similar to
those seen in simulations at least out to z = 4
(e.g., Bassini et al. 2020; Remus et al. 2023), but
observational definitions of “protoclusters” at
high redshift are discrepant and mostly rely on
identifications of overdensities of star-forming
galaxies within some redshift and projected dis-
tance cut (e.g., Herard-Demanche et al. 2023;
Helton et al. 2023; Morishita et al. 2023). Much
is lacking in terms of our knowledge of stellar
mass assembly and galaxy/black hole evolution
within the earliest protoclusters. With spec-
troscopic data in hand and a suite of imaging
from prior studies (Ota et al. 2018; Champagne
et al. 2023) and NIRCam (Wang et al. 2023), we
can investigate in detail the rest-optical proper-
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ties of these galaxies and compare them to the
general field population towards the end of the
epoch of reionization (EoR).

Numerous NIRCam studies have already re-
vealed that the properties of EoR galaxies differ
substantially from lower-redshift galaxy popula-
tions. Some of these results include systemati-
cally lower metallicities (Arellano-Cérdova et al.
2022), younger stellar ages, higher equivalent
width nebular emission lines (Endsley et al.
2023b; Boyett et al. 2024), and smaller rest-
optical sizes (Pérez-Gonzdlez et al. 2023). There
has not yet been a study investigating the im-
pact of the overdense environment on these
quantities in the context of protocluster evo-
lution. Low-redshift clusters are dominated by
massive, red elliptical galaxies (Kravtsov & Bor-
gani 2012), while protoclusters at 2 < z < 4 are
characterized by galaxies with high molecular
gas fractions, elevated dust-obscured star for-
mation, increased rates of mergers and AGN ac-
tivity, and a reversal of the SFR-density relation
(Krishnan et al. 2017; Long et al. 2020; Hill et al.
2020; Champagne et al. 2021; Pérez-Martinez
et al. 2023a; Lemaux et al. 2022). We are still
vitally lacking details on how the progenitors of
the starbursting protocluster archetype evolve
during the epoch of reionization, which we aim
to pilot with the one of the first quasar-anchored
protocluster studies.

Paper I of this series presented the structure
of the QSO-anchored protocluster and the lumi-
nosity function of the [O111] emitters, consider-
ing possible effects of the quasar on the proto-
cluster structure and internal evolution. In this
Paper II, we perform a detailed investigation of
the galaxies in a NIRCam mosaic of the field
of J0305—3150 using a suite of Subaru, JWST
and HST imaging and investigate their star
forming properties via SED fitting and spec-
tral analysis. We compare these to a field con-
trol sample of galaxies at z < 6 from the same
dataset. We describe our dataset and reduction

process with details on our catalog construc-
tion for [O111] emitters and LBGs in §2 and §3.
§4, §85.1 and §5.2 discuss our SED fitting proce-
dures and search for AGN. In §6 we present our
interpretation of the spatial trends within the
protocluster and conclude in §7. Throughout
this paper we assume AB magnitudes and a flat
ACDM cosmology with Hy = 70km s~ Mpc™!,
QA = 07, and QMZOB

2. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA
REDUCTION

2.1. JWST Data

J0305—3150 was observed as part of the Cycle
1 JWST ASPIRE (A SPectroscopic survey of
biased halos In the Reionization Era) program
(GO #2078, PI: F. Wang) which targets 25
z > 6.5 quasars with F356W grism spectroscopy
and F115W/F200W /F356W broadband imag-
ing with NIRCam. More details about the AS-
PIRE survey and its Cycle 2 follow-up obser-
vations can be found in Wang et al. (2023)
and Champagne et al. 2024a (hereafter Paper
I). Followup mosaic observations with the same
setup were performed in Cycle 2 (GO #3325,
PI: F. Wang), constituting 5 additional point-
ings covering a total area of 35.09 arcmin®. Data
reduction, background subtraction, and astro-
metric alignment of the images are all described
in Paper I. That paper also describes the spec-
tral extraction procedure that produces our fi-
nal sample of 124 line emitters. To better con-
strain the SEDs of our target galaxies, we also
include archival imaging from HST and Subaru.

2.2. HST Imaging

We use existing HST data in the field which
was observed with ACS and WFC3 broadband
filters, bracketing the Lyman break at z ~ 6 —7
(GO #15064, PI: C. Casey). J0305—3150 was
observed for one orbit each with ACS F606W
and F814W, and WFC3 F105W, F125W, and
F160W. Details of the data reduction can be
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found in Champagne et al. (2023), which in-
cludes the use of the standard astrodrizzle
pipeline as retrieved from MAST. The data
are resampled to a common pixel scale with
the JWST data at 0.031”/pixel using the
reproject_interp function within the python
package reproject’, which conserves flux using
interpolation, and the astrometry registered to
the NIRCam F356W image.

2.3. Subaru Data

Finally, we used broadband imaging taken
with Subaru Suprime-Cam as part of a program
to map out the environment of J0305—3150
(Ota et al. 2018). Details of the observational
setup and reduction methods can be found in
Ota et al. (2018), who observed J0305—3150 for
128 minutes in 7', 220 minutes in z’, and 380
minutes in NB921 in a total usable area of 697
arcmin®. We use the reduced dataset provided
by K. Ota, who in Ota et al. (2018) matched
all of the broadband data to the point spread
function (PSF) of the i’ filter with a pixel scale
of 0.202" /pixel. We do not use the narrowband
imaging here since the majority of our targets
fall out of the redshift range for which NB921
covers Lya and we do not have the sensitivity
to detect continuum emission with the narrow-
band. The only change we have made to this
data is that the astrometry was re-registered to
the F115W images. We opt not to PSF-match
any of our other images to the Suprime-Cam
data as the NB921 PSF with FWHM 0.91” is
substantially wider than our worst spatial reso-
lution with HST (0.13").

2.4. Point Spread Function Construction

All of the HST and JWST images with PSFs
smaller than that of F356W were PSF-matched
to the filter with the lowest spatial resolution
of our NIRCam dataset (F356W FWHM =~

! https://reproject.readthedocs.io/en/stable/

0.10”). For the three WFC3 bands and the two
Suprime-Cam bands with a wider PSF, we im-
pose an additional encircled energy correction.

We do this first by constructing empirical
point spread functions for each field by stack-
ing stars and point sources in every filter. We
queried the Gaia DR3 catalog and the 2MASS
legacy catalog to find stars but found there
were fewer than 5 non-saturated stars within
the footprint of NIRCam, so we also stacked
the 25 brightest point sources detected with the
photutils version of daophot. We spatially re-
sample these 101x101 pixel cutouts by 10x to
compute any necessary sub-pixel shifts in order
to recenter them. Then we perform background
subtraction, normalize them to the peak value,
and perform a median stack. Each filter was
then convolved with a window function using
astropy (Astropy Collaboration et al. 2022),
specifically convolve_fft to match the empir-
ical PSF to that of F356W, and the final PSF
curve-of-growth shows agreement at < 5% for a
0.32” diameter aperture.

For the three HST /WFCS3 filters with a wider
PSF than NIRCam (i.e., F105W, F125W, and
F160W, all matched to a PSF FWHM ~ 0.13"),
we impose an additional aperture correction as
follows. We followed the same procedure above
to PSF-match F356W to F160W and ran SE++
on the native F356 W detection image, using the
PSF-matched F356W image as a measurement
image. We derive a correction as the ratio of
flux measured in default Kron apertures in the
PSF-matched image to that in the native de-
tection image, which we apply source-by-source
to the WFC3 fluxes in our master catalog. The
median total flux correction for the HST pho-
tometry is 40%.

For the Subaru data, the spatial resolution is
coarse enough that there is significant blending
of sources which are resolved by NIRCam, so
the same type of aperture correction cannot be
applied one-to-one for every source. Instead, for
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the Subaru imaging, we run SourcExtractor++
on the Suprime Cam 2’ image (even though
the i’ image is deeper, our sources should drop
out in ¢’); then, after applying the usual Kron
aperture corrections to this separate catalog, we
match sources to the NIRCam catalogs within
0.5”. Note that we do not perform any deblend-
ing of the Subaru sources because this proved
unnecessary due to the low source density of
high-significance Subaru objects.

2.5. Estimating Noise

To estimate the uncertainty in our catalog
fluxes, we constructed an empirical noise func-
tion as a function of aperture size since the noise
is correlated and thus dependent on the num-
ber of pixels in the aperture (e.g., Finkelstein
et al. 2015). We measured the flux at 1000 po-
sitions distributed across each image (rejecting
any apertures that contain edges, bad pixels,
or real sources based on a preliminary segmen-
tation map) with aperture sizes ranging from
1 to 25 pixels. A summary of all the obser-
vations including the average 50 depth in each
image is provided in Table 1. For individual
sources, the SNR is determined as the interpo-
lated value of the noise function given the area
of the extraction aperture, multiplied by the ra-
tio between the root-mean-square (RMS) value
at the pixel centroid (a measure of the local
background) and the overall RMS (a measure of
the global background), based on the provided
weight maps where RMS = (weight map)~'/2.

3. CATALOG CONSTRUCTION
3.1. Detection Parameters

We ran SourcExtractor++ (SE++) (Bertin
et al. 2020) in dual-image mode using F356W
as the detection image with the respec-
tive weight maps for each filter. The rel-
evant detection parameters are the follow-
ing: DETECT_THRESH = 3.0, Kron parameters

k, Rmin = 1.2, 1.7, DETECT_MINAREA = 10 pix-
els, and PHOT_APERTURES = 12 pixels. We used
the WHT extension as the weight maps for all
measurement images. These Kron parameters
were chosen to maximize the sensitivity to faint
unresolved sources, but we ran SE++ an ad-
ditional time with the default Kron parame-
ters (k, Rmin = 2.5, 3.5) in order to derive an
aperture correction for each source, defined as
the ratio between the custom and default Kron
fluxes in F356W and applied to the photome-
try in every filter. The final photometry and
signal-to-noise ratios are measured in the 0.32”
circular apertures PHOT_APER corrected by the
ratio of the two Kron fluxes. We calculated the
Galactic extinction in each filter by querying the
Schlegel et al. (1998) dust reddening map at the
central position of each image and converting to
Ay using Schlafly & Finkbeiner (2011).

3.2. The [OIII] catalog

Details of the line-search procedure can be
found in Wang et al. (2023) and Paper I. The 50
limiting flux in the deepest part of the mosaic,
assuming a linewidth of 50 A (2% the spectral
resolution), is 1.2x1078ergs™ cm™2. Follow-
ing the extraction procedures in paper I, we here
use a sample of 124 [O111] emitters at 5.3 < z <
7. The protocluster at the redshift of the quasar
consists of 53 galaxies at 6.5 < z < 6.8 (41 of
them are within Az +0.05 from the quasar, but
we include 12 more galaxies that appear to be
spatially associated at slightly lower and higher
redshift; see Paper I for details). We also find
two serendipitous overdensities consisting of 20
galaxies at z = 5.35 — 5.40 and 18 galaxies at
2z = 6.2—6.3. Finally, there are 33 “field” galax-
ies not located in overdensities. An example
image and spectrum of a galaxy in the quasar
protocluster is displayed in Figure 1.

However, not all of these galaxies are covered
by the HST field of view, meaning these only
have 3 bands of NIRCam imaging plus non-
detection bands with Subaru (a full footprint
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Table 1. Details of the observations used for SED fitting.

Instrument Filter FoV  Exposure Time Average Depth Matched PSF FWHM

arcmin? sec mag "

HST/ACS F606W  11.33 5760.0 27.1 0.10
Subaru/HSC i 697.0 7680.0 27.0 0.91
HST/ACS F814W  11.33 5760.0 26.7 0.10
Subaru/HSC z’ 697.0 13200.0 26.5 0.91
HST/WFC3 F105W 4.77 5760.0 26.9 0.13
JWST/NIRCam F115W  35.09 12282.0 27.2 0.10
HST/WFC3 F125W 4.77 5760.0 27.2 0.13
HST/WFC3 F160W 4.77 5760.0 26.8 0.13
JWST/NIRCam F200W  35.09 12282.0 28.0 0.10
JWST/NIRCam F356W  35.09 12282.0 28.3 0.10

hpal “n- S TR ST erezs ]
6"@::Q':',®::©::®_
I¥F105W T F115W I F125W T FI60W-T F200W 1 F356W |

10 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 I 1 I 1 II I I 1 1 1
— | J
I& | 7025, z=6.54 J
=Z s
- O §al '_'J";.n...h 1 d.
M | |
3.2 3.4 3.6 3.8
Aops (nm)
Figure 1. Example cutouts and spectrum for ID7025, a member of the quasar protocluster. Top:

2" x 2" cutouts in each filter from Subaru, HST and JWST, where the red circle denotes the circular aperture
used for photometry. Middle: 2D co-added grism spectrum highlighting the detection of three emission
lines. Bottom: Optimally extracted 1D grism spectrum (green) and error (pink) with the locations of Hf,
[O111]A4959 and [O111]A5007 labeled with thick blue lines.
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of all the observations can be found in Paper I).
While we perform SED fitting for these, their
properties have substantial uncertainties, and
we note where necessary which galaxies’ prop-
erties are not well-constrained.

Rest-frame equivalent widths are measured for
the [Om1] emitters using the [O111] line fluxes
(obtained by integrating the best-fit Gaussian
to the [O111] doublet in the 1D spectrum) and
the F356W broadband photometry with the line
contribution subtracted out. For the LBGs
which are not confirmed in [O111] but have ro-
bust photo-z estimates (see §3.3), we derive an
upper limit on the EW using the 50 limiting line
flux at the location of the LBG in the mosaic
and the observed F356W magnitude.

3.3. The LBG catalog

We use the robust LBGs identified in Paper
I. Champagne et al. (2023) searched for LBGs
in a wide redshift range of Az = 1.5 due to
the coarse sampling of the SED with only HST.
Here we refit their SEDs using EAZY (Bram-
mer et al. 2008) after including the NIRCam
and Subaru photometry. Of the 42 LBGs with
original photometric redshifts 5.9 < z < 7.6,
14 are confirmed [O111] emitters in this sam-
ple, 18 no longer have 2. consistent with the
quasar redshift, and 3 are not detected in the
F356W image. In summary, we include 7 robust
LBGs which have zyhot > 6.4 but do not have
detectable line emission. We hypothesize that
they have lower specific star formation rates
which would result in undetectable [O111] emis-
sion at the ASPIRE flux limit, a consequence of
stochastic star formation histories (discussed in
detail in Paper I). In this study, we incorporate
the 7 robust LBGs with no line identification
when discussing 2D density estimates, but we
do not include them in the spectroscopic analy-
sis.

4. SED FITTING

We perform two sets of spectral energy dis-
tribution (SED) fits to the photometry using
Prospector and Bagpipes, in order to explore
the impact of various parameter assumptions
and priors on the estimates of the physical prop-
erties of interest. In both SED fitting runs, we
impose a minimum 5% error on the photometry,
fitting all Subaru, HST, and JWST photometry
when available, and omitting any bands if the
source is not covered by that observation.

We start with the use of the Bayesian Analy-
sis of Galaxies for Physical Inference and Pa-
rameter EStimation (Bagpipes; Carnall et al.
2018, 2019) SED fitting code. Bagpipes uses
the Bruzual & Charlot (2003) stellar population
models, the MILES spectral library (Falcon-
Barroso et al. 2011), Cloudy nebular emission
models (Ferland et al. 2017) and a Kroupa ini-
tial mass function (IMF)?. We use PyMultinest
(Feroz et al. 2019) to perform the sampling. We
fix the redshift to that derived from [O111]A\5007.
For the star formation history (SFH), we as-
sume a delayed-r model (i.e., SFR o te™¥/7),
allowing 7 to vary within € [0.01, 10] Gyr and ¢
to vary from 10 Myr to the age of the Universe
at the [Om1] redshift. Other free parameters
include the ionization parameter U which is al-
lowed to vary from logU € [—4, —2| with a flat
prior, a Calzetti dust curve with a flat prior on
Ay € 0,3], and ISM metallicity (tied to the
stellar metallicity) with a flat log10 prior rang-
ing from [-2, 0.4]Z.

We also use Prospector (Johnson et al. 2019)
to explore the differences in derived properties.
Prospector is based on the Flexible Stellar
Population Synthesis (FSPS) package (Conroy
et al. 2009) and uses the MIST stellar evolu-
tionary tracks and isochrones (Choi et al. 2016;
Dotter 2016). We use a Chabrier IMF ranging

2 Values of stellar mass and star formation rates are
converted to a Chabrier IMF for comparison with

Prospector.
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Figure 2. SED fits for the spectroscopically confirmed overdensity members that are covered by HST
imaging and are located Av < 1200km/s from the quasar. Best-fit Prospector fits are shown in pink while
Bagpipes fits, both using a parametric delayed-7 star formation history, are shown in green, with shaded
areas indicating the 16th—84th percentiles of the best fit spectra. The blue points are photometry from
Subaru, HST and JWST where the z-errors are the width of the band and the y-errors are the photometric
uncertainties. Inset text shows the galaxy ID, spectroscopic redshift derived from [O111], and best fit stellar
mass, SFR, and stellar population age from our fiducial Prospector run. The x? = X(fops — finodel)/ ngs are
shown in the legend as well.
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Figure 3. SED fits for the spectroscopically confirmed overdensity members that are covered by HST
imaging and are located Av < 1200 km/s from the quasar, but do not have HST photometric coverage. The
plot symbols and colors are the same as in Figure 2. The posterior distributions of the SEDs are substantially
wider since there is poor coverage of the UV and optical continuum. 40/53 of the QSO overdensity members
fall into this category, but they are still included in the analysis here.
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from 1 — 300M, and assume the Inoue et al.
(2014) IGM attenuation model. The redshift is
fixed to the [O111] spectroscopic redshift as with
Bagpipes. We assume an SMC dust curve, al-
lowing 7 € [0.001, 5] with a log uniform prior;
we fix the attenuation so that young stellar
light is not attenuated differently from old stel-
lar light. The ISM metallicity is tied to the
stellar metallicity, with a uniform prior ranging

from log(Z/Z) € [—2.25,0.3]. We place a flat
prior on the ionization parameter ranging from
logU € [—4,—1]. The total mass formed has
a log uniform prior from log(M., /M) € [5,12]
centered on log M, /Mg =9, whose posterior is
later converted to surviving stellar mass. Fol-
lowing Whitler et al. (2022), we ignore the con-
tribution from Lya, which we found has a neg-
ligible effect on the best-fit SED in our initial
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trial runs. Other than Ly, we explicitly fit for
nebular emission including the [O111] doublet.

In Prospector, we employ the delayed-
exponential (delayed-7) SFH as in Bagpipes,
but we ran several tests experimenting with
other forms of SFH priors. We tested the
commonly-used non-parametric SFH with a
continuity prior, for example, but it requires too
many free parameters compared to the number
of data points and none of the galaxy properties
are well-constrained. A constant star formation
history (CSFH) is the simplest model and is ap-
propriate given our sparser wavelength coverage
compared to e.g., JADES or CEERS, but we
opted for the parameterized SFH as it is more
physically motivated in the early Universe than
a constant episode of star formation. Thus, we
allow 7 to vary between 0.1 and 30 with an ini-
tial guess of 1, and the age can vary between 1
Myr and the age of the Universe with a prior
guess of 10 Myr, both of these quantities hav-
ing log uniform priors. The SFRs are based on
the SFH posterior, averaged over 100 Myr of
lookback time.

In the first iterations of our SED fitting, we
noticed that both codes tended to interpret the
F356W excess as a significant Balmer break
rather than strong [O111] emission, leading to
older stellar ages, higher stellar masses, and
lower star formation rates than implied by the
observed strength of the [Or11] lines. With-
out the lever arm of additional long-wavelength
imaging with the medium or broad NIR-
Cam bands, the difference between a Balmer
break and a photometric excess due to nebu-
lar line emission would be unconstrained unless
there was prior knowledge of the emission line
strength (see, e.g., Sarrouh et al. 2024). There-
fore, to take advantage of the information pro-
vided by the WFSS spectra, we defined a top-
hat pseudo-narrowband with a width of 100 A
centered on the [O111] doublet for each galaxy
and fed this to the SED codes by convolving the

observed line flux with our custom narrowband
(we do not include continuum as we are not sen-
sitive to it in the WFSS observations). This
substantially improves the agreement between
the best-fit SED and the observed line ampli-
tudes and EWs without the need for 1) mod-
eling the variable spectral resolution of WFSS
or 2) the often low-SNR continuum when using
spectrophotometric inputs.

Between the two codes, we find that Bagpipes
returns, on average, stellar masses 0.25 dex
higher, SFRs 0.44 dex higher, and ages of 0.07
dex younger than that with Prospector; we
note that there is a strong degeneracy between
the age of the SED and the reported stel-
lar mass as has been noted by other authors
(e.g., Whitler et al. 2022; Endsley et al. 2021).
We also find that Bagpipes and Prospector
tend to disagree in the shape of the rest-optical
continuum due to our poor wavelength cov-
erage beyond rest-frame 0.5 um; particularly,
Prospector fits a number of large Balmer
jumps leading to very young ages for the galax-
ies, but we cannot necessarily rule these solu-
tions out. In the following analysis, we use
Prospector as our fiducial SED model as it
typically returns lower x? values for our entire
galaxy sample, and note the differences in vari-
ous trends when using Bagpipes where relevant.
We use the median value of the posterior distri-
butions of each galaxy property as the reported
value, and the 16th and 84th percentiles as our
lo errors.

5. PHYSICAL PROPERTIES OF [OIII]
EMITTERS

We proceed with a discussion of the galaxies
in the primary overdensity (referred to as “QSO
overdensity”) and the field. We will refer to the
two lower-redshift overdensities (see §3) as the
“control overdensities.” The remaining 33 [O111]
emitters at 5.4 < 2 < 6.1 and 6.3 < z < 6.5 are
the “field sample.”
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5.1. SED Fitting Results

Figure 2 shows the SED fits with both fit-
ting codes for the 13 galaxies within the HST
footprint. Figures 3 and 4 show the SED fits
without HST coverage, highlighting the added
uncertainty in the posterior SED. The median
stellar mass of all 53 galaxies in the QSO over-
density at z ~ 6.61 is log(M,./My) = 8.31 £
0.08, indicating they are mostly low-mass galax-
ies. The median SFR is 4.6 4+ 0.7 Mg yr—'.
They are young with a median stellar age of
23 + 1 Myr, but older than the field average
of 14 &£ 1 Myr. The QSO-overdensity galax-
ies are fairly reddened with median UV slope
B = —1.81£0.06 (8 o< N\, measured as the
slope of the best-fit SED at rest-frame 1250—
3000A). This is likely due to a combination
of age (ranging from 1—280 Myr) and moder-
ate dust extinction (Ay up to 1 mag) — this
is substantially redder than the field median of
—2.054+0.06. Notably, there are a few examples
within the protocluster of large Balmer jumps
in low-mass galaxies with very young ages (e.g.,
ID8829 in Figure 2), though we caution not
to over-interpret these results given the sparse
sampling of the rest-optical continuum. Figure
5 shows the comparisons of the two control over-
densities, the QSO overdensity, and the field:
overall, the distributions of SFR, age, and UV
slope [ are similar.

In Figure 6 we show the SED-derived stellar
ages versus the rest-frame equivalent width of
[O111]+Hp as compared to the lower-z (5.4 <
z < 6.5) sample of [O111] emitters and literature
samples of photometrically-selected line emit-
ters. We find that the members of the QSO
overdensity are in line with the lower end of
field expectations of LBGs at z ~ 7 (Endsley
et al. 2023a), though they show systematically
redder UV slopes than the field-selected sample
for the same stellar ages. The median specific
star formation rate (sSFR) in the QSO over-
density is ~ 19Gyr~! while the field has me-

T T T T T T 1 T

1 ocsoop
field ]
ODz=6.1 ]
ODz=54 E

—9 -8 -7
log sSFR (yr—1)
T T T T T

Y Y P I I
50 100 150 200

age (Myr)

number of galaxies

Figure 5. Histograms of SED-derived properties
for galaxies in the QSO overdensity (thick green
line), control overdensities, and the field sample
(stacked histograms with filled colors). The QSO
overdensity shows distributions of stellar mass,
sSFR, stellar age, and UV slope that are overall
similar to the field and control overdensities.

dian sSFR ~ 23 Gyr~!. This is compared to
sSFRcgry = 18 Gyr~! in the ALMA-REBELS
sample of z = 6 — 8 LBGs which have no dust
continuum detections (Topping et al. 2022), in-
dicating that both the field and overdensity are
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Figure 6. Rest-frame equivalent width of

Hp+[O111] from the grism spectra versus the mass-
weighted stellar age from SED fitting. The circles
are [O111] emitters considered to be members of
the QSO overdensity, with black outlines indicat-
ing they are in the HST footprint and have more
robust SED results. The squares are the field sam-
ple outside of 6.5 < z < 6.7 (including the control
overdensities), both color-coded by the best fit UV
slope . Literature field samples at z ~ 7 (Endsley
et al. 2023a) and z ~ 2 (Tang et al. 2019) are shown
for comparison. Both samples from this work are
consistent with the lower end of the field distribu-
tion at z ~ 7.

consistent with the average population of LBGs
at this redshift.

5.2. Occurrence Rate of AGN

To check whether any of our sources were
AGN, we performed three tests: 1) searching
for broadened HfS emission (e.g. Matthee et al.
2023b; Greene et al. 2023) 2) using the mass-
excitation diagram, i.e. log([O111]/Hp) versus
stellar mass (Juneau et al. 2011, 2014), and 3)
using “little red dot” photometric criteria (e.g.,
Greene et al. 2023; Kokorev et al. 2024; Akins
et al. 2024). However, we note that our current
data is limited in discriminatory power in deter-
mining the presence of AGN. We detect HS in
roughly half of the sample, and we use 30 up-
per limits for 65/124 galaxies. We also do not

%1

log([OIII]5007/HP)

\ ]

% FEIGER stack (M23) \\_
—— Bian+18 MZR z=6 9
— = Juneau+14 AGN/SF z=2|

[ e QSO overdensity
[ field z<6.5
—05}F A HB upper limit

- little red ldot

L a1
7 8 9 10
log(Mstar/Me)

Figure 7. Mass-Excitation diagram for quasar
overdensity members (green) and field members
(pink, including the two other overdensities). The
red bull’s-eye points indicate sources that pass our
little red dot criteria, with a double circle indicating
that it is an AGN candidate (see §5.2 for details).
Typical errorbars are shown in pink in the upper
right. The dashed blue lines indicate the param-
eterized AGN/star-forming demarcations at z = 2
from Juneau et al. (2014). The expected relation-
ship using the strong-line calibration of Bian et al.
(2018) and the z = 6 mass-metallicity relation from
Ma et al. (2016) is shown in the black line, while
the EIGER (Matthee et al. 2023a) stacked spectra
are shown in blue.

have the wavelength coverage to access the high-
ionization lines that would support the presence
of AGN such as [N 1v]A1487, C 1vA1549, or
He 1101640 (e.g., Scholtz et al. 2023). Finally,
the “little red dot” phenomenon (e.g., Matthee
et al. 2023b; Greene et al. 2023; Harikane et al.
2023; Kokorev et al. 2024; Akins et al. 2024)
characterized by a steeply rising red optical con-
tinuum suspected to be due to AGN, is not eas-
ily isolated without a photometric band clean of
line contribution (e.g, F277W or F444W).
First, we fit 1D Gaussians to the Hf lines in
all of the galaxies. Of the galaxies strongly de-
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tected in HS (approximately half of the sam-
ple), none has a FWHM exceeding 600 km/s,
which is below the threshold typically consid-
ered for broad-line AGN (e.g., Scholtz et al.
2023; Larson et al. 2023; Harikane et al. 2023).
Also, none of the HF FWHMSs deviate signif-
icantly from the [Om] FWHM, which rules
out both the presence of broad-line AGN and
galactic outflows. We note that low-significance
HpB could lead to an artificially low FWHM
measurement if the broad-line signal is lost to
the noise, so deeper spectroscopy is required
to soundly rule out broad-line AGN. Regard-
less, there is still the possibility that galaxies
with point-source morphologies harbor Type 2
narrow-line /obscured AGN.

Next, we can compare the flux ratio of
[Ou1)/HB to stellar mass (i.e., the mass-
excitation diagram or MEx; Juneau et al. 2011)
to infer whether the line emission is powered
primarily by star formation or an AGN. We
present this in Figure 7 and compare to the de-
marcation between SF and AGN from Juneau
et al. (2014). We find that 35/124 galaxies in
the full sample are consistent with lying above
the star formation boundary derived by Juneau
et al. (2014), though we note we are com-
paring to an AGN/SF boundary calibrated at
z = 2 which might not hold for the typically
lower-metallicity galaxies in the early Universe
(e.g., Shapley et al. 2023). Indeed, both ob-
servational (e.g., Scholtz et al. 2023; Matthee
et al. 2023a) and theoretical (e.g., Hirschmann
et al. 2023) results indicate that the ratio of
[O111] to Hf at fixed stellar mass increases with
redshift due to generally higher ionization pa-
rameters fueling higher specific SFR and, sec-
ondarily, lower metallicity within the ISM of
high redshift galaxies, especially pronounced at
lower stellar masses. In Figure 7 we also show
the expected mass-excitation relationship based
on the strong-line calibrations derived by Bian
et al. (2018) for nearby high-z analogues and the

mass-metallicity relationship (MZR) at z = 6
from the FIRE simulations in Ma et al. (2016):
though there is substantial scatter, our data is
consistent with the shape of the theoretically-
derived MZR and the stacked observational re-
sults from EIGER at z = 6.3 (Matthee et al.
2023a). While 14/35 [O111]-emitters identified
in the MEx diagram above the SF boundary
lie within the protocluster, we are not confident
that any of these galaxies are AGN based on
this selection alone.

Finally, we identify “little red dots” (LRDs;
e.g., Matthee et al. 2023b; Greene et al. 2023)
which are characterized by blue UV slopes and
red optical slopes (only some of which show
broadened Balmer lines; see Harikane et al.
2023), suggesting contribution of an AGN to
the galaxy’s total light output. To perform this
search, we modify the color selection and com-
pactness criteria from Greene et al. (2023) to
match our filter coverage. Specifically, we im-
pose the following color criteria®:

—0.5 < F115W — F200W < 1 (1)

F200W — F356W > 0.8 (2)

Lastly, we also impose a compactness criterion
under the assumption that AGN-dominated
galaxies would appear with a point source mor-
phology, i.e. F(0.4”)/F(0.2”) < 1.8 (performed
on the F356W image, though we acknowledge
that this includes line contribution). We find 26
sources that pass this selection, 15 of which are
located within the quasar overdensity. Five of
these sources are also selected within the AGN

3 The MZR relationship is scaled to the EIGER stacked

observations as in Matthee et al. (2023a).

4 While having data in F444W would be ideal to probe the
rest-optical continuum, this criteria set still searches for
a red continuum slope and filters out the colors of brown
dwarfs in the galaxy (which is not a concern since we
only perform this search among confirmed line emitters).
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Figure 8. Left: Stacked F356W image of the little red dot (top) and mass-excitation-selected AGN candi-
dates (bottom). Middle: Inverse variance-weighted average stack of all [O111] emitters in our sample (top),
the LRD candidates selected by color and compactness (middle), and AGN candidates selected by the mass-
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the typical rms in shaded grey (F, units). Right: zoom in to HfS, normalized to the peak flux, with a
Gaussian fit shown in blue. There is no evidence for a broadened Balmer line in any of the stacks, implying
that either any contribution of AGN to the galaxy’s light is obscured, or metallicity /ionization parameter
effects at high redshift break down typical AGN selection criteria.

boundary on the MEx diagram (red circles on
Figure 7). Note that these 5 sources are all
low-mass galaxies (log (M./My) <9). If we
assume the stellar masses from Bagpipes, we
would see a median increase of 0.25 dex in stel-
lar mass which would bring these sources closer
to the AGN locus at z = 2; still, it is interest-
ing to note that none of the high-mass galaxies
(log(M./Mg) > 9) above the AGN demarca-
tion are also selected as LRDs. This may be
expected since LRDs are expected to host AGN
with weak-to-moderate AGN accretion strength
hosting low-mass black holes. However, lacking
both evidence for broad Balmer emission and a
cleaner measurement of the optical continuum

with F444W observations, we also conclude that
none of these sources are a priori AGN.

We finally perform a spectral stack to check
for broadened Hf specifically among the AGN
candidates selected by the LRD and MEx crite-
ria, shown in Figure 8. We also stack the full set
of [O111] emitters at all redshifts as a compari-
son sample. Because of the variable wavelength
resolution, we interpolate all the spectra onto
a regularly spaced grid and de-redshift them to
the rest frame before weighting them by their
inverse variance and averaging them. We find
that the FWHM of Hf in all three stacks (full
sample, MEx-selected, and LRD-selected) are
consistent with ~ 500km/s within lo, so we
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conclude that we do not yet have evidence for
broad-line AGN candidates in our sample.

Due to the uncertainty in the mass-excitation
demarcation for AGN and the lack of broad lines
detected in the LRDs, we tentatively declare
our narrow-line AGN candidates to be only the
5 sources selected by both mass-excitation and
LRD color/compactness criteria. Four of these
lie within the quasar protocluster, while the
fifth one is a field galaxy at z = 6.45. This
suggests that 7.5% of the protocluster galaxies
show some hint of AGN contribution, roughly
in line with the 10% contribution found for
the DRC and SPT2349 protoclusters at z ~ 4
(Vito et al. 2020, 2024). This is lower than
the findings that ~ 20% of JADES galaxies at
2 < z < 10 show Type II AGN signatures,
selected based on rest-UV and optical high-
ionization lines (Scholtz et al. 2023). This is
also lower than the ~14% of a similar parent
population from JADES that meet LRD crite-
ria with AGN contribution based on MIR SED
fitting (Pérez-Gonzalez et al. 2024). However,
ours is a lower limit as our data prevent us from
making firmer claims on the existence of AGN
among the sample. Because we only see ten-
tative evidence for AGN, we do not rerun the
SED fitting codes to include any contribution
from AGN °.

6. DISCUSSION: A SPATIAL
EXPLORATION

We now turn to a discussion of the general
environment of the protocluster, with the goal
of uncovering the effect of the overdense envi-
ronment on galaxy evolution. We first examine

5 We tried to run Prospector with two additional free pa-
rameters to include the effects of an AGN torus: frac-
tional contribution of the AGN to the bolometric lu-
minosity fagn and AGN optical depth Tagn, but we
found that this induced significant degeneracy in the
stellar population fit parameters, and, further, all galax-
ies were consistent with 0% contribution from the AGN
given the wavelength coverage of our data.

any influence on galaxy properties from proxim-
ity to the quasar, and then turn to an analysis
of the general local density.

6.1. The effect of the quasar on galazy
evolution

We first examine the spatial correlation of
galaxy properties by their 3D positions with re-
spect to quasar J0305—3150. In Figure 9 we
show various SED and spectral properties with
respect to the 3D distance from the quasar, in-
corporating the redshift offset as a proper dis-
tance. In general, there appears to be little
to no effect on the star-forming properties of
the [Omm] emitters directly attributable to the
quasar. The correlations between distance from
the quasar and stellar mass, SFR, and age are
all consistent with zero within 1 proper Mpc.
This could hint that feedback from the quasar
does not have a strong effect on galaxy evolu-
tion within its proximity zone (expected to be
~ 3pMpc; Eilers et al. 2017). However, there
is a moderate correlation between equivalent
width of [O111] and distance from the quasar us-
ing a Pearson correlation test (r-value = 0.35,
p-value = 0.01) suggesting that the nebular line
equivalent width is suppressed in the closest
vicinity to the quasar. Also, while there is no
strong correlation between stellar mass and dis-
tance from the quasar, the highest-mass galax-
ies with log(M./Mg)> 9 are all found closer
than 1 Mpc to the quasar. This could sug-
gest an earlier period of rapid evolution where
a large amount of stellar mass was built up in
areas close to the quasar, where the recent neb-
ular emission indicative of recent star formation
(~ 10 Myr) is in a lull in the high-mass galaxies
while star formation is ramping up at further
distances. Paper I also discusses potential feed-
back effects from the quasar that could be sup-
pressing low-mass [O111] emitters at close dis-
tances, where photoionization from the quasar
is strongest. Next, we will examine the effect of
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Figure 9. Stellar mass, SFR, and mass-weighted age derived from SED fitting, plus equivalent width
of [O111], as a function of radial separation from the quasar. The dashed pink line represents the sample
median for each quantity. The black squares indicate the median values in three bins R = 0-450, 450-750,
and > 750 proper kpc. There are no strong trends between mass, age, or SFR and distance from the quasar,
but there is a mild positive correlation between distance and EW (the Pearson correlation coefficient  and

associated p-value are listed in each panel).

the dense environment while ignoring the posi-
tion of the quasar.

6.2. The general environment

Protoclusters at high redshift are expected
to be extended filamentary structures (Chiang
et al. 2017), and we have shown that our pro-
tocluster galaxies are not distributed symmet-
rically around the quasar. Therefore, we use
an additional environmental measure to quan-
tify the spatial trends of galaxy properties that
eliminates the position of the quasar. Since
the galaxies lie mostly at the same redshift, we
do this as a 2D projection, where we calculate
the distance to the second-nearest neighbor on
the sky to measure the approximate local den-
sity of sources. Following Pérez-Martinez et al.
(2023b) who used this measurement to quan-
tify the environment of the famous z = 2.16

Spiderweb protocluster, we define this density
quantity >3 as the following:

N

XN =——
" TRy

(3)
where N = 3 and R is minimum transverse
radius enclosing 3 [O111]-emitting galaxies. In
other words, a higher value of X3 indicates a
shorter distance to its closest neighbors, i.e. the
galaxy resides in a denser local environment.
Using this quantity, we can tease out more of
the influence of the dense cosmic environment
on the evolution of protocluster galaxies. Here,
we divide our full sample of [O111] emitters by
quasar overdensity, control overdensities, and
field.

Figures 10, 11, and 12 show the spatial cor-
relations of stellar mass, star formation rate ra-
tios, and mass-weighted age with X3 in three
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Figure 10. Stellar mass derived from SED fitting as a function of local density, i.e. projected distance
to the second nearest neighbor. Empty circles indicate LBGs while the filled circles are spectroscopically-
confirmed [Or111] emitters. The left panel shows QSO overdensity members, the middle panel shows the two
serendipitous “control” overdensities, and the right panel shows the field sample. The square black points
indicate the median values in three bins of local surface density, and the dotted yellow line in the left panel
indicates the value of X3 at the location of the quasar. All overdensitites are moderately consistent with
higher median stellar masses than the field. Pearson correlation coefficient r» and p-value are shown for each
sample (quasar protocluster, other overdensities, and field).

spatial regimes, chosen to encompass roughly
equal numbers of protocluster galaxies: ‘dense’
where Rj is shorter than 100 kpc, ‘sparse’ where
R is wider than 200 kpc, and intermediate, be-
tween 100 and 200 kpc. In all panels of these
figures, we show with large squares the median
values of each quantity within the three den-
sity bins, calculated for the all QSO overdensity
members, all control overdensity members, and
all non-overdensity members. The dashed lines
show the median for the whole non-overdense
field sample. Empty symbols indicate the 7 ro-
bust LBGs with zphet > 6.3, which uniformly
show higher stellar masses, older ages, and lower
sSFRs, in line with their lack of spectroscopic
identification of nebular emission.

First, the highest stellar masses in the quasar
overdensity are found in the densest regions,
with a moderate but statistically significant cor-
relation of r =0.37, p=7x10"3 using the Pear-
son test. The field in turn shows no such in-
crease, while the combined lower-z overdensi-
ties show a slight positive correlation but with
low confidence (stronger in the z = 5.4 over-

density; see Pearson values in Figure 10). Fur-
ther, nearly all of the galaxies within the quasar
overdensity and the two lower redshift overden-
sities have stellar masses above the field me-
dian, implying that they have experienced more
rapid assembly of their stellar mass. We con-
clude that there is a moderate relationship be-
tween the stellar mass formed and the number
of close neighbors, though overall the galaxies
inside overdensities are more massive than the
field.

We next turn to the ratio of SFR measured
on 10 Myr timescales (calculated from [O111]) to
that measured on 100 Myr timescales as a proxy
for burstiness of star formation. We measure
the 10 Myr SFR using the (dust-uncorrected)
SFR- Loy relationship from Villa-Vélez et al.
(2021) and compare these with the SFRs mea-
sured from SED fitting. This relationship is sta-
tistically consistent with decreasing with local
density within the quasar overdensity, showing
r = —0.41 and p=2x1073, a lower-significance
anti-correlation with r = —0.21, p = 0.21 in the
combined lower-z overdensities (again stronger
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in the z = 5.4 overdensity than the one at
z = 6.1), and no correlation in the field. In
both the overdensities and the field, the [O111]
SEFRs are higher than the 100 Myr SFR mea-
sured from the SED, but this is an expected
selection effect since our survey was designed to
detect bright [O111] emitters. However, in all of
the overdensities, the median SFR ratio lies be-
low that of the field median, implying that the
instantaneous SFR has fallen faster in denser re-
gions. Together with the moderate positive cor-
relation between local density and stellar mass,
we interpret this as mild evidence for an earlier
period of rapid mass assembly in denser parts of
protoclusters or overdensities. Still, we repeat
that the SFR ratios are all > 1, indicating con-
tinuous ongoing star formation in all regions of
the overdensities, with none of them qualifying
as quiescent (log sSFR < —9.5).

Figure 11 is further color-coded by [O111]4+-Hf
EW, which should be correlated with sSFR on
10 Myr timescales (e.g., Wilkins et al. 2023).
We indeed find the lowest nebular line equiva-
lent widths in the galaxies with the lowest SFR
ratios: the median EW decreases from ~800A
to ~470A from the lowest to the highest den-
sity bin for the quasar overdensity. We conclude
that the filamentary structures in the quasar
protocluster have a diversity of star-forming
states — it hosts a large population of highly
star-forming galaxies with strong nebular emis-
sion alongside galaxies with weaker line emis-
sion and lower star formation rates. In the dens-
est areas of the protocluster, the galaxies have
likely experienced a recent downturn in their
star formation while it ramps up in the outer
parts of the filaments, as demonstrated by the
moderate negative correlation with local den-
sity.

Finally, Figure 12 shows the relationship be-
tween local density and age, color-coded by UV
slope 8. The median ages in the three den-
sity bins of the quasar protocluster are once

again consistent with a moderate correlation
(r = 0.34, p = 0.01), though we see signifi-
cant scatter as in the SFR ratios: a dual pop-
ulation of extremely young blue galaxies along-
side older, redder galaxies. There is also a weak
positive correlation in the lower-redshift over-
densities; however the two structures appear to
have different individual distributions, with age
strongly positively correlating in the z = 5.4
overdensity but not in the z = 6.1 overden-
sity. The field is consistent with there being
no correlation between density and age, and the
galaxies are uniformly fairly blue. The average
slope 3 increases from a median of —2.0 to —1.7
across the density bins in the quasar protoclus-
ter, so the reddening is likely due to a combi-
nation of both age and dust given the scatter.
Overall, the three overdensities show weak evi-
dence for having formed galaxies earlier in the
denser regimes, but it could also be consistent
with a random distribution of ages.

6.3. Owerall Trends

We have shown that on average, all three
overdensities (the QSO overdensity and two
lower-redshift overdensities) show similar spa-
tial trends, while there is no correlation be-
tween galaxy properties and distance from the
quasar. Taken together, we can conclude that
it is the density of environment in a general
sense that affects galaxy evolution rather than
being influenced directly by a luminous quasar.
The strongest spatial correlation is that the
most massive galaxies are located in the densest
regimes, followed by a moderate correlation be-
tween star formation burstiness and local den-
sity and finally a weak positive trend between
age and local density.

There is clear filamentary structure extend-
ing at least 12 cMpc (see Paper I and Figure
13), the protocluster galaxies are generally fairly
randomly distributed across the sky in a wide
range of local neighbor density. From the cor-
relations between SED-derived properties and
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Figure 11. Ratio of SFR derived from [Om1] luminosity (10 Myr) versus SFR derived from SED fitting
(100 Myr) as a function of local density. The square black points indicate the median values in three bins
of local surface density, and the dotted yellow line in the left panel indicates the value of X3 at the location
of the quasar. The data are color-coded by equivalent width of [O111]+Hf. In contrast to the field sample,
the SFR ratio is moderately negatively correlated with density in the protocluster and weakly negative for
the lower-z overdensities, implying declining instantaneous star formation in high density regimes. This is
corroborated by the declining EW in the highest density regime. This could be due to a recent downturn
in star formation over the last few tens of Myr, comparable to the lifetime of O stars that produce strong
nebular emission (Eldridge & Stanway 2022). The median SFR ratios in all three overdensities and all three
density regimes lie below the field median, implying that there was an earlier period of rapid star formation
compared to the field.
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Figure 12. Mass-weighted age derived from SED fitting as a function of local density with the same
definition and plot symbols as the previous figure. The datapoints are color-coded by UV slope 3, where we
see a trend of the reddest galaxies also residing in the densest regions. In contrast to the field sample, the
age is weakly positively correlated with density, implying an earlier formation time of the galaxies situated
in the densest filaments of the protocluster.
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local density, it is clear that there is some ev-
idence for a transition in galaxy properties on
nearest-neighbor distance scales of hundreds of
ckpe. There are only moderate correlations due
to significant scatter in all three distributions
of mass, SFR ratios, and age. However, a KS
test shows that the distributions of stellar mass,
age, and SFR are drawn from different samples
between the protocluster and field at a confi-
dence level p < 0.05: in the protocluster, the
median stellar masses are higher by ~0.35 dex,
the average stellar age is older by ~0.3 dex, and
the average sSFR is lower than the field me-
dian by ~0.2 dex, all consistent with the proto-
cluster having experienced preferentially faster
mass assembly on timescales 10—100 Myr prior
to observation.

We conclude that a rising tide raises all boats:
the protocluster as a whole experiences acceler-
ated evolution rather than such evolution being
hyper-localized, though the denser areas appear
to form faster and slightly earlier. One might
expect spatial trends to be weak at this stage
of protocluster formation, as the density con-
trast with respect to the field is expected to be
lower and the total spatial extent wider than
that of protoclusters in more evolved states at
z < 6 (Chiang et al. 2017). Over time, one
might expect the increasingly dense environ-
ment to have an effect on the star formation
activity in an inside-out fashion. This is readily
apparent in the local density figures: the over-
density at z = 5.4 is much denser spatially and
shows much stronger departures from the field
averages in sSFR and stellar age. Forrest et al.
(2024) observes a weak but positive correlation
between stellar mass and overdensity at z ~ 3.5
and suggests pre-processing of galaxies wherein
they build up the majority of their stellar mass
before cluster virialization, consistent with our
findings at z = 6.6.

We finally visualize the protocluster environ-
ment in a 3D plot in Figure 13. The quasar

is placed at the origin and all angular separa-
tions are converted to comoving Mpc. The size
of the symbol increases with stellar mass, the
colorbar indicates sSFR increasing from blue to
green, and the symbol type indicates age ranges
of 0—10 Myr (stars), 10—100 Myr (circles), and
>100 Myr (diamonds). The grey lines connect
each galaxy to its closest neighbor in 3D space,
which immediately makes the NW-SW filament
apparent. We see that the oldest and highest-
mass galaxies are found in the filament extend-
ing away from the quasar, which in turn have
the lowest sSFRs (large blue diamonds): star
formation is instead enhanced in their smaller
companion galaxies surrounding the most mas-
sive galaxies. In Paper I we suggested that a
dearth of [O111] emitters at the faint end of the
luminosity function was due to temporary scat-
tering of galaxies’ nebular emission below the
grism detection limit. Taken together, these re-
lationships imply that galaxies within the pro-
tocluster undergo stochastic periods of star for-
mation which was enhanced in the densest areas
of the filaments in an epoch a few Myr prior to
observation.

Finally, we also find that all the AGN candi-
dates selected by both mass-excitation and LRD
criteria are on the outskirts of the protocluster,
implying a simultaneous event triggering AGN
activity. This could be due to gas inflows along
the cosmic web that are feeding the lower-mass
galaxies on the outskirts of the overdensity.

Since the NIRCam coverage is deepest in the
modules centered on the quasar, we should ex-
pect more faint galaxies in the center of the
mosaic than in the outskirts. However, the
[O111]-emitter flux distribution is similar in all
areas of the map. Conversely, bright and mas-
sive galaxies would have been easily detectable
in the center, yet the only massive galaxies
(log(M./Ms) > 9) within 2 cMpc are LBGs
(i.e., non-[O111]-emitters). Given that the [O111]
LF in the quasar overdensity is biased to faint
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Figure 13. Schematic of the protocluster surrounding the quasar, indicated by the black cross at (0,0).
The solid grey arrows connect a galaxy to its closest neighbor in 3D space, and the dotted grey lines connect
the second closest neighbors. The light green line indicates the footprint of the mosaic. The relative size of
the points scales with stellar mass, and the colorbar indicates log(sSFR). The different symbols correspond
to three age bins of <10 Myr (stars), 10-100 Myr (circles) and >100 Myr (diamonds). The faded galaxies
are the robust LBGs still included in this sample. The golden squares indicate AGN candidates selected by
both LRD and MEx criteria. We see that the largest galaxies are also the oldest and have the lowest sSFR,
and are spread out along the filament extending away from the quasar. These galaxies are surrounded by
more numerous young, more highly star-forming galaxies in their immediate vicinity.



ASPIRE: [OIII] EMITTERS IN A Zz=6.61 PROTOCLUSTER 23

luminosities (Paper I), we note the selection ef-
fect of an [O111] survey selecting only for highly
star-forming galaxies, potentially missing more
massive galaxies with lower sSFR beyond our
HST footprint.

In the quasar overdensity population, the
overall higher stellar masses and mass-weighted
ages above the field suggests earlier stellar mass
buildup along filamentary nodes, while the de-
creasing sSFR and SFR ratios suggest that some
of the more massive galaxies are approaching a
‘lull’ phase in their star formation. We argue
that this is the case because of the accompany-
ing decreasing of nebular line equivalent widths
with increasing spatial density, indicating that
the declining specific star formation has been
in effect for longer than the lifetime of O stars,
though low metallicity or high (>50%) escape
fractions could contribute to the low EW as
well. Conversely, we stress again that a popu-
lation of young (age < 10 Myr), blue (8 ~ —2)
galaxies with higher sSFR exists among all den-
sity regimes, indicating that star formation is
actively proceeding in all areas of the protoclus-
ter, as it should according to simulations (Chi-
ang et al. 2013; Rennehan 2024).

Lastly, none of the galaxies presented here
is detected in dust continuum in the 1.1x1.1
arcmin? ALMA Band 6 mosaic around J0305
(Wang et al., in prep.). Therefore, we can con-
clude that the protocluster is not undergoing
a period of simultaneous dusty starbursts as is
common in protoclusters at lower (2 < z < 4)
redshift (e.g., Dannerbauer et al. 2014; Casey
et al. 2015; Harikane et al. 2019; Hill et al. 2020;
Long et al. 2020). Alternatively, more mas-
sive galaxies with M, >10°Mg could be mod-
erately dust obscured enough not to show up in
this sample but still too faint in the IR to be
picked up by ALMA, so we would need deeper
photometry with NIRCam/MIRI (e.g., Shivaei
et al. 2024). Regardless, if those protoclusters
at 2 < z < 4 are descendant structures from

overdensities such as the ones presented here,
the UV-bright star formation in a rich popu-
lation of primarily low-mass galaxies at z > 6
marks an important evolutionary stage predat-
ing the massive, dusty star-forming phase char-
acterized by frequent mergers.

7. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have characterized a sam-
ple of 124 [O111] emitters identified in the AS-
PIRE grism+imaging quasar legacy survey over
an area of 35 arcmin?. 53 of these galaxies
are members of a quasar-anchored protoclus-
ter at z = 6.6, while 18 and 20 galaxies oc-
cupy serendipitously discovered overdensities at
z = 6.2 and z = 5.4. The remaining galax-
ies served as a field sample as a comparison be-
tween the evolution of galaxies within and with-
out overdensities during the epoch of reioniza-
tion. We performed SED fitting and spectral
analysis to derive galaxy properties such as stel-
lar mass, age, and star formation rates, as well
as search for signatures of AGN activity.

In a spatial analysis of the protocluster, we
found that:

e Using Prospector as our fiducial model
to fit the SEDs of the protocluster sam-
ple, we compute a median stellar mass of
log(M,/My) = 8.31 £ 0.08, median SFR
4.6 £ 0.7 Mg yr~ !, and median age of 23
+ 1 Myr. These are, respectively, 0.30,
0.20, and 0.35 dex higher than in the field
sample, significant at a confidence level
p < 0.05.

e We searched for AGN using broad-line cri-
teria, the mass-excitation diagram, and
“little red dot” color/compactness crite-
ria. There are no galaxies with evi-
dence of broad HfS, with a stacked av-
erage FWHM of 585 £ 152kms~!. Five
galaxies both lie above the star formation
boundary of the MEx diagram and meet
the color/compactness criteria of a little
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red dot, so we tentatively assume these
are Type 2 AGN candidates. Four of these
galaxies are within the protocluster and
they are all located on the outskirts of the
filaments, implying a physical mechanism
that could spark AGN acitivity due to re-
cent gas inflow.

There is no correlation between any of
our derived SED and separation from the
quasar, i.e. the quasar host galaxy is
not predominantly affecting galaxy evo-
lution in its immediate vicinity. However,
we found a mild positive correlation be-
tween [Oni]+HS EW and distance from
the quasar, implying that recent star for-
mation has ramped up in the filaments
further away from the quasar.

We found that there is a mild posi-
tive correlation between local spatial den-
sity X3 and stellar mass as well as stel-
lar age, and a significantly negative cor-
relation with the burstiness parameter
SFRlOMyr/SFRlo()Myr and [OIII]—i‘Hﬁ EW.
This implies that the massive galaxies in
denser filaments formed their stars earlier,
whereas star formation is ramping up in
lower-mass galaxies on the outskirts of the
protocluster.

In a 3D representation of the protocluster,
we see evidence that the most massive,
oldest galaxies are located along dense
filaments which are surrounded on their
outskirts by younger galaxies with higher
specific star formation rates. We conclude
that the dense environment does affect
galaxy evolution in an inside-out fashion.

Overall, we find significant evidence for en-
vironmental effects in early protocluster fila-
ments, predating more extreme bursts of star

formation in descendant structures.

A larger

quasar sample will be presented in future AS-

PIRE publications which will help build up pop-

ulation statistics for quasar environments.
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