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ABSTRACT

Deep surveys have helped unveil the history of past and present galaxy mergers. In particular, they reveal their tidal debris and associated compact
stellar systems. Euclid’s unique combination of capabilities (spatial resolution, depth, and wide sky coverage) will make it a groundbreaking tool
for galactic archaeology in the local Universe, bringing low surface brightness (LSB) science into the era of large-scale astronomical surveys.
Euclid’s Early Release Observations (ERO) demonstrate this potential with a field of view that includes several galaxies in the Dorado group.
In this paper, we aim to derive from this image a mass assembly scenario for its main galaxies: NGC 1549, NGC 1553, and NGC 1546. We
detect internal and external diffuse structures, and identify candidate globular clusters (GCs). By analysing the colours and distributions of the
diffuse structures and candidate GCs, we can place constraints on the galaxies’ mass assembly and merger histories. The results show that feature
morphology, surface brightness, colours, and GC density profiles are consistent with galaxies that have undergone different merger scenarios. We
classify NGC 1549 as a pure elliptical galaxy that has undergone a major merger. NGC 1553 appears to have recently transitioned from a late-type
galaxy to early type, after a series of radial minor to intermediate mergers. NGC 1546 is a rare specimen of galaxy with an undisturbed disk and
a prominent diffuse stellar halo, which we infer has been fed by minor mergers and then disturbed by the tidal effect from NGC 1553. Finally,
we identify limitations specific to the observing conditions of this ERO, in particular stray light in the visible and persistence in the near-infrared
bands. Once these issues are addressed and the extended emission from LSB objects is preserved by the data-processing pipeline, the Euclid Wide
Survey will allow studies of the local Universe to be extended to statistical ensembles over a large part of the extragalactic sky.

Key words. Galaxies: interactions; Galaxies: structure; Galaxies: groups: individual: Dorado; Galaxies: star clusters: general.
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1. Introduction

The Lambda cold dark matter standard model, alongside the hi-
erarchical mass assembly theory, suggests that galaxies origi-
nate from the agglomeration of baryonic matter within small and
low-mass dark matter halos in the early Universe (e.g., Dekel &
Silk 1986; Klypin et al. 1999; Moore et al. 1999). According
to this paradigm, one of the galaxy mass accretion channels is
the mergers they have undergone during their history (e.g., Con-
selice 2014; Somerville & Davé 2015). These events are known
to have several repercussions on the resultant galaxies. Key out-
comes of such mergers can include an increase in the activity of
an active galactic nucleus (e.g., Sanders & Mirabel 1996; Elli-
son et al. 2019), interactions between the central black holes of
the progenitors leading to a binary and possibly a fusion (e.g.,
Koss et al. 2023; Blumenthal & Barnes 2018), and the initiation
of starbursts due to the collision of gas clouds from the merging
galaxies (e.g., Barnes 2004; Kim et al. 2009; Saitoh et al. 2009;
Renaud et al. 2022). These processes often result in morphologi-
cal changes, primarily due to a violent relaxation of the stars and
tidal effects. Those tidal effects produce a wealth of debris and
extended stellar structures around galaxies.

Among those debris, tidal tails, which are large elongations
on either side of a galaxy, are the most well known through
particularly illustrative systems such as the Antennae galaxies
(e.g., Lahén et al. 2018). Such structures appear during a ma-
jor merger. Tails can appear as bridges between two interact-
ing galaxies in the early phase of the merger, or less elongated
“plumes” when the progenitors are of early type (e.g., Arp 1966;
Toomre & Toomre 1972; Mihos et al. 1995). Stellar streams are
the tidal tails of satellites which have been disrupted and then
accreted by their host galaxy. They are thus witnesses of minor
mergers (e.g., Bullock & Johnston 2005; Belokurov et al. 2006;
Ibata et al. 2021; Martin et al. 2022). Finally, shells are shaped
like arcs, usually sharing the same centre as the galaxy. They
form during radial collisions, when galactic material is expelled
radially (e.g., Quinn 1984; Prieur 1990). Cosmological simula-
tions show that tidal features disappear by phase-mixing after
two to eight billion years (e.g., Pop et al. 2018; Mancillas et al.
2019).

Diffuse stellar features, including extended halos, can be
traced by individual compact sources that are related to them:
red giant branch and asymptotic giant branch stars, Hii regions,
planetary nebulae, and globular clusters (GCs), allowing their
chemo-dynamical mapping (e.g., Cohen 2000; Durrell et al.
2003; Coccato et al. 2009; Usher et al. 2012; Pota et al. 2013;
Greggio et al. 2014; Voggel et al. 2016; Koch et al. 2018; Re-
jkuba et al. 2022; Hartke et al. 2022). Recent studies observed
GC alignment and dynamics along tidal features for various
galactic systems in the local Universe, including M31 (Mackey
et al. 2010; Veljanoski et al. 2013; Huxor et al. 2014; Mackey
et al. 2019), NGC 4651 (Foster et al. 2014), NGC 0474 (Lim
et al. 2017) and NGC 5128 (Hughes et al. 2021).

These works have led to the detection of several GCs associ-
ated with tails, streams, and shells. Nevertheless, the use of GC
clustering for detecting tidal features remains to be proven.

For more distant local Universe galaxies not resolved into
stars, tidal features appear in the form of diffuse structures
that may be faint in terms of stellar surface brightness. Note-
worthy contributions for unveiling the low surface brightness
(LSB) Universe include both amateur (e.g., Martínez-Delgado
et al. 2010; Karachentsev et al. 2015; Javanmardi et al. 2016;
Mosenkov et al. 2020) and professional facilities (e.g., Mer-
ritt et al. 2014; Greco et al. 2018; Borlaff et al. 2019; Müller

et al. 2019; Carlsten et al. 2022; Paudel et al. 2023). Exam-
ples worth mentioning are the Dragonfly telescope (e.g., Abra-
ham & van Dokkum 2014), the Subaru Telescope’s HSC-SSP
project (e.g., Aihara et al. 2017), the Large Binocular Telescope
(Smallest Scale of Hierarchy survey SSH: Annibali et al. 2020,
LBT Imaging of Galactic Halos and Tidal Structures LIGHTS:
Trujillo et al. 2021), the Sloan Digital Sky Survey SDSS (e.g.,
York et al. 2000; Belokurov et al. 2006; Morales et al. 2018),
the Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument DESI Legacy imag-
ing surveys (e.g., the Dark Energy Camera Legacy Survey DE-
CaLS, Dey et al. 2019), the 2m-Fraunhofer Wendelstein Tele-
scope (Hopp et al. 2014; Kluge et al. 2020; Zöller et al. 2024),
as well as research conducted at the Canada-France-Hawaii Tele-
scope (Mass Assembly of early-Type GaLAxies with their fine
Structures MATLAS: Duc et al. 2015; Bílek et al. 2020, Canada-
France Imaging Survey CFIS: Ibata et al. 2017, Next Generation
Virgo Cluster Survey NGVS: Ferrarese et al. 2012). Several fu-
ture projects will be compatible with LSB studies, taking this
science into the era of large-scale surveys. These include the
Vera Rubin observatory (Ivezić et al. 2019; Brough et al. 2020),
the Nancy-Roman-Grace Space Telescope (Koekemoer & Ro-
man Deep Fields Working Group 2023; Montes et al. 2023), and
ARRAKIHS (Guzmán 2024).

Euclid (Euclid Collaboration: Mellier et al. 2024), launched
in July 2023, is leading a 6-year cosmological mission to ob-
serve the extragalactic sky in a unique combination of spatial
resolution, coverage, photometric bands, and depth. Its capa-
bilities, particularly in terms of its detection limits in surface
brightness and its high image resolution associated with a sharp
PSF, offer promising prospects of both tracing tidal features (Eu-
clid Collaboration: Borlaff et al. 2022) and studying the distri-
bution of GCs (e.g., Lançon et al. 2021; Euclid Collaboration:
Voggel et al. 2024). The Euclid Wide Survey (EWS, Euclid Col-
laboration: Scaramella et al. 2022) thus raises the possibility to
extend the study of both tidal features and GCs in numerous
galactic systems, and across an extensive area of the sky (nearly
14 000 deg2).

Euclid’s Early Release Observations (ERO) program (Cuil-
landre et al. 2024) managed by the European Space Agency
(ESA) provides a new perspective on numerous objects within
the local Universe, showcasing this telescope’s potential in LSB
science and galactic archaeology across various scales. It spans
from detecting tidal tails around Milky Way globular clusters
(Massari et al. 2024) and dwarf galaxies of the Perseus galaxy
cluster (Marleau et al. 2024) to investigating the intricacies of
intra-cluster light (Kluge et al. 2024). Among the images ac-
quired as part of the ERO program, one pointing is well suited for
investigation of surroundings of massive galaxies in Dorado, a
rich galaxy group located at a distance of 17.7 Mpc (e.g., Huchra
& Geller 1982; Firth et al. 2006; Kourkchi & Tully 2017). In the
observed field of view (FoV), several early-type galaxies (ETGs:
NGC 1549, NGC 1553, and NGC 1546) are particularly strik-
ing showcases of tidal distortions. In particular, NGC 1549 and
NGC 1553 are known to form an interacting pair, and NGC 1546
displays also a system of tidal features (e.g., Malin & Carter
1983; Dupraz et al. 1987; Weil & Hernquist 1993).

Already on photographic plates, the NGC 1553 /NGC 1549
(S0 /E) pair was identified as hosting streamer and ripple fea-
tures located at around and beyond a radius of 5 ′ from the centre
of these galaxies (Freeman 1975; Jedrzejewski 1987; Bridges &
Hanes 1990). The study of the central regions of those galax-
ies, presented in Ricci et al. (2023), reveals that NGC 1553
is a LINER featuring a broad component, an X-ray core (She
et al. 2017; Bi et al. 2020), and coronal [Ne v] emission in
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mid-infrared (Rampazzo et al. 2013). The Sa galaxy NGC 1546
(Comerón et al. 2014) is located at a projected distance about
140 kpc from the pair, and its tidal feature system has not been
described in detail.

Rampazzo et al. (2020), Rampazzo et al. (2021), and Ram-
pazzo et al. (2022) investigated the star formation of the Dorado
galaxies, comparing respectively their emission in Hα (Las Cam-
panas Observatory Hα[N II] narrow bands observations) and far-
ultraviolet (Astrosat-UVIT FUV.CaF2 observations) with earlier
research on their emission in Hi (de Vaucouleurs et al. 1991;
Kilborn et al. 2005). Those studies clarify why, among the three
ETGs, only NGC 1546 has Hi: dissipative events would have ini-
tiated star formation and exhausted the Hi in NGC 1549 as in
NGC 1553, whose far-ultraviolet emission are each associated
with a disk structure. Additionally, far-ultraviolet imaging re-
veal NGC 1549, NGC 1553, and NGC 1546 inner and resonance
rings and Hii regions for NGC 1546 and NGC 1553. Unlike NGC
1549, which appears as a purely quenched elliptical galaxy,
NGC 1553 has a star-formation rate above the average for ETGs,
and presents star-forming clumps and rotation. Finally, Hubble
Space Telescope and recent JWST images of NGC 1546 revealed
its flocculent spiral galaxy nature.

Several hypotheses have been proposed to explain the posi-
tion of these galaxies in the structure of the Dorado group (and its
connection with the nearby clusters, Fornax and Eridanus, e.g.,
Raj et al. 2024). Garcia (1993) considered that NGC 1549 was
associated with an independent group centred around NGC 1553
while later Kilborn et al. (2005) estimated both galaxies to be
part of a group with NGC 1566 at its core. Also, Makarov &
Karachentsev (2011) envisioned that NGC 1553 is one of the
centres of two independent groups forming Dorado. Finally,
Iovino (2002) presents NGC 1549, NGC 1553, and NGC 1546
as forming, with the edge-on late type galaxy (LTG) IC 2058, the
compact group SCG 0414−5559 at the barycentre of Dorado.

This paper focuses on the merging histories and current inter-
actions of these galaxies, which are studied based on the analysis
of their LSB stellar structures together with their GC popula-
tions. This study allows the evaluation of the substantial benefits
and limitations of Euclid for detection of LSB local Universe ob-
jects that are not resolved into individual stars. The article is or-
ganised as follows. The Euclid ERO Dorado (ERO-D) data and
the methods employed to investigate the galaxies’ past history
are described in Sect. 2. Section 3 outlines the results associated
with these analyses, with their limitations discussed in Sect. 4.
A proposition of recent merger history for the ERO-D galaxies
is also provided in this section, as well as prospects on Euclid
detection. Our findings are summarised in Sect. 5.

2. Data and methods

2.1. Data

2.1.1. The ERO-D dataset

We use imaging data from the Euclid visible (VIS) instrument
(Cropper et al. 2018; Euclid Collaboration: Cropper et al. 2024),
employing the IE optical filter with a pixel scale of 0 .′′1, and from
the Near Infrared Spectrometer and Photometer (NISP) instru-
ment (Euclid Collaboration: Schirmer et al. 2022; Euclid Collab-
oration: Jahnke et al. 2024), using the near-infrared (NIR) filters
YE, JE, and HE, each with a pixel scale of 0 .′′3. In this paper, we
use the AB system and adopt the following convention: appar-
ent magnitudes are denoted as IE, YE, JE, and HE while absolute
magnitudes are denoted as MIE , MYE , MJE , and MHE .

ERO-D was observed in November 2023 using one Refer-
ence Observational Sequence (ROS), namely four 560-second
exposures in the IE filter and four 87.2-second exposures in each
of the NISP instrument’s filters. This process mirrors the ap-
proach that will be adopted for the EWS, with the exception that
a non-optimal position of the spacecraft with respect to the Sun
makes the presence of significant stray light possible in the ERO-
D IE image (Cuillandre et al. 2024).

The raw single exposures were processed through a dedi-
cated pipeline which produces the stacks used in this paper. This
processing is described in Cuillandre et al. (2024), along with
further detail about each ERO dataset. In particular, for ERO-D,
the limiting surface brightness for extended emission, measured
in mag arcsec−2 on a 10′′ × 10′′ scale, is estimated as 30.05 in IE,
28.41 in YE, 28.58 in JE, and 28.60 in HE.

In Fig. 1, the ERO-D coverage (approximately 0.◦8× 0.◦7 cen-
tred on RA = 64h 0m 51.s613, Dec = −55◦ 46′ 51 .′′33) is shown in
red. It notably includes four major galaxies of the Dorado group:
NGC 1553, NGC 1549, NGC 1546, and IC 2058. The IE surface
brightness map and the colour image of the Euclid ERO-D field
is displayed in Fig. 2.

2.1.2. Correction of a large-scale diffuse light component

In the IE band, we notice the presence of a large-scale diffuse
light component, particularly in the southern half of the image
(see also left panel of Fig. 3). Its exact nature will be discussed
in Sect. 4.2.1. It may interfere with the individual photometry of
smaller features, prompting us to create a corrected version of
the IE image dedicated to this analysis.

In the absence of a model to subtract this large-scale diffuse
component, we are opting for a local background approach. For
this, we need to mask not only the galaxies but also their faint
features, so that only the sky and large-scale diffuse light compo-
nent remain unmasked. This can be achieved with MTObjects,
a segmentation algorithm optimized for faint extended sources,
based on a Max-Tree method (Teeninga et al. 2015, 2016). To
obtain a mask, we run this software on the IE image, rebinned
6 times to enhance the signal-to-noise ratio of the galaxy fea-
tures (central panel of Fig. 3). During this step, MTObject is
used with its default configuration, except for the move_factor
which was set to 0, ensuring extensive masks. Finally, we calcu-
late the local background on the original grid with the resampled
MTObjects mask using the Source-Extractor (Bertin & Arnouts
1996) Python version sep (Barbary 2016) with a cell size of
1000 pixels × 1000 pixels (≈ 1.7′ × 1.7′). The large-scale dif-
fuse light component unmasked and above this scale is removed,
and the background is flattened (right panel of Fig. 3). Although
useful for the photometry of individual few arcminute-sized fea-
tures, the corrected image might have removed real, very ex-
tended LSB stellar structures and cannot be used as a reference
image for other tasks, such as calculating the photometric profile
at large distances from the galaxy centre. In the following sub-
sections, we specify the use of the image with large-scale dif-
fuse light subtracted by referring to it as the IE corrected image.
We employ Gnuastro Astwarp (Akhlaghi & Ichikawa 2015)
to create a version of the IE corrected image which is reprojected
on NIR images, ensuring alignment with the NIR bands’ pixel
scale and grid.
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NGC 1546

NGC 1553

NGC 1549

NGC 1566
NGC 1596NGC 1602

NGC 1574

NGC 1617

NGC 1543

NGC 1533

NGC 1536

IC 2058

Fig. 1: DECaLS colour image of the Dorado group. The brightest members are labeled in the figure. The HEALPix Multi-Order Coverage map
(Fernique et al. 2014) of the Euclid ERO-D FoV is added to the image as a red-transparent overlay.

2.2. Identification and characterisation of tidal features and
substructures

2.2.1. Cutouts and sources masking

We generate cutouts centred on each bright galaxy of interest
and encapsulating its visible halo, stellar features, and enough
sky area to estimate the background value for modelling and
photometry. Specifically, the cutouts for galaxies NGC 1549
and NGC 1553 are created with a dimension of 1200 arcsec ×
1200 arcsec, whereas the cutout for NGC 1546 and IC 2058 are
smaller, measuring respectively 600′′ × 600′′ and 330′′ × 330′′.

We create a version of the IE original image which is repro-
jected on the pixel grid of the NIR bands, which is useful for
the feature detection (since this process increases their signal-to-
noise ratio) and colour maps and profiles (see Sect. 2.2.3).

Precise galaxy modelling requires masking all foreground
stars and background galaxies in the FoV. Our method consists
in producing binary masks with the help of segmentation maps
of both cutouts and complete FoV images using the MTObjects
tool.

2.2.2. Unsharp masking

We use unsharp masking to make the tidal features more promi-
nent and to highlight internal structures. This technique involves
subtracting a smoothed version of the initial image from the orig-
inal. To prevent excessive subtraction in the innermost regions
of the galaxies of interest, we start by creating an image with a
flattened dynamic range. This is achieved by applying an asinh
stretch to the original image. For each filter, we then subtract a
stretched, smoothed, and star-masked image from the stretched
image.

2.2.3. Ellipse fitting, colours and profiles

To model the major galaxies of the ERO-D FoV, we opt for an
ellipse fitting approach. AutoProf (Stone et al. 2021), an au-
tomated non-parametric ellipse fitting Python tool, takes as in-
puts the cutouts and associated masks described in Sect. 2.2.1.
We run the software on the non-rebinned cutouts (for the IE

band, we use the non-corrected image) to subtract a constant
background and extract surface brightness profiles for the galax-
ies NGC 1549, NGC 1553, NGC 1546, and IC 2058. During this
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Fig. 2: Euclid surface brightness maps in the IE band with a scale in mag arcsec−2 indicated to the bottom. Colour images made by co-adding
the IE, the YE, and the HE bands using Astropy (Astropy Collaboration: Robitaille et al. 2013; Astropy Collaboration: Price-Whelan et al. 2018,
2022) are super-imposed in the inner regions of the main galaxies. Top: the whole FoV of the ERO-D observations. Lower left: 300′′ ×300′′ cutout
around IC 2058 and the dwarf galaxy PGC 75125. Lower right: 600′′ × 600′′ cutout around NGC 1546.
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Fig. 3: Large-scale diffuse light component correction for the IE image. Left: Original IE image. Centre: sep Background map. The MTObjects
masks are in black. Right: sep local background-subtracted output IE image.

profile extraction process, all the parameters (centre, ellipticity,
position angle) are allowed to vary, in order to achieve high-
precision galaxy subtraction for each band.

Subtracting the galaxy models, we obtain residuals images
in the IE (both original and corrected), YE, JE, and HE bands.

Before examining colours, we note that in this region of the
sky, the extinction is negligible (Schlegel et al. 1998; Schlafly
& Finkbeiner 2011). To examine the colour profiles of the main
galaxies, we use AutoProfwith the prepared cutouts and masks,
this time using a forced photometry mode (i.e. the centre, ellip-
ticity, and position angle are fixed to the values obtained for the
IE-band profile). This choice facilitates the consistent compar-
ison of surface brightness profiles across different bands. The
final step involves subtracting the surface brightness profiles of
one band from another, yielding colour profiles (in particular,
IE − HE and IE − JE) for each galaxy.

In addition to colour profiles, we also generate 2D colour
maps. In order to do this, we make use of the IE corrected image.

We first estimate the background level for the full FoV, both
rebinned IE and original JE, YE, and HE images. We make use of
MTObjects masking and a method derived from the AutoProf
algorithm, using as background value the first prominent peak of
the smoothed histogram of pixel values of the image. We then
construct detailed surface brightness maps for each band by re-
placing flux with surface brightness in each pixel. The colour
maps are produced by subtracting the pairs of surface brightness
maps.

It is worth noting that for the photometric results presented
in this paper (both profiles and values), we propagate the uncer-
tainty arising from the width of the first histogram peak used to
determine the background.

2.2.4. Detecting, classifying, and characterizing features with
annotations

We use the Jafar annotation tool (Sola et al. 2022) to perform a
visual inspection of the images and identification of tidal fea-
tures. This online software enables users to navigate images,
zoom in and out, and to draw the shapes of LSB features su-
perimposed on deep images. We precisely delineate the bound-
aries of each feature using polygonal shapes and assign labels,
describing the type of the structure. The coordinates of the con-
tours and annotation labels are stored in a database, allowing for
subsequent retrieval of quantitative measurements and the cre-
ation of feature masks. The annotations were made taking into

account the IE and colour images, but also ellipse fitting residual
and unsharp masked images for probing the inner features.

The colour maps alone allow a qualitative study, but are not
representative of the individual feature photometry. Indeed, the
galaxy models are not subtracted, so the colour of the features
is mixed with that of the extended halos of these galaxies. It is
then required to perform individual feature photometry, which
heavily depends on local background variations near the stud-
ied structure. To minimize these variations, and thereby the un-
certainty in the photometry of individual features, we use the IE

corrected image.
We generate masks that precisely match the shape of each

structure using the contours extracted from Jafar. To avoid flux
contamination by the host galaxy, we use the ellipse fitting resid-
ual images to perform this photometry. We consider the remain-
ing background to be flat.

For each feature and in each photometric band, we use a
cutout that encompasses the structure and its immediate sur-
roundings. We mask stars and distant galaxies using MTObjects
and the tidal feature using its contour extracted from the Jafar
annotation tool. Then, the background value estimation method
is similar to the one described in Sect. 2.2.3. To measure the fea-
ture integrated flux, small sources inside the structure have to be
masked. For the segmentation step, MTObjects, which is opti-
mized for more extended sources masking, is replaced by sep.
Its default parameters are used, except thresh, which is set to
1.5, and err to the global background RMS.

2.3. Globular clusters (GCs)

2.3.1. GC identification

The spatial resolution of Euclid IE images, combined with the
optical and near-infrared colours of Euclid, as well as the
ground-based surveys, enables us to identify GC candidates
within the ERO-D FoV. Additional information from the GCs,
including their spatial distribution and colours, can provide fur-
ther insights into investigating the mass assembly of the two in-
teracting galaxies, NGC 1549 and NGC 1553, in this ERO field.
We identify GCs in the FoV through several steps, including cre-
ating PSF models, source detection, photometry, injecting artifi-
cial GCs, and finally, selecting GC candidates. This procedure
is similar to the methodology in Saifollahi et al. (2024) for the
Euclid ERO Fornax galaxy cluster (ERO-F). Here, we describe
this methodology briefly and refer the reader to Saifollahi et al.
(2024) for more details on GC identification. The described ap-
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proach based on Euclid filters is over 80% complete down to a
magnitude of IE = 25, which corresponds to the faintest GCs
for a Gaussian GC luminosity function (GCLF) around massive
galaxies in the Fornax cluster at 20 Mpc. Considering that the
Dorado Group is located at a similar distance, this result is also
valid for ERO-D. While the ERO-D stacks in IE are deeper than
those in ERO-F (stack of four exposures for ERO-D compared
to two usable exposures for ERO-F), the completeness in GC
detection is limited to the depth of the shallower filters used for
colour selection (the final step in GC selection as described be-
low). Therefore, overall, the completeness of GC identification
in ERO-D is expected to be similar to ERO-F. Furthermore, ad-
ditional colour information, such as ground-based optical data,
can further help to refine the sample and reduce contamination
from foreground stars and background compact sources. In this
work, we also use g, r, and i band images from the Dark Energy
Survey (DES, DES Collaboration: Abbott et al. 2021).

We start the analysis by producing PSF models in all
seven bands (four Euclid and three DES bands) using the
bright, non-saturated stars within the FoV. Next, we generate
a multi-wavelength source catalogue with photometry in seven
bands. Sources are detected in IE using SExtractor with DE-
TECT_THRESH=1.5. We used similar SExtractor parameters
as provided in Table 3 in Saifollahi et al. (2024). Subsequently,
forced aperture photometry is carried out using photutils
(Bradley et al. 2016) in all bands at the given coordinates of
the detected sources. In addition, we measure a compactness in-
dex of source in IE within aperture diameters of two and four
pixels (Peng et al. 2011). Here, aperture photometry is done
on background-subtracted images using a 12 pixel × 12 pixel
background mesh size. Such a small mesh size is needed to
estimate the local background close to the central regions of
massive galaxies, where the slope of the light profile is chang-
ing rapidly, while it does not influence the photometry of small
sources by more than 1%. Visual inspection of detected sources
shows that, outside the central 1 kpc, source detection is com-
plete and does not vary significantly with the distance from the
centres of the galaxies. To further evaluate this, we conducted
a straightforward test aimed at assessing the completeness of
source detection by selecting foreground stars. We identified
these stars across the FoV based on their full width at half maxi-
mum (FWHM) and IE − YE colour. Our analysis revealed that the
distribution of stars was uniform throughout the frame.

In the next step, we perform GC identification. We use the
created PSF models and produce artificial GCs (using the King
profile, King 1966) of sizes (half-light radius) between 2 pc and
5 pc, absolute IE magnitude between −11 and −5, and colours
IE − YE = 0.45, YE − JE = 0.1, JE − HE = 0, g − r = 0.6, and
g − i = 0.9. The artificial GCs are then distributed uniformly
across the frames. Using the artificial GCs, we estimate the un-
certainties in the measured parameters of GCs at a given magni-
tude. Given these uncertainties, we define a flux-dependent se-
lection criterion for compactness index (in IE), colours, and el-
lipticity (in IE) for GCs that include 90% of the artificial GCs
(more detail in Saifollahi et al. in prep). Once the GC candidates
are selected, we continue with the analysis of GC distribution
around galaxies and across the FoV of ERO-D, as well as their
colours.

2.3.2. From GC distribution to GC colours in features

To study the distribution of GCs over the ERO-D FoV, we gener-
ate density maps. We consider GC candidates verifying IE < 24,
which is about 1 mag fainter than the turn-over magnitude of

the GC luminosity function (Harris 2001; Rejkuba 2012). We
therefore reduce the number of contaminant sources (non-GCs),
which increase at the fainter magnitudes (Saifollahi et al. 2024).
In the following, we refer to this set as the “bright GC can-
didates”. Isodensity contours can then be easily obtained from
the catalogue using the gaussian_kde function from the SciPy
Python package. The kernel bandwidth to obtain the smoothed
distribution respects the Scott’s rule, described in Eq. (1):

h = n−1/(d+4) (1)

where h is the bandwidth in degree, n is the number of data
points, and d is the dimensionality of the data.

By selecting GC candidates in concentric rings around each
galaxy, and dividing their number by the area of these rings, we
can generate radial density profiles. It is worth noting, on the one
hand, that the GC counts described in this paper are not adjusted
for contamination or completeness and simply reflect the num-
ber of identified candidates. On the other hand, we use the fol-
lowing galaxy centre coordinates, obtained from the ellipse fit-
ting: 4h 15m 45.s11 −55◦ 35′ 32 .′′05 for NGC 1549, 4h 16m 10.s48
−55◦ 46′ 48 .′′06 for NGC 1553, 4h 14m 36.s32 −56◦ 3′ 39 .′′25 for
NGC 1546 and 4h 17m 54.s35 −55◦ 55′ 58 .′′91 for IC 2058 (ICRS
coordinates, epoch J2000). We can also isolate the associated
GC candidates in each feature with the help of the contours ex-
tracted from the Jafar annotation tool. We then calculate the
weighted average GC colour for each pair of filters. We also ap-
ply the same method on each galaxy, for determining their GC
colours and compare with those of their associated features.

Table 1: Main properties of the brightest galaxies of the ERO Dorado
FoV. Morphological type in column 2 are from the Hyperleda database
(Paturel et al. 2003) and Comerón et al. (2014). Velocity dispersion in
column 3 and radial velocity in column 4 are from Mould et al. (2000)

.

Galaxy name Type σv [km s−1] v [km s−1]

(1) (2) (3) (4)

NGC 1549 E 199 ± 4 1147 ± 19

NGC 1553 S0 186 ± 4 959 ± 18

NGC 1546 S0-a - 1177 ± 20

IC 2058 Scd - 1278 ± 15

3. Results

3.1. NGC 1549, NGC 1553, NGC 1546, and IC 2058
properties

The main characteristics of the studied galaxies extracted from
the literature are given in Table 1.

Here we adopt the hypothesis of Iovino (2002) asserting that
IC 2058, NGC 1549, NGC 1553, and NGC 1546 are located at
the same distance, forming a compact group of interacting galax-
ies. This assumption is consistent with both the radial velocities
of the four galaxies of interest which are similar according to
Table 1 and the literature on the estimated distances of these
galaxies. On one hand, NGC 1549 and NGC 1553 are located
at 19.7+1.7

−1.6 Mpc and 18.4+1.2
−1.2 Mpc according to Blakeslee et al.

(2001), which uses surface brightness fluctuations method. On
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Table 2: Magnitudes of the main galaxies of the ERO Dorado FoV. The uncertainties are dominated by the uncertainty in the magnitude zero
point, which is considered up to the third decimal place. The distance to the four galaxies is set at 18.4 Mpc.

Galaxy name IE YE JE HE MIE MYE MJE MHE

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9)

NGC 1549 9.13 8.44 8.35 8.23 −22.19 −22.88 −22.98 −23.09

NGC 1553 8.89 8.33 8.36 8.23 −22.43 −23.00 −22.96 −23.10

NGC 1546 11.57 10.95 10.81 10.72 −19.75 −20.38 −20.52 −20.61

IC 2058 13.59 13.30 13.23 13.14 −17.73 −18.03 −18.09 −18.19

Table 3: AutoProf estimation of effective (half-light) radii of the main galaxies of the ERO Dorado FoV in the different filters. The distance to
the four galaxies is set at 18.4 Mpc.

Galaxy name Re,IE [arcsec] Re,IE [kpc] Re,YE [arcsec] Re,YE [kpc] Re,JE [arcsec] Re,JE [kpc] Re,HE [arcsec] Re,HE [kpc]

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9)

NGC 1549 231 20.6 237 21.1 232 20.7 235 20.9

NGC 1553 157 14.0 138 12.3 158 14.1 144 12.9

NGC 1546 74 6.6 69 6.2 70 6.2 67 6.0

IC 2058 71 6.3 67 6.0 67 6.0 66 5.9

Table 4: Summary of the bright (IE ≤ 24) GC candidates counts for
each galaxy. Blue and red GCs are distinguished using the threshold
IE −HE = 0.68. Other GCs correspond to GCs with no available colours.
Poisson uncertainty is provided as well.

Galaxy name Blue GCs Red GCs Other GCs Total GCs

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)

NGC 1549 86 ± 10 69 ± 9 3 ± 2 158 ± 13

NGC 1553 63 ± 8 45 ± 7 4 ± 2 112 ± 11

NGC 1546 5 ± 3 5 ± 3 1 ± 1 11 ± 4

the other hand, the distance of NGC 1546 and IC 2058 are re-
spectively 13.4+6.0

−4.2 Mpc and 18.1+3.6
−3.0 Mpc, taken from Tully &

Fisher (1988) and Nasonova et al. (2011), which use the Tully-
Fisher relation. Those distances agree within the uncertainties.
We accept as the common distance of IC 2058, NGC 1549,
NGC 1553, and NGC 1546 that with the smallest uncertainty
(18.4 Mpc).

3.1.1. Light profiles

In Fig. 4, we show the AutoProf ellipse fitting method applied
to the three most massive galaxies in the field. IC 2058 will not
be discussed here, as its nature as an edge-on late-type galaxy
makes variations in its profile less reliable. We note the pres-
ence of Type III profiles in the classification of Pohlen & Tru-
jillo (2006) and Erwin et al. (2008): the inner profile follows
a relatively steep exponential shape, which transitions to a shal-
lower profile beyond a break radius. This outer upbending is also
called “antitruncation”. In the IE band, the breaks for NGC 1549,
NGC 1553 and NGC 1546 are respectively located at around

100, 70, and 30 arcsec, and corresponding surface brightnesses
of 23, 21.5, and 21 mag arcsec−2. Those profiles are compatible
with both minor (Younger et al. 2007) and major (Borlaff et al.
2014) mergers origin, thus confirming a tumultuous past that re-
mains to be investigated. However, this analysis does not allow
a clear distinction between the two types of mergers based on
these profiles alone.

Further out, beyond respectively 600, 550, and 250 arcsec (or
approximately 55, 50 and 20 kpc), the NGC 1549, NGC 1553,
and NGC 1546 profiles drop sharply. The presence of this de-
cline is confirmed by visual inspection and persists when the
constant background value used by AutoProf is slightly varied.

We extract from the surface brightness profiles the total mag-
nitude and effective (or half-light) radius in each Euclid filter, for
the three galaxies of interest. We report our results in Table 2 and
Table 3.

Table 2 shows similar NIR magnitudes for NGC 1549 and
NGC 1553, indicating they have at first order comparable masses
(since NIR bands are less sensitive to variations in the mass-
to-light ratio caused by different stellar populations and ages,
e.g., Bell & de Jong 2001). The magnitudes of NGC 1546 and
IC 2058 confirm their significantly lower mass, but their differ-
ence in IE magnitude imply different star-formation histories (or
might also be due to differences in dust attenuation).

3.1.2. GCs counts and distribution

The selection process described in Sect. 2.3.1 ends up with 790
bright GC candidates. We divide this sample into two subsam-
ples based on their colour distribution. In the absence of a clear
bimodality (which is commonly found for early-type galaxies,
e.g., Kundu & Whitmore 2001; Peng et al. 2006), a blue sample
and a red sample are defined using the median IE − HE colour
(0.68 mag) as the dividing point (it is worth noting that the con-
clusions presented in this paper remain consistent even when
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Fig. 4: Left: IE cutouts of the three galaxies of interest, displayed using hybrid histogram equalisation and logarithmic scale. Ellipses of the
AutoProf profiles are displayed in blue. Right: Corresponding surface brightness profiles (solid lines) and their uncertainties (semi-transparent
areas).

slightly different threshold values are applied). Table 4 presents
the bright GC candidates counts for the three main galaxies.

To cope with the overlap between NGC 1549 and NGC 1553
(see Fig. 2 and Fig. 5) we artificially separate their GC popula-
tion at an isophote of 25.5 mag arcsec−2 in the IE band (roughly,
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33 kpc or 370 arcsec for NGC 1549, 29.5 kpc or 330 arcsec for
NGC 1553, and 13.5 kpc or 150 arcsec for NGC 1546).

The spatial distribution of the bright GC candidates across
the field of view is presented through the density maps in Fig. 5.
Blue GCs seem to be more uniformly distributed, which aligns
with expectations if this GC component is accreted from (minor)
mergers (Brodie & Strader 2006). Red globular clusters (GCs)
can form either through in-situ processes (Forbes et al. 2018) or
as a result of past mergers involving metal-rich satellites. Conse-
quently, their higher concentration compared to bluer GCs aligns
with expectations.

We also generate radial density profiles in Fig. 6. To deter-
mine the radius at which to stop the GC density estimation, we
apply the same criterion detailed earlier. The three galaxies of
interest show the expected trend: a high central concentration of
GCs that decreases with increasing radius.

3.2. Properties of detected tidal features

3.2.1. Detection of tidal debris

In Fig. 7, we show that the original image together their unsharp
masking and ellipse fitting residuals versions present numerous
tidal debris, demonstrating the Euclid space telescope’s ability
to detect such structures. We identify and classify those struc-
tures with the Jafar annotation tool. We list these features, in
addition to several dwarf galaxies of interest and internal sub-
structures (like rings or spiral arms), as seen in the top left panel
of Fig. 8. Tidal features have been detected around NGC 1549,
NGC 1553, and NGC 1546, but not around IC 2058.

Among those features, on the top-right panel of Fig. 8, we
label with numbers those for which individual photometry was
possible, at least in the IE band where they have been detected.

The unlabelled structures are either too close to the galac-
tic centre, are located in the overlapping regions between
NGC 1549 and NGC 1553, or are shells for which photometry
is challenging (e.g., Sola et al. 2022). Some of the labelled fea-
tures were poorly detected in NIR bands. In particular, the YE

band seems to be the most affected by contaminants specific to
the NIR bands, as discussed in Sect. 4. Therefore, we do not con-
sider this filter for the individual features photometry. We also
exclude from the colour study the structures that are difficult to
detect in the NIR bands. Results from the photometry of the indi-
vidual features are shown in the top right and bottom left panels
of Fig. 8. We also calculate the median colour of the GC candi-
dates each feature encompasses (bottom right panel of Fig. 8).
Figure 9 presents a colour-colour diagram of the detected fea-
tures, with the median colours of the associated GCs overplot-
ted. We can see on this diagram that all the feature colours fall
on or near the red-end regions of the stellar population models,
excluding the youngest stellar populations (≈ 0.1–1 Gyr).

When comparing the GC distribution in Fig. 5, we observe
location differences between the peaks of GC density and the
ellipse profile centre of the galaxies. While the offset seen on
NGC 1546 could be due to low-number statistics (see also the
low GC count of this galaxy in Table 4), the offsets found for
NGC 1549 and NGC 1553 seem real. Indeed, the scale of those
offsets (over 1.′20) is much larger than the central region where
the galaxy is so bright that it makes detecting GCs impossible
(under 0.′18).

It is worth mentioning that different offsets are seen in the
blue and red GC distribution. If we approximate the total GC dis-
tribution around each galaxy by a Gaussian of standard deviation

σ, the offsets vary over 3σ in the red and blue GC sub-samples,
which suggests that these variations are significant.

Finally, we do not find a systematic overdensity of GCs at the
location of the debris and we speculate about possible reasons as
follows.

– Due to the presence of contaminants, we are compelled to
restrict our sample of GC candidates to only the brightest
ones (IE ≤ 24). The clustering of GCs in the vicinity of tidal
features may remain undetected without including lower lu-
minosity GCs. Higher resolution and deeper data could help
overcome this limitation.

– The detected tidal features could be formed from the material
of small progenitors such as dwarf galaxies, which do not
necessarily contain GCs.

– Phase-mixing of the GCs associated with tidal features may
have erased any evidence of clustering, indicating that the
mergers we observe traces of are not very recent.

– If we consider the tidal features as remnants of the former
disks of LTG progenitors that formed the galaxies observed
in this study, we may hypothesize that there were few or no
in-situ GCs within these disks. Thus, we predominantly ob-
serve ex-situ GCs here. They remain gravitationally bound
to their host galaxy’s potential even during interactions with
other galaxies, leaving the GC distribution unaffected and
preventing any clustering from occurring.

– For the galaxies involved in a merger, the globular clusters
are not originally predominantly located in a disk, but rather
distributed in a halo. Consequently, they do not end up along
the tidal features coming from the elongation of the former
spiral arms.

3.2.2. NGC 1549

In Fig. 10, we see that the colour profile of NGC 1549 is flat,
and is flatter than NGC 1553 in IE − JE. This is also visible with
the help of the colour maps in Fig. 11. An interpretation will be
discussed in the Sect. 4.1.

The unsharp masked image of NGC 1549 (Fig. 12) shows
an internal substructure similar to diffuse spiral arms, with no
visible star-formation region. The origin of this feature is uncer-
tain. It could be the remnant of ancient galactic disk and bar,
whose dynamics has been modified by a merger. This explana-
tion would be consistent with UV data and traces of possible an-
cient star formation described in the literature (Rampazzo et al.
2020, 2021, 2022, see also Sect. 1).

A large tidal feature (6) is visible to the north, and an
umbrella-shaped structure composed of another tidal feature (1)
and a shell is visible to the west. (6) is one of the bluest features
detected, and (1) is one of the reddest. The NGC 1549 ellipse
profile presents a slight bump from 13.38 kpc to 44.60 kpc (from
150 to 500 arcsec) from the galactic centre. This coincides with
the position and extent of the tidal features (1) and (6). Their
GCs photometry shows that these features might host red GCs.
Finally, NGC 1549 also features a system of shells.

In the southern part of this galaxy in the direction of
NGC 1553, three tidal features are visible, notably on the im-
ages of unsharp masking and ellipse fitting residuals, but remain
very uncertain. We do not label them, but we note that one of
them could be the southern extension of the northern large tidal
feature (6).
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Fig. 5: Bright GC candidates density maps of the full ERO-D FoV (left column), with zooms on the NGC 1549-NGC 1553 pair (middle column)
and on NGC 1546 (right column). The colour scale is the same for both zooms, where the density fields were re-evaluated locally using the
samples within the cutouts. All GCs, blue GCs, and red GCs are respectively represented in the upper, middle and lower rows. The threshold used
to differentiate between blue and red GCs is the median value of the IE − HE GC candidate colours.

3.2.3. NGC 1553

The colour profile trend of NGC 1553 (see Fig. 10) slightly
varies with the choice of the photometric band. A blueward slope
is observed with increasing radius for colours involving the IE

band. For other colours, the profile is flatter, without excluding a
slope if we consider its uncertainties.

This galaxy has the second highest peak density of GCs (see
Fig. 5, Table 4). The distribution of GCs appears unusual. In its
central region, the eastern side seems dominated by red GCs,
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Fig. 6: GC density radial profiles for the three galaxies of interest. The
shaded area around each curve represents the Poisson noise in the GC
counts, computed for each bin.

while the western side is primarily populated by blue GCs. This
asymmetry could be attributed to several factors.

– The effect could be real and due to a specific merger history,
such as the accretion of a more metal-poor population along
a preferred direction.

– Depending on the galaxy orientation, there may be more
galactic material along the line of sight between the observer
and the GCs on one side of the galaxy compared to the other,
causing varying levels of extinction across the two sides.

– It could also be a combination of low-number statistics ef-
fects, typical central concentration of red GCs in the host
galaxy, and the fact that blue GCs tend to have a shallower
distribution around the host galaxy.

Figure 13 shows the NGC 1553 core, featuring dust lanes, a
bar and diffuse spiral arms without star formation. Internal re-
gions of this galaxy have a ring system. The most internal ring is
spiral shaped and is particularly enlightened in unsharp masked
images, as depicted in Fig. 13. The NGC 1553 ellipse profile
presents a bump around 40′′ from the galactic centre, probably
caused by this ring/spiral structure.

Further from the centre, two “lobes” features and a possible
small tidal feature are observed, especially in the surface bright-
ness and unsharp masked images (second row, first and third
lines of Fig. 7). A second bump, around 100′′, is very small but
more prominent in the YE band, and seems to be caused by those
features. Moreover, a system of shells is detected. Finally, the
halo is distorted toward the northeast and southwest, yet without
forming any elongated tidal structures. We have classified those
distortions as the plumes (4) and (8). The feature (8) appears to
be the faintest feature of this set.

3.2.4. NGC 1546

This is the first time that the tidal feature system of NGC 1546
is described in detail. The inspection of the image reveals the
singular, if not unique morphology of NGC 1546. While Fig. 2
shows, in its outer regions, an extended and disturbed halo rem-
iniscent of an elliptical galaxy, Fig. 14 displays, in its outer re-
gions, an entirely unperturbed flocculent disk galaxy.

NGC 1546 inner features are lobes and a small tidal feature.
Further out, there is a shell system and a blue tidal feature (5).

As previously mentioned, the blue GCs dominating this struc-
ture provoke an overdensity in the distribution (see Fig. 5). This
can be the reason why the GC density profile of this galaxy
rises significantly at large radii, as seen in Fig. 6. However,
this behaviour could also result from the low-number statistics
and therefore high uncertainties on this profile. GCs might be
missing in the inner galaxy regions because of poor detection
in this dusty environment. They could be, for instance, hidden
or reddened by the dust and fall below our detection thresh-
old or colour criteria. In the Sect. 4.1, we will discuss how the
NGC 1546 morphology and GCs still strongly constrain its his-
tory of galactic mergers.

In the NGC 1546 ellipse profile, the innermost 40 arcsec are
difficult to interpret due to the presence of arms and strong dust
lanes in the disk, making the ellipse profile barely estimable. The
tidal tail (5) and the shells are responsible for the bumps located
from 150′′ to 150′′ from the centre.

3.2.5. Dwarf galaxies of interest and isolated features

In addition to the structures clearly associated with the studied
galaxies, we note the presence of several features which are iso-
lated or seem linked to some dwarf galaxies. This work presents
the first mention of the following isolated features, demonstrat-
ing once again Euclid’s contribution to the detection of diffuse
structures.

The tidal feature (2) of NGC 1549, which is not mentioned
in the literature, is located to the east of the galaxy’s centre.
It appears to be connected to the dwarf elliptical LSB galaxy
(a) or [CMI2001] 5012-01 in Carrasco et al. (2001). Located at
RA = 64.◦0125, Dec = −55.◦5570, this object is presented in the
right panel of Fig. 15. The stream (2) could be composed of ma-
terial from the dwarf galaxy (a), which would therefore be under-
going tidal disruption by its host galaxy, NGC 1549. However,
the stream (2) exhibits colours that are not compatible within its
uncertainties with those of the dwarf galaxy (labelled “a” in Fig.
9 and Table 5). Therefore, this stream has different stellar age and
metallicity than the dwarf (a), which seems to rule out the pos-
sibility of a link between them. Another hypothesis arises when
considering the rather red colour of the dwarf galaxy (a) and
the similarity of its GC colours to those of its host galaxy, NGC
1549 (see bottom-right panel of Fig. 8). This could suggest that
the dwarf galaxy (a) is not composed of low-metallicity mate-
rial, but rather of material from a massive progenitor. This would
make the dwarf galaxy (a) a tidal dwarf located at 16.43 kpc from
the centre of NGC 1549.

Around NGC 1553, we detect a clumpy object (b) at RA =
64.◦0645, Dec = −55.◦6977 (see left panel of Fig. 15). Already
mentioned in the catalogue of Carrasco et al. (2001) as a blue
LSB dwarf, this object was previously discussed in Rampazzo
et al. (2020), where its detection in UV with GALEX and the
presence of Hii regions were highlighted.

In the Euclid high-resolution image, its aspect and colour
are consistent with a star-formation region. Moreover, Fig. 9 and
Table 5 shows that the object (b) is compatible with low stellar
ages and high metallicity. It could then be an outer star-forming
region associated with NGC 1553, or even a tidal dwarf galaxy
given its distance to the host centre. Another hypothesis could be
that it is an external irregular star-forming dwarf galaxy though
finding such an object as a galactic satellite is rare. Spectroscopic
data could help to better identify and classify this object.

At a projected distance of approximately 60 kpc to the west
of NGC 1549, we detect a faint tidal feature (7). Its progenitor
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Fig. 7: IE surface brightness maps (top row), ellipse fitting residuals (middle row) and unsharp masked images (bottom row) for rebinned cutouts of
the three galaxies of interest. The surface brightness image is in grayscale, black indicating where the surface brightness is below 21 mag arcsec−2,
and white where it exceeds 27.5 mag arcsec−2. The unsharp masked image is produced using a 40 pixel standard deviation width Gaussian kernel.

might be the dwarf galaxy LEDA 75104 (Arp & Madore 1987),
which is labelled as (d) Fig. 8.

Another faint tidal feature (3) is detected to the north
of NGC 1546. A dwarf galaxy (labelled “c”, named
SMDG J0415044−555618 and mentioned for the first time
in Arp & Madore 1987) lies along its extension. However, the
orientation of its semi-major axis, nearly perpendicular to the
stream, challenges the hypothesis that it could be the progenitor
of the tidal feature.

To the east of NGC 1546 and to the south of NGC 1553, one
finds a feature (9) whose origin and nature are uncertain. Given
its appearance as a detached tidal feature, we have classified this
object as a “plume”. It could also be a tidally disrupting ultra-
diffuse galaxy (UDG), similar to the case presented in Žemaitis

et al. (2023). In the bottom-right panel of Fig. 8, we see that
the GCs associated with this structure are red. This would be in
favour of a tidal origin for this object, as it may have inherited
its population of GCs from its progenitor. The flux photometry
of this feature is limited by its non-detection in the NIR bands,
likely due to contamination sources specific to this wavelength
range in the ERO data (a topic that will be discussed in Sect.
4.2.1). The GC photometry places the feature at the furthest po-
sition from the stellar population model in the colour-colour di-
agram (Fig. 9), suggesting a complex star-formation history (or
a high metallicity not taken into account by our SSP model) for
this structure or its progenitor. A more refined stellar popula-
tion synthesis model, enhanced data processing, and follow-up
observations would enable a more in-depth investigation into its
nature.
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Fig. 8: Upper left: features detected for each galaxy with the help of the IE images and residuals. Upper right: IE surface brightness map of the
features. Those for which IE photometry can be performed are coloured according to their surface brightness and numbered. Those for which this
study is not possible are delineated in black. The photometry of the shells, of the uncertain features between NGC 1549 and NGC 1553, and of the
features close to the galactic centres was not estimated. These features are delineated in black. Lower left: IE− JE integrated fluxes colour map. The
features with uncertain detection in the NIR bands appear in grey. Lower right: IE − JE GCs colour map. The average colours are weighted based
on the uncertainties of the magnitudes that contribute to them. The features that encompass less than three bright GC candidates appear in grey.
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Fig. 9: Colour-colour plot of the ERO Dorado features, for both total flux photometry (square labels) and GCs photometry (round labels). The
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colour-coded area is consistent in age and metallicity across all other SSP models tested.

Table 5: Photometry of individual features. Surface brightness and colours are given in magnitudes. Column (3) is the surface brightness in the IE

band derived from the total flux. Columns (4) and (5) are the colours extracted from the total flux photometry. No measure is given for the features
which are not well detected in the NIR bands. Columns (6) and (7) are the weighted mean colours of the bright GC candidates contained in each
feature. No measure is given for the features which have two or less GC candidates. Column (8) is the number of GC candidates for each feature.

ID Type IE IE − JE IE − HE (IE − JE)GC (IE − HE)GC GC count

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

1 Stellar stream 26.135 ± 0.004 0.82 ± 0.04 0.88 ± 0.04 . . . . . . 1

2 Stellar stream 27.182 ± 0.008 0.61 ± 0.12 0.47 ± 0.13 0.678 ± 0.030 0.720 ± 0.034 4

3 Stellar stream 27.208 ± 0.005 . . . . . . . . . . . . 0

4 Plume 26.652 ± 0.002 . . . . . . 0.708 ± 0.006 0.684 ± 0.006 8

5 Tidal tail 26.426 ± 0.003 0.42 ± 0.06 0.63 ± 0.04 0.344 ± 0.009 0.352 ± 0.009 4

6 Stellar stream 26.419 ± 0.002 0.29 ± 0.04 0.55 ± 0.03 0.657 ± 0.009 0.698 ± 0.010 16

7 Stellar stream 27.614 ± 0.004 . . . . . . . . . . . . 1

8 Plume 28.001 ± 0.006 . . . . . . 0.560 ± 0.009 0.621 ± 0.009 5

9 Isolated plume 25.873 ± 0.001 . . . . . . 1.154 ± 0.026 1.283 ± 0.026 3

a Dwarf galaxy 25.703 ± 0.004 0.64 ± 0.05 0.88 ± 0.04 0.645 ± 0.023 0.710 ± 0.026 5

b Star-forming region 25.655 ± 0.006 0.45 ± 0.09 0.84 ± 0.04 . . . . . . 2

c Dwarf galaxy 26.597 ± 0.012 0.45 ± 0.26 0.52 ± 0.22 . . . . . . 0

d Dwarf galaxy 25.964 ± 0.004 0.40 ± 0.08 0.40 ± 0.06 . . . . . . 1
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Fig. 10: Colour profiles for NGC 1549, NGC 1553, and NGC 1546. Left: IE − JE. Right: YE − HE.

Fig. 11: Colour maps derived from ERO Dorado images. Right: IE − JE. Left: YE − HE.

4. Discussion

4.1. Unveiling the mass assembly history of NGC 1549,
NGC 1553, and NGC 1546

We explore the origin of the tidal features around the three
brightest galaxies analysed in previous sections. One prime
driver is to determine whether they originate from ancient merg-
ers or were more recently formed due to the on-going interac-
tions of the massive galaxies in the ERO-D field.

The structures (1), (2), (3), and (7) are too thin for their pro-
genitors to be dynamically hot massive objects, such as the ETGs
discussed in this study. Even the larger structure (6) remains too
thin to be a deformation of the NGC 1549 halo. Furthermore, its
direction does not point clearly toward any galaxy of the Do-
rado group. This rules out the possibility that this tidal feature is
caused by a current interaction with a massive galaxy. We there-
fore argue that the tidal features (1), (2), (3), (6), and (7) are
likely stellar streams, whose progenitors are lower mass galax-
ies that have been accreted. On the other hand, structures (4),

(5), and (8) have shapes and sizes compatible with a halo distur-
bance caused by an ongoing interaction. We therefore tentatively
classify them as plumes and tidal tails.

Besides the shapes of the structures, further clues on their
origin may be derived from their colour. Stellar population mod-
els show that Euclid photometric bands colours of stellar struc-
tures not affected by on-going star formation vary much more
with metallicity than with age (Kluge et al. 2024; Saifollahi et al.
2024; Hunt et al. 2024). Therefore, we make the assumption that
the differences in colours between individual tidal features or in
the profile of ETGs are primarily due to differences in metallic-
ity.

The flat colour profile of NGC 1549 suggests a relatively ho-
mogeneous mix of metal-rich and metal-poor stellar populations,
possibly caused by a major merger (e.g., Di Matteo et al. 2009;
Kim & Im 2013; Suess et al. 2020) linked to the largest struc-
ture: the north tidal stream (6). Indeed, colour maps (Fig. 11)
show that it is redder than the halo of NGC 1549. This argues for
a massive progenitor, likely more metal-rich than the NGC 1549

Article number, page 16 of 25



Mathias Urbano et al: Euclid view of diffuse stellar structures and globular clusters in the Dorado group of galaxies

Fig. 12: IE unsharp masked image of the NGC 1549 centre, unveiling a
bar and/or “pseudo-spiral arms”.

external parts. Since this galaxy exhibits the highest numbers of
GCs, the progenitor of the large stellar stream (6) could have
brought its GCs into the body of NGC 1549.

The stream (1) belonging to an umbrella-shaped feature is
red. We can infer that this metal-rich stellar material comes ei-
ther from the galactic centre of NGC 1549 or from an external
progenitor more massive than a dwarf galaxy.

Given the previous considerations on the tidal features na-
ture, the only remaining possible tidal features linked to a pos-
sible ongoing interaction between NGC 1549 and NGC 1553
are their shells and the NGC 1553 plumes (4) and (8). How-
ever, (4) seems oriented towards NGC 1546, and would there-
fore be caused by the gravitational attraction of the latter galaxy
rather than that of NGC 1553. As for the shells, simulations (e.g.,
Ebrova 2013; Pop et al. 2018) show that they could not have been
produced by the mutual current interaction between NGC 1553
and NGC 1549, but rather by past radial mergers that occurred
in both galaxies. A tracer of a potential on-going interaction be-
tween NGC 1549 and NGC 1553 is possibly the plume (8), and
the symmetric offsets in GC distribution peaks for both galax-
ies. Such clear lack of interaction signs is expected for massive
ETGs, whose structure tends to be stronger than the rotation-
supported one of a less massive LTG. An ETG would conse-
quently form preferentially plumes, or even no tidal feature,
rather than elongated bridges or tidal tails (e.g., Duc & Renaud
2013).

NGC 1553 exhibits inner spiral arms as well as traces of pos-
sible current and ancient star-forming activity revealed by the
multi-wavelength data (see Sect. 1 for references). This galaxy
could be a former LTG whose star formation was quenched and
that has recently transitioned to an ETG following a series of
minor mergers, those that are responsible for the formation of
the shells observed in its main body (e.g., Petersson et al. 2023;
Rutherford et al. 2024). This is consistent with the colour gra-
dient of NGC 1553 showing evidence of material with lower
metallicity, and thus bluer colour in its outer regions (e.g., La

Barbera et al. 2011; Kennedy et al. 2016; Marian et al. 2018).
This last observation is in favour of more recent mergers, since
phase-mixing has not yet blended stellar populations of different
metallicities. An alternative scenario proposes that NGC 1553
underwent a transformation into an ETG through mergers, re-
sulting in the loss of its initial angular momentum, followed by
the inward migration of material that formed an inner disk at
its centre (e.g., Shapiro et al. 2010). This interpretation is sup-
ported by the presence of the bar in the centre of NGC 1553, that
could have funnelled material inward (e.g., Gadotti et al. 2015).
In the first scenario, the galaxy would remain a fast rotator, but
not in the second. Therefore, a kinematic analysis of the inner
and outer stellar populations with Integral Field Units could help
distinguishing the two scenarios (e.g., Cappellari 2016).

Making a claim about a recent transition from LTG to ETG
for NGC 1549 would be more speculative: aside from the struc-
ture at its centre resembling diffuse spiral arms or a bar and vis-
ible only with unsharp masking (Fig. 12), its morphology is that
of a pure elliptical galaxy, and the literature reports evidence of
past but not current star formation. However, the mergers respon-
sible for the shells may still have contributed to the dissipative
events that led to the cessation of this star formation. An ancient
major merger associated to a violent relaxation and phase mixing
of the stars would explain its flat colour profile.

NGC 1546 appears as a hybrid object, consisting of an in-
ner flocculent star-forming disk and a prominent outer diffuse
stellar halo. The latter appears perturbed, making a tidal tail (5)
oriented towards NGC 1553. An interaction with this massive
galaxy is thus the likely origin of this tidal feature. The absence
of any form of disturbance in the inner young disk excludes the
possibility of a recent major merger. Its diffuse stellar halo could
have been assembled by multiple minor mergers, a scenario con-
sistent with the presence of a population of blue GCs at its loca-
tion. Nevertheless, objects like NGC 1546 remain intriguing in
groups.

The edge-on spiral IC 2058, which has about the same stel-
lar mass as NGC 1546, shows no detectable stellar halo in Eu-
clid images. Surprisingly, no warp is observed either, despite its
apparent proximity to the massive galaxy NGC 1553. This chal-
lenges the hypothesis that the galaxy is already physically bound
to the group.

With this interpretation regarding the origin and nature of
each tidal feature, we can return to the question of GC clustering
for detecting such structures. We notice that GC distribution dis-
turbances are only seen at the locations of suspected major inter-
actions and mergers. Indeed, in the right-hand column of Fig. 5,
we observe a blue GC overdensity at the location of tidal feature
(5), which is interpreted to indicate an ongoing major interaction,
and offsets are detected around NGC 1549 and NGC 1553, which
are suspected to be in interaction. Thus, although our results in-
dicate that in these Euclid images, studying GC clustering alone
is not sufficient for detecting tidal features, we see that analysing
the GC distribution is still valuable for identifying major interac-
tions and mergers. To validate or refute this preliminary conclu-
sion, GC clustering should be analysed on a statistical sample
of galaxies with observable debris. Such a study will be made
possible by the EWS data.

4.2. Limits and prospects

4.2.1. Diffuse light contaminants

The ERO-D observations were acquired with one single ROS
and therefore share the same depth as the standard EWS. As such
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Fig. 13: IE image zooms on the central part of NGC 1553. Left: Zoom on the very central part of the same image, where a bar, diffuse spiral arms,
and dust lanes are visible. Centre: The corresponding image without any additional processing. Right: Unsharp masked image (using a 10 pixel
standard deviation width Gaussian kernel) showing the ring feature composed of different arms and the spiral arms of the very central part.

Fig. 14: IE image of the disk and dust lanes of NGC 1546, revealing its
floculent nature.

they may be used as a test-bed on the Euclid capability to detect
and analyse extended LSB structures like tidal debris. Neverthe-
less, several sources of contamination differentiate ERO-D from
the future EWS data. In this subsection, we list the potential con-
taminants for each Euclid filter.

Euclid’s NISP instrument covers not only imaging in the YE,
JE, and HE bands, but also acquisition of spectra using a grism,
which creates artefacts on infrared images. They take the form
of parallel linear persistence charge features centred on bright
objects. In areas of the image affected by persistence, measured
photometry, and therefore colour, of low-surface brightness ob-
jects is less reliable. If masked incorrectly, these contaminants
can also alter the surface brightness profiles of the outer regions
of galaxies. The problem is partially corrected through mod-
elling and subtraction during the ERO pipeline run (Cuillandre

Fig. 15: Colour (IE, YE, HE) images of two objects of interest. As
they overlap with the galaxies with which they are associated, ob-
taining these images required new cutouts (13.38 kpc × 13.38 kpc or
150′′ × 150′′), the use of MTObjects to mask sources, and the use of
the GALFIT software (Peng et al. 2002) to determine and correct a tilted
plane background. Finally, the colour image has been obtained with the
Aladin software. Left: external star-forming region (possibly belonging
to a satellite dwarf irregular galaxy) at the north of NGC 1553, labelled
as (b) in Fig. 8. Right: faint dwarf satellite galaxy at the north-west of
NGC 1549, labelled as (a) in Fig. 8.

et al. 2024), but there are still sources that present this issue in the
ERO-D field of view. In addition, the NIR images are subject to
detector levels differences, which are still visible in the stacks.
These two issues can hinder the detection of faint features, as
shown in Fig. 16 for the stellar stream (3).

During the visual inspection of the IE image, we detect a large
diffuse light component which affects mainly the southern part
of the image, encompassing the features (3), (4), (5), and (9) and
reaching IC 2058. There is no bright pattern in the NIR bands
that matches this diffuse emission in IE. However, this could be
due to the NIR bands being less deep than IE or to the contam-
ination sources specific to the ERO NIR data mentioned earlier.
Three possible interpretation of this diffuse component were ex-
plored.

– The presence of an intra-group light. Nevertheless, the shape
of this emission areas seemed suspicious, tracing sometimes
the boundaries of the CCDs.

– Galactic cirrus within the ERO-D FoV. This type of struc-
ture can indeed take on characteristic shapes with preferred
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200 ''

Fig. 16: Impact of varying detector sensitivities and persistence on tidal
features detection in NIR bands. Top: IE image centred on the stellar
stream at the north of NGC 1546 (labelled 3 in Fig. 8). Bottom: Same
field in HE, where the stream is much less visible.

directions. However, checking infrared images of the FoV re-
gion suggests that the risk of such contamination is limited:
in Fig. 17, the WISE (Wright et al. 2010) data do not show
such structures at least in the ERO-D FoV.

– Stray light contamination. Due to observing constrains dur-
ing the ERO observations, the telescope was not oriented in
a position minimising stray light (Cuillandre et al. 2024), as
will be done for the regular Euclid survey.

For the ERO-D study, the colour maps (seen in Fig. 11)
would have been affected by the presence of this potential stray
light without the correction described in Sect. 2.1.2. The pres-
ence of stray light and the choice of local background subtraction
come at a cost: if there were structures fainter than the stray light
or intra-group light in this image, they would not be detectable.

4.2.2. Stray light and comparison with ground-based data

In Sect. 2.1.2, we create a stray light-removed IE image. Here,
in order to further investigate the instrumental contamination
on the diffuse light, in particular the stray light, we compare
the Euclid original, non-corrected image to non-background-
subtracted data from the ground-based DECaLS survey, which
fully covers the ERO-D region (tiles 412-5540, 413-5540, 417-
5540, and 418-5622). We use the i band, which is close to the Eu-
clid IE band. We subtract a global background using the method
applied in AutoProf, and then co-add the DECaLS i images
using GnuAstro AstWarp. We estimate the surface brightness
map and finally subtract it from the Euclid IE surface brightness
map. It is worth noting that ERO-D has a surface brightness limit
for extended objects (30.05 mag arcsec−2 for IE, Cuillandre et al.
2024) fainter than that of DECaLS (up to 29 mag arcsec−2, Miró-
Carretero et al. 2023). Consequently, in the left panel of Fig. 18,

1°

Fig. 17: Similar field to Fig. 1, except that the DECaLS survey has been
replaced by the 12 µm photometric band of the WISE infrared survey
(reprocessed by Meisner & Finkbeiner 2014) in order to probe the pres-
ence of Galactic cirrus.

the dark areas reveal both where Euclid detects more flux and
features than DECaLS, and where Euclid is potentially still af-
fected by stray light.

The stray light issue has been noted for several data sets in
the Euclid ERO program, leading to a redefinition of the orien-
tation of the telescope during the EWS (Euclid Collaboration:
Mellier et al. 2024). As a result, the impact of this source of
contamination should be drastically reduced in future data. If
the ongoing effort in EWS pipeline development to address the
other issues mentioned above are successful, EWS data will al-
low us to detect fainter tidal features, with less contamination
and therefore better photometry than ERO-D.

As seen in the right panel of Fig. 18 (identical to the left panel
but for the IE corrected image), our corrected product aligns
much better with the DECaLS data.

4.2.3. Prospects for LSB detection in the EWS

Due to the contaminants described earlier, the gain of Euclid in
terms of surface brightness limit is not obvious when comparing
the ERO-D fields and DECaLS fields. However, the DECaLS
image also suffers from contamination sources, such as CCD
gaps, halos from bright stars, larger PSF, and higher sky back-
ground. This can lead to false positives in the search for tidal
features, as seen in the example of Fig. 19. Since the two in-
struments are not affected by the same systematic effects, a sus-
pected tidal feature in the DECaLS image can be confirmed or
rejected in the Euclid image and vice versa, enabling extremely
robust diffuse structure detection. Euclid’s optics are key in this
study, as its sharp PSF does not spread Milky Way star light over
large radial distances. Moreover, the superior resolution of Eu-
clid images makes them better suited for determining the nature
of the detected tidal features, and in particular the smallest ones
(the PSF FWHM is 0 .′′16 for Euclid IE as explained in Cuillandre
et al. 2024, and 0 .′′82 for DECaLS i). The DESI Legacy survey,
which covers a large portion of the EWS, could serve as a com-
plement to the first Euclid data releases for a statistical study of
tidal features. For the southern hemisphere, they will eventually
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Fig. 18: Residual image subtracting the DECaLS i-band surface brightness map from the Euclid IE surface brightness map. The scale gives the
residual in mag arcsec−2. Left: Residual image using the original IE image. The extended dark area in the lower part of the image indicates the
possible presence of stray light. Right: Residual image using the IE corrected surface brightness map.

be replaced by the Legacy Survey of Space and Time (LSST)
data from the Vera Rubin Observatory.

The average surface brightness of the faintest feature de-
tected in ERO-D (that is to say 28.00 ± 0.01 mag arcsec−2 in IE

for the plume 8) does not reflect the intrinsic detection capa-
bilities of Euclid, but rather specific limitations of the ERO-D
data. Indeed, we do not detect the features that are fainter than
the stray light. This result is still highly promising, as even with
the inherent limitations of the ERO-D data set, Euclid reaches
performance comparable to the one of the deepest surveys cur-
rently available. Additionally, Euclid also observes in the NIR, a
wavelength range where the LSB realm remains unexplored.

Finally, it is worth noticing that the ERO pipeline used for
ERO-D data processing is different from the EWS pipeline. In-
deed, the ERO pipeline is optimised for LSB signal preserva-
tion on extended objects (even when filling most of the Euclid
FoV, Cuillandre et al. 2024) whereas the EWS pipeline aims at
producing excellent photometry of distant, and therefore small,
sources. The methods used, particularly for background subtrac-
tion, may therefore vary from the ERO to the EWS pipelines, and
the same applies to performance in terms of LSB signal preser-
vation. Comparison of EWS images to data from ground-based
facilities can thus be different. A systematic study of the effect of
the EWS pipeline on LSB objects is necessary for more accurate
predictions of tidal features detection limits.

5. Summary and conclusions

The Euclid space telescope provides us with a groundbreak-
ing view of four Dorado group galaxies, NGC 1549, NGC 1553,
NGC 1546, and IC 2058. This image reveals an exceptional en-
vironment, rich in past collisions, and potential ongoing interac-
tions. ERO-D allows one to map out an unprecedentedly exhaus-
tive description of their tidal debris systems. The detection of the
morphological structures and GCs of these galaxies summarized

200 ''

Fig. 19: Left: an example of possible false positive in diffuse structure
detection with the DECaLS image. The light from a Milky Way star
halo seems to form a tidal feature at the south of NGC 1546. Right: the
same cutout for the Euclid IE image.

in Fig. 20 alongside their photometry led to a series of conclu-
sions regarding the mass assembly history of the compact group
SCG 0414−5559 formed by these galaxies.

– NGC 1549 is an elliptical galaxy surrounded by a wealth of
tidal features best explained by a past major merger event.
This hypothesis is consistent with the flat colour profile of
its stellar halo. An LSB dwarf galaxy is observed in its direc-
tion. However, its association with a nearby detected stream
appears unlikely due to their difference in colours.

– NGC 1553 has a star-forming structure and spiral arms in
the centre and innermost ring. It has probably recently tran-
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Fig. 20: Distribution of the bright GC candidates in the ERO-D field. Each dot is a GC candidate and its colour is scaled according to its IE − HE

colour. Outlines of tidal and internal stellar features have been overlaid on the plot.

sitioned to the ETG regime due to radial minor mergers, as
evidenced by the surrounding shells.

– NGC 1546 is a rare specimen of a non-perturbed star-
forming disk galaxy with a large disturbed halo. The colour
of its tidal tail and its GCs suggest that this halo has been
fed by dwarf accretions, then distorted probably due to tidal
forces caused by NGC 1553.

– IC 2058 is a pure disk galaxy which does not exhibit any tidal
features or other morphological signs of membership to this
compact group.

– The ERO-D data also revealed more isolated features: two
stellar streams and a structure that could be the bright end of
a larger tidal feature from NGC 1553 or a tidally disrupted
UDG.

The ERO-D data were acquired from a single ROS, as will
be the case for each stack in the EWS. Hence, this work can
be considered as a pathfinder for the EWS researches on diffuse
features for galactic merger history studies. We have thus drawn
several conclusions regarding the detection in the ERO-D data
set and prospects for the EWS.

– Several sources of contamination have been identified. Espe-
cially, stray light has an impact on the detection of extended

and faint stellar structures in the IE band, while persistence in
the NISP detector prevents aquisition of precise photometry
of their counterparts in the near-infrared regime.

– In the ERO-D image, we have been able to detect tidal fea-
tures reaching IE ≈ 28 mag arcsec−2. This is comparable to
the deepest ground-based wide surveys (like DESI Legacy
and the future LSST), which will complement Euclid data
but are affected by different systematic effects. Provided that
the aforementioned data limitations are managed and the
LSB signal is preserved along the EWS image processing
pipeline, EWS data will detect fainter features with better
photometry.

– The GCs detected by Euclid, their distribution, and their
colour within each feature provide additional information
useful for interpreting the nature of the structures and their
progenitors. However, GC clustering alone does not enable
the detection of tidal features in a systematic way. Excep-
tions are found in cases involving major mergers, with a GC
overdensity detected in the same location as a tidal tail, and
GC distribution peak offsets for two galaxies involved in a
possible interaction.
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With images matching the sensitivity of the deepest wide
surveys currently available and providing superior resolution,
Euclid enables detailed characterisation of tidal features in lo-
cal Universe galaxies (including the smallest structures), and the
study of their GC populations. The EWS will allow those stud-
ies to be extended to statistical samples on the visible and near-
infrared extragalactic sky.
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