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ABSTRACT

Globular clusters (GCs) are some of the oldest bound structures in the Universe, holding clues to the earliest
epochs of star formation and galaxy assembly. However, accurate age measurements of ancient clusters are
challenging due to the age-metallicity degeneracy. Here, we report the discovery of 42 compact stellar systems

Corresponding author: Katherine E. Whitaker
kwhitaker@astro.umass.edu

ar
X

iv
:2

50
1.

07
62

7v
1 

 [
as

tr
o-

ph
.G

A
] 

 1
3 

Ja
n 

20
25

http://orcid.org/0000-0001-7160-3632
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7031-2865
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-0085-4623
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-9651-5716
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4075-7393
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-6278-032X
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-5063-8254
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2057-5376
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-6755-1315
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-1714-1905
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-9269-5046
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-1614-196X
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7570-0824
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2680-005X
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-1109-1919
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4264-3381
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-3254-9044
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2380-9801
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-5612-3427
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-3475-7648
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-9002-3502
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-0695-4414
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-8367-6265
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-5356-2419
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-8530-9765
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2804-0648
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7524-374X
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-0108-4176
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-9705-2461
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-8282-9888
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2919-7495
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-5564-0254
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-6454-1699
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-0350-4488
mailto: kwhitaker@astro.umass.edu


2 WHITAKER ET AL.

within the ’Relic’, a massive, quiescent galaxy at z = 2.53. The Relic resides in an overdensity behind the
Abell 2744 cluster, with a prominent tidal tail extending towards two low-mass companions. Using deep data
from the UNCOVER/MegaScience JWST Surveys, we find that clusters formed in age intervals ranging from
8 Myr up to ∼ 2 Gyr, suggesting a rich formation history starting at z ∼ 10. While the cluster-based star
formation history is broadly consistent with the high past star formation rates derived from the diffuse host
galaxy light, one potential discrepancy is a tentative ∼ 2 − 3× higher rate in the cluster population for the past
Gyr. Taken together with the spatial distribution and low inferred metallicities of these young-to-intermediate
age clusters, we may be seeing direct evidence for the accretion of star clusters in addition to their early in-situ
formation. The cluster masses are high, ∼ 106 − 107 M⊙, which may explain why we are able to detect them
around this likely post-merger galaxy. Overall, the Relic clusters are consistent with being precursors of the
most massive present-day GCs. This unique laboratory enables the first connection between long-lived, high-
redshift clusters and local stellar populations, offering insights into the early stages of GC evolution and the
broader processes of galaxy assembly.

Keywords: Globular star clusters(656); Galaxy formation (595); Galaxy evolution (594); Galaxy quenching
(2040); James Webb Space Telescope (2291)

1. INTRODUCTION

A hallmark of the standard ΛCDM cosmological frame-
work asserts that galaxies assemble piecewise, continually
fueling new generations of star formation via in-flowing gas
and the accretion of smaller satellite galaxies. Understand-
ing this process is key to understanding how modern massive
galaxies, including our own Milky Way, form and evolve.
Direct observations of compact star clusters at high redshift,
when the Universe is only a few billion years old, therefore
provide critical evidence necessary to map out the hierar-
chical growth process at the earliest times. This is because
ultimately most star formation occurs in clusters (Lada &
Lada 2003; Krumholz et al. 2019), with a significant frac-
tion therein occurring in the compact, star-forming clusters
observed at early epochs (e.g., Adamo et al. 2020). There-
fore, the problem of understanding the structural evolution
of galaxies in a hierarchical framework is inherently linked
to the density and resulting lifetimes of their building blocks,
stellar associations.

Little is known about how and when long-lived, dense
globular clusters (GCs) in the Milky Way and nearby galax-
ies formed. The theoretical consensus is that GCs generally
emerge from regions within the interstellar medium with vi-
olent conditions, including high gas densities, turbulent ve-
locities, and hence extreme gas pressures (see e.g., Kruijssen
2014). There are thought to be two main GC formation chan-
nels, including in-situ formation or the stripping of accreted
satellites (Brodie & Strader 2006; Pota et al. 2013; Li &
Gnedin 2014; Harris et al. 2015; Forbes & Remus 2018; Dolfi
et al. 2021; Kluge et al. 2023). Observationally, both massive
elliptical galaxies and spiral galaxies with prominent bulges
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have long been known to host two populations of GCs, one
that is metal-rich and red, and another that is metal-poor and
relatively bluer in color (e.g. Peng et al. 2004; Faifer et al.
2011; Brodie et al. 2012; Usher et al. 2012; Pota et al. 2013).

The origin of the bimodality in GC colors and metallici-
ties remains the most outstanding question of GC formation.
The metal-rich GCs have been suggested to have formed ei-
ther in galaxy mergers (Ashman & Zepf 1992; Beasley et al.
2002; Newton et al. 2024; De Lucia et al. 2024) or coevally
with the bulk of the stellar populations within the host galaxy
(Forbes et al. 1997; Strader et al. 2005; Chen et al. 2024; De
Lucia et al. 2024). Those metal-rich clusters that reside in the
halo in particular may have initially formed in proto-disks but
are thrown out by merger-driven violent relaxation (Hopkins
et al. 2009). On the other hand, the metal-poor GCs may have
formed during the collapse of proto-galactic clouds (Forbes
et al. 1997; Beasley et al. 2002), which is suggested to have
been truncated by reionization (Strader et al. 2005). Another
explanation for the bimodality of the GC population is that it
is a natural result of hierarchical galaxy formation, in which
the metal-poor GCs originate in cannibalized dwarf galax-
ies (e.g., Côté et al. 1998; Hilker et al. 1999; Kissler-Patig
2000; Mackey & Gilmore 2004). Although the common in-
terpretation is that red, metal-rich GCs predominantly form
during the in-situ phase and blue, metal-poor GCs during an
accretion phase of massive galaxy formation (e.g., Peng et al.
2004; Pota et al. 2013; Kluge et al. 2023), there is not a strict
one-to-one connection (Forbes & Remus 2018). That said,
there may be no need for separate formation processes at all,
as cluster disruption may explain the bimodal GC metallicity
distribution (Pfeffer et al. 2023). While debate continues on
the where and the how of GC formation, the age distribution
of GCs in galaxies at z > 1 can directly address these ques-
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tions given that massive star clusters trace major star-forming
episodes in their parent galaxies.

With the first Webb Deep field, SMACS0723, the James
Webb Space Telescope (JWST; Gardner et al. 2023) imag-
ing and slitless spectroscopy immediately revealed GC candi-
dates in a strongly-lensed, z = 1.378 galaxy (“The Sparkler”,
Mowla et al. 2022; Claeyssens et al. 2023). Spectrophoto-
metric fitting suggests that these compact, red sources are
likely ancient GCs that formed between 7 < z < 11. For con-
text, GCs in the Milky Way have ages ranging from ∼11-13
Gyrs, implying that the oldest Milky Way globular clusters
formed at z ∼ 8 − 10 (Beaulieu et al. 2001; Momany et al.
2003; De Angeli et al. 2005; Marín-Franch et al. 2009; Lea-
man et al. 2013; de la Fuente Marcos et al. 2015). How-
ever, further analysis of the GC candidates in the Sparkler
confirm that while most were likely formed very early in the
Universe, there is a significant spread in metallicity that calls
into question their assembly history (Adamo et al. 2023). The
degeneracy between age and metallicity has long stifled our
ability to age-date GCs older than a few billion years, result-
ing in age uncertainties up to 3 Gyr (e.g., De Angeli et al.
2005; Marín-Franch et al. 2009).

The complexity in robustly constraining the ages of both
GCs in our Milky Way and nearby galaxies, as well as those
in the Sparkler, lies in the fact that they are many billions of
years old. Measuring ages for populations >2 Gyr old is in-
credibly challenging and observationally expensive owing to
their subtly varying colors and spectral features (e.g., Kriek
et al. 2009, 2016). Thus, it is difficult to definitively conclude
if the ages of GCs approach the age of the Universe, even at
z ∼ 1.5 (tuniv=4.5 Gyr). This technical limitation is inherent
to the problem, with only marginal returns even in the case
of acquiring high quality, deep spectroscopy. With the first
few drips of data from JWST, the Sparkler rapidly became
the best known example in the literature to date of a galaxy
containing GC candidates at z > 1 – the infrared sensitivity
of this facility immediately opened a brand new discovery
space in understanding GC formation. With the discovery
of similarly exciting targets, but at higher redshifts, the age
constraints become more meaningful (e.g., see improvements
in age constraints for early quenched galaxies; Carnall et al.
2023; Glazebrook et al. 2024; de Graaff et al. 2024).

There is a growing literature of JWST studies of the stel-
lar populations of high redshift clumps, where age-dating is
more straight forward owing simply to the young age of the
universe itself (Claeyssens et al. 2023; Messa et al. 2024a,b;
Fujimoto et al. 2024; Welch et al. 2023; Vanzella et al. 2022a,
2023; Bergamini et al. 2023). Possible GC candidates may
even now be identified as early as z = 8 − 10 (Adamo et al.
2024; Bradley et al. 2024; Mowla et al. 2024). Note that
some published works on cluster systems at high redshift use
the term ’clump’ to refer to a wide range of stellar systems,

extending from the most compact sources that could still have
sizes of a few 100 pc up to much larger (≈kpc-scale) super-
complexes that are spatially resolved (e.g., Förster Schreiber
et al. 2011; Guo et al. 2015, 2018). However, measurements
in highly lensed systems can provide improved constraints
for the sizes of stellar sources, reaching half-light radii of
just a few pc (and even measured sizes in a handful of cases;
Vanzella et al. 2022b, 2023); we therefore will refer to the
compact (unresolved) stellar sources which have estimated
ages of at least 10 Myr as ‘clusters’ or ‘globular clusters’,
since they have likely survived early dispersal and can be
considered gravitationally bound.

Hunting for the oldest bonafide GC candidates that have
well passed this threshold to survive disruption limits the red-
shift range effectively to z < 5, whereas complexities in con-
straining age bookend this limit to z ≳ 2 (i.e., 1 < tuniv < 3
Gyr). Studies in this redshift space have discovered many
star clusters, but all are limited to ages < 300 Myr (Vanzella
et al. 2022b; Messa et al. 2024a). Moreover, the host galaxies
all appear to be actively star-forming, similar to the rich his-
tory of earlier Hubble Space Telescope giant clump studies
(e.g., Förster Schreiber et al. 2011; Wuyts et al. 2012; Guo
et al. 2012, 2015, 2018). A recent comprehensive analysis of
star clusters within galaxies behind the Abell 2744 cluster ex-
pands this parameter space (Claeyssens et al. 2024), though
only 3 out of 1956 clusters fall in the relevant age (> 800
Myr) and redshift range (z > 2.5) that would correspond to
first GC candidates unambiguously capable of surviving to
the present day.

In this work, we report the discovery of a remarkable
laboratory: a quenched, log(M⋆/M⊙) = 10.86+0.04

−0.16 galaxy1

(A2744-DR2-35602) at zphot = 2.53+0.12
−0.36 with an extended

smooth light profile, scattered with compact stellar systems
that may be the earliest known GCs (Figure 2). A2744-DR2-
35602, hereafter “The Relic,” is a classical quiescent galaxy
first identified in the Cycle 1 JWST UNCOVER Treasury
Program (JWST-GO-2561; PIs: Labbé/Bezanson, Bezanson
et al. 2024) photometric catalog (Weaver et al. 2024). The
Relic is a remarkably bright (F444W = 20.52 ABmag) qui-
escent target (log(sSFR/yr−1) = −9.61+0.51

−0.15, i.e., ∼ 1 dex be-
low the main-sequence from Speagle et al. (2014); Leja et al.
(2022). The Relic features a large, extended de Vaucouleurs-
like light profile, with a tidal tail connecting it to two lower
mass quiescent galaxies consistent with the same redshift.
The system of galaxies reside in the northwest outskirts of
the strong lensing cluster Abell 2744, outside of the caustic.
As such, the Relic and its two neighbors have modest mag-
nifications of µ ∼ 2.7 (Furtak et al. 2023), with ultra-deep
imaging in the complete suite of medium-band and broad-

1 This value is corrected for magnification.
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band JWST/NIRCam filters from 0.7-4.4µm when also in-
cluding Cycle 2 data from JWST-GO-4111 (PI: Suess; Suess
et al. 2024). While ultra-deep follow-up IFU spectroscopy of
the Relic was acquired on October 28, 2024 and December
15-16, 2024 through a Cycle 3 program (JWST-GO-6405,
PIs: Cutler, Whitaker), we focus herein on the photomet-
ric properties of this target over a significantly wider field
of view relative to the two 3′′ IFU footprints. The purpose of
this paper is to report the physical properties of the GC candi-
dates derived from the JWST imaging dataset, whereas spec-
troscopic redshift confirmation and a more detailed resolved
spectral analysis will come with the Cycle 3 data. The paper
is organized as follows: Section 2 presents the data reduc-
tion, details on the source detection, photometry, and photo-
metric redshift and spectral synthesis modeling is found in
Section 3, the resulting stellar population trends are summa-
rized in Section 4, and we place our findings in the context
of our current understanding of GC formation in Section 5.

We assume a Chabrier (2003) initial mass function
(IMF) and a standard concordance cosmology: H0 =
70 km s−1 Mpc−1, ΩM = 0.3, and ΩΛ = 0.7. All magnitudes
in this paper are expressed in the AB system (Oke 1974), for
which a flux fν in 10×nJy (10−28 erg cm−2 s−1 Hz−1) corre-
sponds to ABν = 28.9 − 2.5 log10( fν/µJy).

2. DATA

The Relic (α,δ = 3.5277082,-30.3665864) was first iden-
tified in the extended coverage afforded by the UNCOVER
treasury program (JWST-GO-2561; PIs: Labbé, Bezanson
Bezanson et al. 2024), including 45 sq. arcmin of near-
infrared imaging of the strong gravitational lensing cluster
Abell 2744. The original UNCOVER NIRCam image set
includes F090W, F115W, F150W, F200W, F277W, F356W,
F410M, and F444W, later augmented by 12 additional bands
(F070W, F140M, F162M, F182M, F210M, F250M, F300M,
F335M, F360M, F430M, F460M, and F480M) through the
Cycle 2 MegaScience Program (JWST-GO-4111, PI: Suess;
Suess et al. 2024) and additional integration in F070W and
F090W filters through the Cycle 2 ALT Program (JWST-GO-
3516, PIs: Matthee, Naidu; Naidu et al. 2024). The combined
data set is one of the deepest-to-date (when augmented by
strong lensing) publicly available Webb surveys (Bezanson
et al. 2024; Suess et al. 2024).

The data presented in this paper were originally obtained
from the Mikulski Archive for Space Telescopes (MAST) at
the Space Telescope Science Institute. All images correspond
to the v72 mosaics reduced by GRIzLI (Brammer 2023) and
rescaled to a 40 mas pixel scale in all available filters. The
observations can all be accessed at https://doi.org/10.17909/
nftp-e621, with the original photometric catalogs available

2 https://dawn-cph.github.io/dja/imaging/v7/

at https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.8199802.. While the UN-
COVER mosaics formally have bright cluster galaxies, in-
tracluster light, and sky background removed, as described
in Weaver et al. (2024), the Relic is sufficiently far from the
cluster core that these effects are not important. We do how-
ever note two moderately bright sources within an arcsecond
of the main target and describe how we remove their contam-
inating light in Section 3.

We adopt an updated version of the strong lens model from
Furtak et al. (2023). The Relic is located in a moderate-
magnification region with an average magnification fac-
tor of µ = 2.75+0.12

−0.28 (with µradial = 1.10+0.01
−0.02 and µtangential =

2.49+0.09
−0.12). All photometric measurements have been cor-

rected for this flux boost, assuming the average magnifica-
tion value. While the statistical uncertainty remains small in
this low-magnification regime, systematic modeling uncer-
tainties are expected to be on the order of 20% (Zitrin et al.
2015; Atek et al. 2024). These uncertainties have been incor-
porated into the photometry.

We adopt a redshift of z = 2.53 herein for the Relic and
all associated cluster modeling. With the 20-band photome-
try, the redshift probability distribution for the Relic returns
three viable solutions: (1) z = 2.28, (2) z = 2.53 (our fiducial
value), and (3) z = 2.68. The z = 2.53 solution is favored when
fitting the photometry using Prospector-β (Wang et al. 2023,
2024), whereas EaZY favors the z = 2.28 solution. Medium
resolution (R∼ 1600) grism spectroscopy in the range of ∼3-
4µm is publicly available for the Relic (JWST-GO-3516; PIs:
Matthee, Naidu; Naidu et al. 2024); however, only one roll
angle is usable and the spectrum extracted for the Relic is
noisy. From this spectrum, we confirm that no emission lines
are present, supporting the quiescent nature of the Relic. We
also find tentative evidence for a broad Paγ (λrest=1.094µm)
absorption feature consistent with a spectroscopic redshift of
z = 2.524. However, we note that if Paγ were observable, we
also should have seen Paδ, which was not detected. While
a proper reduction of the recent deep IFU data is not com-
pleted, we see tentative evidence for a break consistent with
z = 2.53. Finally, in contrast, there does appear to be one
cluster (ID8) that may have emission-line boosting that is
only possible with the z = 2.68 solution; while this cluster
may not be physically associated with the Relic, the solution
of z = 2.53 is within the posterior distribution function.

Other evidence supporting the z = 2.5 solution includes the
discovery of a large overdensity of ∼100 quiescent galaxies
at z = 2.5 within the Abell 2744 field of view (Naidu et al.
2024, ; see also Pan et al. 2025, in prep). There exists a faint
extended tidal tail to the south of the Relic, connecting the
main target with two lower-mass (log(M/M⊙)∼9) quiescent
galaxies about 70 kpc away (∼30 kpc in the source plane).
Figure 1 shows the spectral energy distributions and best-fit
models for these sources adopting the Prospector-β physical

https://doi.org/10.17909/nftp-e621
https://doi.org/10.17909/nftp-e621
https://dawn-cph.github.io/dja/imaging/v7/
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.8199802
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Figure 1. Left: Composite color image (F277W, F356W, and F444W) of the Relic (a) and two lower mass neighboring galaxies to the
bottom right (b and c) connected by a diffuse tidal tail that extends roughly 100 kpc (40 kpc in the source plane). Right: The spectral energy
distributions of the three galaxies are all consistent with being quiescent. The photometric redshifts for all three are consistent within the
uncertainties. The scale bar is in the observed plane, whereas the source plane scale is roughly the same perpendicular to the main axis of the
Relic and a factor of 2.5 smaller parallel to the main axis.

model with a non-parametric star formation history (Wang
et al. 2024). Their photometric redshifts, zphot,b = 2.40+0.14

−0.17
and zphot,c = 2.49+0.03

−0.02, are consistent with the Relic having re-
cently passed by, with a tidal stream marking the past trajec-
tory. All together, while we find ample evidence to support
the z = 2.53 solution as our fiducial value (and a spectroscopic
redshift will be coming soon), we are careful to test the im-
pact of alternative redshift solutions on our conclusions for
all subsequent analyses.

3. METHODS

3.1. Cluster Detection

Figure 2 shows the composite color image (F277W,
F356W, and F444W) of the Relic before (left) and after
(right) subtracting the smooth elliptical light profile of the
host galaxy. Sources are detected by running Source Extrac-
tor (Bertin & Arnouts 1996) on a detection image, which is
created by dividing the original images (Figure 2, left) by a
median filtered image version in 4 filters (F200W, F277W,
F356W, F444W) and combining them together (e.g., Goud-
frooij et al. 2001). The smoothing scale is set to 9 pix-
els, but we note that a range from 7 to 10 pixels is accept-
able and identifies the same sources unambiguously. In or-
der to robustly identify clusters in the vicinity of the Relic,

we experiment with first removing two moderately bright
nearby galaxies (marked with crosses in Figure 2) before
median dividing the smoothed image versus the outcome
when not subtracting these neighbors. While the removal of
these nearby sources following the methodology detailed in
Weaver et al. (2024) (i.e., subtracting smooth elliptical light
profiles) leaves residuals at the galaxy core for the brighter
of the two, this is a trade off with the benefit of also remov-
ing extended light that could contaminate the cluster pho-
tometry. We also experiment with running the source de-
tection directly on the galaxy-subtracted image (Figure 2,
right), but find that we can more robustly identify compact
sources when using the median smoothing technique de-
scribed above. We retain 44 sources that are detected above
a signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) threshold of 3 in F444W and 2
in F200W and proceed to vet this sample through an analysis
of their spectral energy distributions (SED), as described in
the following sections.

Regardless of the detection approach adopted, no new can-
didate clusters are discovered close to the bright center of the
Relic (see Figure 2). As we consider the region within the
central ≲10 kpc radius (∼4 kpc in the source plane along
tidal tail axis) to be contaminated by residual features with
minimal contrast possible between the host light and candi-
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Figure 2. Composite color image (F277W, F356W, and F444W) of the Relic before (left) and after (right) subtracting the main host galaxy. All
point sources with a photometric redshift consistent with the main target (zphot = 2.53) and SNR>3 in F444W are encircled, shown as white if
the best-fit simple stellar population has a reduced χ2 < 2 and grey where reduced χ2 > 2. The scale bar is in the observed plane, whereas the
source plane scale is roughly the same perpendicular to the main axis of the Relic and a factor of 2.5 smaller parallel to the main axis.

date clusters, we can neither confirm nor rule out the absence
of clusters within this galactocentric radius.

3.2. Cluster Photometry

Before extracting photometry of the detected point
sources, all images are homogenized to a common resolution
matching the F444W point spread function (PSF). We use
the same convolution kernels as developed and extensively
tested in Weaver et al. (2024) and Suess et al. (2024). The
kernels are derived from matching empirical PSFs built from
stars selected across the UNCOVER footprint using pypher
(Boucaud et al. 2016). Due to the dither pattern and con-
ditions at the time of observations, the empirical PSFs are
broader than those produced by WebbPSF. Thus, the use of
an empirical PSF is particularly important when deriving the
morphologies and/or colors of compact objects.

Given the complex background light surrounding the GC
candidates, we opt to use background-subtracted images for
the photometric analysis, with both the neighboring galax-
ies and smooth light profile of the main Relic subtracted
out (Figure 2, right). We perform photometry on these

background-subtracted, psf-convolved images within circu-
lar apertures of 0.16′′ diameter owing to the compact nature
of the clusters (see Section 3.3 for more details); such a small
aperture maximizes the SNR recovered for the extracted pho-
tometry of compact sources. In order to correct to total flux,
we estimate the aperture correction by measuring the amount
of light from F444W UNCOVER empirical PSF curve of
growth that falls outside of a radius of 0.08′′. The value
of this correction factor is 2.72 for all PSF homogenized fil-
ters. All fluxes are corrected for galactic extinction, with a
maximum correction of 0.02 ABmag in F070W. Finally, the
flux densities are further systematically down-weighted by
the magnification factor at the location of the Relic, µ = 2.75.
While performing photometric validation checks, we noticed
that the short-wavelength (SW) medium-band images had
mild residual striping effects in the background. While the
variations are mild, such background variations become im-
portant when measuring photometry for objects close to the
noise level, and even more so for intrinsically red clusters
that are fainter in these blue SW filters. We therefore increase
the error bars for all SW medium-band flux density measure-
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ments (F140M,F162M,F182M,F210M) by 30% and set the
flux to a null value if the SNR is less than unity (i.e., flux
= NaN). We experimented with different assumptions (i.e.,
boosting the flux uncertainties higher, removing all medium-
band filters, etc), but this did not significantly change the re-
sults.

The aperture photometry of the Relic itself was performed
following the methodology outlined in Weaver et al. (2024)
and adopted from the publicly released “super” photomet-
ric catalog. Briefly, aperture photometry is performed on
the bCG-subtracted images that are all homogenized to the
F444W PSF. In the “super” catalog, the aperture chosen
scales with the spatial extent of the object, ranging from
0.32 arcseconds upwards to 1.4 arcseconds in diameter. The
aperture diameter adopted for the Relic is 0.48 arcseconds.
The flux is then scaled to total through aperture corrections
that first scale up all filters by the same amount based on
the ratio of the flux within the larger Kron radius relative
to the circular aperture, and a second correction to account
for missing light outside the Kron radius inferred from the
empirical F444W PSF curve of growth analysis. In this ap-
proach, the spectral shape and colors of the Relic correspond
to the light within the 0.48 arcsecond diameter. The main
host galaxy photometry therefore does not overlap spatially
with any clusters detected, as they are all located beyond an
arcsecond from the center, and can be treated as a distinct
photometric analysis.

3.3. Constraints on Cluster Sizes

In order to demonstrate that the cluster candidates are un-
resolved, we model the light for all sources isolated from
the tidal tail in the band with the highest SNR ratio – most
often F200W. We perform a single Sersic profile fit on the
original image (before PSF homogenization) using galfit
(Peng et al. 2010a), adopting the settings described in Cut-
ler et al. (2022). While we did attempt to model all clusters,
we find that the fits fail when it is embedded within the dif-
fuse tidal tail light as galfit cannot robustly determine the
background level. Luckily, the failure mode of galfit re-
turns spectacularly large, extended best-fit models that are
easy to identify. We find 9 clusters for which the models and
residuals appear reasonable. While this morphological anal-
ysis therefore only includes 20% of the sample, it is likely
the best we can do given the faintness of these clusters can-
didates and the background contamination.

For the 9 cluster candidates modeled, we find a median ef-
fective radius of 0.01 arcseconds with a standard deviation of
1.13 arcseconds (not correcting for magnification); the lat-
ter value is completely driven by an asymmetric distribution
with two outliers. These effective radii measurements are
mostly inferred from the F200W image, but F444W has high-
est SNR in two cases and F277W in another. We find that the

sample includes two moderately bright, blue sources which
show tentative evidence for extended light profiles. ID30 is
located moderately close to the tidal tail with an effective
radius of 0.36 arcseconds, and ID32 is in the halo but has
a visible blue “smudge” attached to it. As both fits are in-
consistent with being unresolved, we caution the reader that
ID30 and ID32 are likely not cluster members and we remove
them from the subsequent analysis on the basis of their size
estimates. The median size decreases to 0.007±0.008 arc-
seconds when excluding ID30 and ID32. A mock recovery
test quantifying the limit down to which we can recover sizes
performed by Cloonan et al. (in prep) suggests that values
below roughly 0.08-0.2 arcseconds (depending on the filter
adopted) can be considered unresolved. At the best JWST
resolution scales and given the modest magnification at the
location of the Relic, these clusters have upper limits as low
as roughly 100 pc in the source plane. While this value is
significantly larger than the typical half light radius of local
GCs of ∼1-10 pc (e.g., Jordán et al. 2005; Spitler et al. 2006),
this motivates the requirement for sources to be unresolved.

3.4. Final Cluster Sample

We detect 44 compact sources within a radius of ∼ 7 arc-
seconds of the Relic that pass our SNR requirements, in-
cluding additional search area extended along the full extent
of the tidal tail. Given the radial and tangential magnifica-
tions, this corresponds to a search radius of roughly 50 kpc
in the source plane perpendicular to the main axis (µr = 1.1)
and ∼40 kpc along the tidal tail axis (µt = 2.5). The mor-
phological analysis removes ID30 and ID32 from our final
sample, which are formally resolved and thus correspond to
larger star-forming complexes. To test for additional inter-
lopers, photometric redshifts of all stellar sources are com-
puted using EAzY (Brammer et al. 2008), fitting all 20 JWST
bands available for each candidate with a linear combina-
tion of galaxy templates. Following Weaver et al. (2024),
we increase the minimum error floor from the default value
of 1% to 5% in order to more realistically reflect the calibra-
tion uncertainties of JWST/NIRCam data. We forgo the pre-
processing step of iteratively tuning zero-points in order to
avoid biasing our colors to those of the SED templates, also
turning off both magnitude and β-slope priors for similar rea-
sons. All red sources are consistent with the redshift of the
Relic within uncertainties. Specifically, we mentioned ear-
lier that ID8 has possible emission-line boosting that would
support a z = 2.68 redshift solution; however, we do not re-
move this cluster from our sample as the z = 2.53 solution is
still within the redshift posterior. While the bluest sources
(see Figure 4) have very low redshift solutions that are for-
mally inconsistent (z < 0.1), the EaZy template set cannot
accommodate for higher redshift solutions for these partic-
ular objects. However, a subsequent analysis demonstrates



8 WHITAKER ET AL.

that young simple stellar populations at z = 2.53 can describe
well these spectral shapes, and importantly are expected to
exist. We therefore do not identify any additional sources to
remove from this analysis, though we do perform a series of
tests to further justify the inclusion of the blue sources (see
Section 3.5).

Our final sample is comprised of the 42 remaining point
sources with sufficient SNR in F200W and F444W, all
with redshift probability distribution functions and/or spec-
tral shapes consistent with that of the Relic. The location of
these likely clusters are marked in right panel of Figure 2.

3.5. The Origin of the Blue Clusters

We note that the majority of detected clusters, especially
those unambiguously in the halo, have relatively blue fea-
tureless SED shapes with no obvious emission-line boost-
ing. In principle, these SEDs may also be consistent with
foreground cluster candidates either in the Abell 2744 intra-
cluster medium or the far outskirts of a bright cluster galaxy.
As visible in Figure 2, the nearest bright cluster galaxy is
about 20 arcseconds away. Globular clusters associated with
this galaxy would reside at a distance of around 160 kpc, not
completely unrealistic but at the extremes of GC radial stud-
ies (for reference, the most distant GC in the Milky Way is
located nearly 150 kpc away; Laevens et al. (2014)).

With featureless spectra and no coverage of the 4000 break
or blueward at z = 0.308, we cannot rule out the possibil-
ity that these blue clusters are unassociated with the Relic.
Deep F336W HST imaging reaching 29 ABmag, coming ei-
ther mid-2025 or mid-2026 (HST-GO-14622; PIs: Whitaker,
Bezanson, Leja), will provide coverage either of the rest-UV
(in the case of z = 0.308) or yield a null detection (below the
Lyman limit at z = 2.53). However, given their proximity to
the Relic, and that they are found symmetrically around the
galaxy, it is likely that they are associated with the Relic.

We can further assess if the blue clusters in our sample are
associated with the Relic based on space density arguments.
We estimate the space density of clusters in the Abell 2744
by adopting a cluster catalog created following an approach
similar to Harris & Reina-Campos (2023), selecting all clus-
ters above a magnitude limit ranging from 29 ABmag to 30
ABmag. The area of the Abell 2744 is calculated to be the
region where the magnification is greater than 1.5, a conser-
vative estimate of 18.7 arcmin2. We perform the same analy-
sis on the Relic clusters the lie within the 7 arcsecond search
radius, which corresponds to an area of 0.04 arcmin2 in the
image plane and 0.016 arcmin2 in the source plane. We find
the space density of clusters in the Relic is ∼ 6 − 12× higher,
with a value of 0.29 clusters/arcsecond2 in the Relic versus
0.03 clusters/arcsecond2 in Abell 2744 for clusters brighter
than a limit of 29.5 ABmag. Both studies would not be sen-
sitive to detecting clusters close to the host galaxy, so this is

likely a fair comparison. If we only consider the blue clusters
in this analysis (assuming the red clusters are unambiguously
associated with the Relic), restricting to V-I<0, this overden-
sity decreases to a factor of 5 − 9× higher. In either case,
the space density of clusters surrounding the Relic is > 5×
higher relative to the Abell 2744 clusters. Moreover, the ra-
dial distribution of the clusters surrounding the Relic is also
roughly similar in number to that of the Milky Way for dis-
tances of 5–10 kpc and greater (Harris 1996). We thus con-
clude that these clusters are likely associated with the Relic.

3.6. Stellar Population Synthesis Modeling

We model the photometry of the clusters using the
prospectorBayesian inference framework (Johnson et al.
2021), adopting the MIST stellar isochrones (Choi et al.
2016; Dotter 2016) and MILES stellar library (Sánchez-
Blázquez et al. 2006) from the Flexible Stellar Population
Synthesis (FSPS) stellar population synthesis models (Con-
roy et al. 2009). Our fiducial model for all stellar sources
is a simple single burst star formation history (SFH), which
is generally representative of GC formation. For all models,
we adopt a Chabrier (2003) IMF and the Kriek & Conroy
(2013) two-component dust law. The stellar metallicity has
a top-hat prior ranging from a log(Z/Z⊙) value of -2 to 0.2.
We also fit within the model for nebular emission (both line
and continuum). The models consists of 7 free parameters
(M⋆, age, dust2, logZ, dust_ratio, dust_index, and gas_logU),
with sampling performed using the dynamic nested sampler
dynesty (Speagle 2020). We fix the redshift to z = 2.53 for
all sources.

Motivated by empirical results demonstrating that star
clusters do not experience significant dust attenuation beyond
10 Myr (e.g., Whitmore et al. 2020; Chandar et al. 2023), we
add an additional age-dust prior to the simple stellar popu-
lation modeling. We adopt a truncated normal distribution
where the total dust extinction AV exponentially drops from
AV = 4 for an age of 1 Myr to 0.1 by 10 Myr, with an up-
per bound of AV = 8, a lower bound of zero, and a sigma
of 3. By 10 Myr, the ionizing photon production is almost
gone and feedback has essentially removed the interstellar
medium (Charlot & Fall 2000). The allowable range of val-
ues scales down to AV=0-0.1 mag by 10 Myr and beyond.
We tested several permutations of this dust prior, but found
the results were not significantly impacted. This age-dust
prior is not used for any non-parametric SFH modeling cases
tested herein, where it is no longer an appropriate assump-
tion.

While we subtract the light from the Relic, the cluster light
may still have to travel through some of this diffuse host
galaxy light and may therefore be affected by dust obscura-
tion. The most robust way to address this concern is through
a joint spectrophotometric analysis of the host and cluster
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light using the IFU spectroscopy. However, in order to test
the impact of our dust assumptions on the resulting stellar
masses and ages based on photometry alone, we re-run all
fits instead allowing dust to be free. We find that the clusters
are on average 0.04 dex more massive, 300 Myr younger,
with an average AV of 0.4 mag. However, the fits still return
solutions for old clusters and the overall trends remain the
same. Given that our subsequent interpretation of the forma-
tion history of the Relic does not significantly change when
allowing dust to be free in the modeling analysis, we defer
a more comprehensive dust analysis to future work that in-
cludes the IFU spectroscopy.

We split the results of our modeling analysis into two
groups based on goodness of fit. We find 22 clusters with
a reduced χ2 < 2 (including ID30 and ID32, which did not
make it into the final sample based on morphology), all in-
dicated with white circles in Figure 2, and 22 clusters have
reduced χ2 > 2 (grey circles). We summarize the results of
our stellar population modeling in the following section.

4. RESULTS

Figure 3 shows the observed color-color diagram for the
Relic clusters in filters roughly equivalent to the rest-frame
B-V (F150W-F200W) and V-I (F200W-F277W) at z = 2.5.
While in principle the added coverage of the medium-band
filters is useful, these images are not as deep and the SW
filters have noticeable residual background effects. For this
reason, we only show a color-color diagram using the deeper
broadband filters. Comparing these broadband colors via
aperture photometry to both the model tracks from Bruzual &
Charlot (2003) and our inferred (color-coded) stellar associa-
tion ages is a logical sanity check of our more complex mod-
eling efforts and assumptions. The thick model line repre-
sents a lower metallicity, at 25% of the Solar value, whereas
the thin line is for models with Solar metallicity. We find
three broad groups of clumps in color space: those with blue
colors and ages predominantly in the range of 8-20 Myr, an
intermediate group with ages ranging from 100-600 Myr, and
an older population with ages >1 Gyr, close to the mass-
weighted age of the Relic itself (star symbol) and the diffuse
light of the tidal tail (square symbol). Among the clumps
younger than 10 Myr, the typical dust attenuation is 0.2 mag,
with a preferred low dust index value of -0.9 (see arrow in
Figure 3). As is often the case, the intrinsically red clumps
are faint and thus carry the largest uncertainties. The three
outliers with red V-I and blue B-V colors (ID31, ID40, and
ID43) are located within a few kpc of the tidal tail with SEDs
that show clear breaks marked mostly by upper limits in the
rest-UV and a highly uncertain B-band magnitude that con-
tributes to the atypical colors on this diagram. These un-
certainties aside, we find that the best-fit ages and observed
colors are broadly consistent.

Figure 3. Pseudo B-V versus V-I rest-frame color-color diagram
through the F150W, F200W, and F277W filters for all compact
sources detected near the Relic and the two neighboring galaxies
along the tidal tail (see Figure 1) The symbols are color-coded by
the age of their best-fit simple stellar population model, where larger
symbols represent fits with reduced χ2 < 2 and smaller circles are
for reduced χ2 > 2. The color of the main Relic is indicated with a
star and diffuse light in the tidal tail with a square symbol. The ar-
row represents the typical dust attenuation for ages less than 10 Myr
of 0.2 mag, assuming the median dust index value of -0.9. FSPS
model tracks for 25% Solar metallicity at z = 2.53 are shown (solid
line), with Solar metallicity indicated with a thinner higher trans-
parency line. The 25% Solar metallicity FSPS model track for the
same three filters but now at z = 0.308, the redshift of the Abell 2744
cluster, is shown with a dotted line.

The SEDs for the 22 clusters with best-fit model statis-
tics of reduced χ2 < 2 are shown in Figure 4. Note that we
show the SEDs of ID30 and ID32 for comparison, with the
IDs marked with asterisks and the clusters crossed off in the
central panel of Figure 4, but these sources have been re-
moved on the premise of their spatially resolved sizes. ID30
and ID32 are not included in any subsequent science plots
or analyses. The blue shaded region in each SED shows the
16th, 50th and 84th percentile ranges. The maximum a pos-
teriori (MAP) spectrum for the youngest clusters is often out-
side of the full 16th-84th distribution. Further inspection of
the age distributions reveals asymmetry, with a roughly one-
sided Gaussian peaked at ages of 8-10 Myr. For all of these
cases we adopt the best-fit MAP age as our fiducial and adjust
the upper limit to be the 50th percentile.

The middle false color image in Figure 4 shows the full
sample of 44 stellar sources, of which 42 comprise our final
sample, with the color of each circle represented by the age
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Figure 4. Example spectral energy distributions of the 22 stellar clusters with reduced χ2 of the best-fit simple stellar population less than 2 at
z = 2.53. The middle color image shows all 44 detected sources, with the apertures color-coded by the maximum a posteriori (MAP) spectrum
from the single burst modeling analysis. Note that ID30 and ID32 are removed the the science analysis. The scale bar is in the observed plane,
whereas the source plane scale is roughly the same perpendicular to the main axis of the Relic and a factor of 2 smaller parallel to the main axis.

of the MAP solutions. In general, clusters unambiguously in
the halo have younger ages in the range of 9-200 Myr, and
those embedded within the tidal tail are generally older with
ages ranging from 200 Myr upwards to > 1 Gyr. The oldest
clusters are both within the tidal tail and closest to the Relic
at radial distances of 10 to 20 kpc. This can also be seen
more explicitly in Figure 5, as described next.

We next consider the physical properties of the clusters in
Figure 5. We see a clear trend where older clusters have sys-
tematically larger stellar masses, although the data are not
sensitive to faded, lower mass older clusters. Each symbol
is color-coded by the projected scale height above the tidal
tail axis. The majority of older clusters lie within a few kpc
scale height of the tidal tail main axis, engulfed within the
diffuse light, with many close to the main galaxy (not in the
halo). The estimated age of the Relic itself is shown as a
vertical line. The solid line represents the mass-weighted
age of 1.65+0.40

−0.18 Gyr when modeling the photometry released
in Suess et al. (2024) (Figure 1) with a non-parametric SFH
(Figure 6) that adopts a mass-metallicity prior from Gallazzi
et al. (2005). We also fit the same photometry with a single
burst SFH (dashed line in Figure 5), but note that this fit can-
not adequately describe the full SED shape, either finding
a younger post-starburst age that over-predicts the strength
of the Balmer-break (the solution shown in Figure 5), or an
older age consistent with the non-parametric SFH best-fit that

cannot describe the rest-UV light well. In either case, the
Relic is consistent overall with a moderately old stellar pop-
ulation, older than the majority of the associated clusters.

From the top axis of Figure 5, we see the formation redshift
inferred for each cluster. This ranges from the epoch of ob-
servation at z = 2.5 for the youngest clusters up to z > 10 for
the oldest clusters. The majority of clusters were formed at
z = 2.7 or earlier. Note that the age of the universe at z = 2.53
is only 2.5 Gyr, or a lookback time of almost 11 Gyr. The
ages of nearby GCs range between roughly 11 and 13 Gyr
(e.g., De Angeli et al. 2005; Marín-Franch et al. 2009; Ying
et al. 2023, 2024). While these dense star clusters are often
thought of as some of the oldest structures in the universe,
their formation redshifts likely includes z = 2.5 (where we
observe the Relic) and earlier.

5. DISCUSSION

5.1. Cluster Population in the Relic

The discovery of the Relic at z = 2.53 presents a unique
opportunity to establish the first direct connection between
the formation of long-lived, stellar clusters at high redshift
and local stellar populations. At the peak epoch of star for-
mation, this massive quiescent galaxy exists at a time that
bookends the era of globular cluster formation, with cluster
ages ranging from less than 10 Myr up to 2 Gyr. If we were
to fast-forward these stellar associations to the present day,
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Figure 5. Clusters near the Relic are generally more massive and
older. The color-coding represents the scale height above the tidal
tail axis (which is close to the source plane value given µr = 1.10),
with the tidal tail extending roughly 100 kpc from the center of the
Relic (or 40 kpc in the source plane, with µt = 2.49). The average
ages of the Relic (vertical maroon lines) when adopting either a non-
parametric SFH (solid line) or a simple stellar population (dashed
line) are shown for reference. The top axis shows the cluster forma-
tion redshifts relative to the age of the Universe at z = 2.53 (dotted
line). The Relic clusters are consistent with the extremes of model
predictions at z = 2.5 from Pfeffer et al. (2024) (greyscale contour
and individual grey points for outliers; see Section 5.3 for more de-
tails).

their ages would range from 11 to 13 billion years, should
they survive disruption (more below).

The clusters have estimated masses of ≈ 106 M⊙ up to
≈ few × 107 M⊙. This overlaps with local samples of
interacting and post-merger galaxies which have formed
clusters with similar ages and with similarly high masses,
of order 107-108 M⊙, including the Antennae (He et al.
2022), NGC 34 (Schweizer & Seitzer 2007), and NGC 7252
(Schweizer & Seitzer 1998). Note however, that clumps dis-
covered in other more highly magnified systems have esti-
mated half-light radii ranging from ≈ 20 pc down to 1 pc
(e.g., the Sunburst arc at z=2.37 and Sunrise Arc at z∼6;
Vanzella et al. 2022b, 2023). These smaller sizes are very
similar to those measured for GCs in nearby elliptical and
spiral galaxies including the Milky Way (e.g., <1 pc to 8 pc;
Kundu & Whitmore 1998; Kundu et al. 1999; Larsen et al.
2001; Jordán et al. 2005; Spitler et al. 2006). Taken together,
the Relic presents a compelling case where we are observing
bonafide GCs soon after they formed, as evidenced by their
derived ages, stellar masses, and (unresolved) sizes.

Figure 6. The star formation history of the main galaxy (black) is
broadly similar to the cluster-inferred SFH (maroon). The cluster-
implied SFR is ∼2-3× higher for lookback times < 1 Gyr, albeit
still consistent within the large uncertainties. Our favored interpre-
tation is that this excess supports a scenario where some fraction of
the young and intermediate age clusters were accreted from the rich
overdensity the Relic resides within.

The oldest clusters, which also have the largest stellar
masses, only survive such long timescales if they are gravita-
tionally bound. It is expected that these clusters will continue
to shed mass through 2-body interactions as they evolve to
the present day. Simulations predict up to an order of magni-
tude loss in stellar mass (e.g. Pfeffer et al. 2024), representing
a trajectory in the age-mass plane that could naturally evolve
the oldest Relic clusters to the present-day GC population.
Given their high masses, it is therefore logical to speculate
that the GCs in the Relic will survive evaporation driven by
2-body relaxation for the age of the universe. The Pfeffer
et al. (2024) simulations presented in Figure 5 also nicely
demonstrate how we are only seeing the ‘tip of the iceberg’,
with the bulk of cluster population well below our detection
limit.

While spectroscopy is needed to robustly constrain metal-
licity, our photometric analysis tentatively suggests that the
older clusters have higher metallicities of order log(Z/Z⊙)∼
−0.5, whereas the younger clusters have metallicities ∼ 1 dex
lower with log(Z/Z⊙)∼ −1.5. The typical posterior ranges up
to 0.5 dex in width for ages less than 500 Myr, but is a fac-
tor of 2 larger for older clusters where the age-metallicity
degeneracy hinders interpretation. All clusters have metal-
licities closer to the 25% Solar metallicity trends relative to
Solar metallicity, as shown in Figure 3, though there isn’t
much distinguishing power with these particular colors. In
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any case, both the young and old populations have inferred
metallicities that would largely be considered “Population I”
metal-rich clusters according to theoretical predictions (e.g.,
Chen et al. 2024). Given that the Relic resides in a massive
dark matter halo, it is natural to expect the GCs to be domi-
nated by Pop-I populations that formed through shock com-
pression due to gravitational collapse, such as mergers (Chen
et al. 2024). However, the metallicity prior does not extend
below -2 and thus our analysis is not sensitive to recover-
ing metal-poor clusters by not allowing for such solutions.
Furthermore, in the absence of spectroscopy, these metallic-
ity measurements should be interpreted with caution. The
JWST/IFU spectroscopy will provide better constraints on
metallicity in order to distinguish formation scenarios. We
also note that we are not sensitive to detecting stellar sources
in the core of the Relic, where they may have higher metal-
licities. The central diffuse light of the host galaxy when
adopting a non-parametric star formation history and a mass-
metallicity prior following Gallazzi et al. (2005) is overall
metal-rich, with log(Z/Z⊙) = 0.07+0.09−0.17.

The Relic exists in a known overdensity (Naidu et al.
2024), which laid the groundwork with a rich history prior to
the epoch of observation. The Relic environment likely fu-
eled past episodes of in-situ star formation and increased the
probability of accretion events and dynamical interactions.
The age and mass distributions of cluster systems in local
galaxies are known to closely trace the past major star for-
mation episodes, correlating with inferred star formation his-
tories of the host galaxies (e.g., Chandar et al. 2017, 2021).
In the case of the Relic, the clusters suggest three episodes of
star formation (see Figure 5). If we assume a typical space
velocity of 700 km/s for a galaxy in a proto-cluster and adopt
a projected distance of 70 kpc to the nearest companion, this
suggests the Relic flew by roughly 100 Myrs ago. In this con-
text, the intermediate-age population of stellar clusters may
have formed at least in part as the result of this particular in-
teraction (more discussion in Section 5.2). In principle, we
would expect to see a similar rejuvenation in the host galaxy
light, however the uncertainties in the SFH are too large to
reach a definitely conclusion (Figure 6). On the other hand,
the oldest clusters are consistent with the mass-weighted age
of the Relic, likely forming in tandem with the main stellar
population.

5.2. Formation History of the Relic and its Clusters

While our ability to draw inferences directly from a
photometry-based star formation history are limited, there is
suggestive evidence from the diffuse host galaxy light that
somewhat tells the same story as the cluster population. As
described in Section 3.2, the SED of the main galaxy repre-
sents the spectral shape within the inner 0.5 arcseconds but
is corrected to total through aperture corrections. This has

become a standard approach in the literature. As the light is
completely distinct from the clump population, the resulting
SFH serves as an interesting comparison point.

The SFH of the Relic in Figure 6 shows a main epoch of
star formation 1-2 Gyr ago, with a relatively flat star forma-
tion history thereafter, with a star formation rate of 50 M⊙
yr−1. An enhancement coinciding with the dynamical inter-
action with the two neighbors ∼100 Myr in the past is only
hinted at via the larger uncertainties at this epoch. For com-
parison, we also estimate a cluster-based star formation his-
tory. In short, we use the stellar masses of the clusters in
the different age intervals together with observed local star
formation rate (SFR)- cluster mass scaling relations to infer
the SFR associated with each cluster (Chandar et al. 2021).
This is then integrated based on all of the clumps within that
age (lookback time) bin, resulting in a cluster-inferred SFH
(maroon line in Figure 6). The caveat here is the unknown
applicability of local scaling relations at high redshift – we
expect significant progress in this area in the coming decade.
In the following paragraphs, we discuss the similarities and
differences between these two SFHs in the context of the ob-
servations as a whole in order to piece together the possible
story of the Relic.

The main host galaxy SFH may support an interpretation
where the young star clusters formed in tandem with the
main galaxy owing to the ongoing lower-level star forma-
tion. The evidence for this ongoing star formation in the main
galaxy comes from the moderate rest-UV light The forma-
tion of young clusters may also be a natural outcome in the
aftermath of the dynamical interaction if the Relic accreted
new cold gas. However, there exists a discrepancy between
the cluster- and galaxy-inferred SFHs (more on this below).
Moreover, it is an open question as to how clusters get out
into the halo. It has been suggested that clusters can form
in a proto-disk and then be ejected into the halo due to vi-
olent relaxation (Toomre & Toomre 1972). While mergers
can drive this violent relaxation, galaxies which experience
such a recent merger would generally also show morphologi-
cal disturbances (e.g., Toomre & Toomre 1972; Barnes 1998;
Mihos & Hernquist 1994; Goudfrooij et al. 2007) rather than
presenting as a smooth elliptical galaxy. While there does
exist a hint of a red tidal arc (see Figure 2) and a prominent
stream of stars in the wake of the Relic, there is otherwise
no obvious evidence for a recent major merger. Moreover,
we do not see compelling evidence for a disk-like structure
in the Relic. That said, we cannot rule out the presence of
a disk from morphology alone given the existence of fast-
rotating early-type galaxies at both z ∼ 0 (Cappellari 2016;
Graham et al. 2018) and z ∼ 2 (Newman et al. 2018).

Instead, it may be that the young to intermediate age clus-
ters hold the best clues to the Relic’s formation history: de-
spite the systemic quenching of the galaxy roughly one bil-
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lion years prior (black line, Figure 6), it appears that clus-
ters continued to form. This robust cluster population in-
dicates an SFR that is ≈ 2 − 3 times higher than the inte-
grated light (with large uncertainties). So while it is logi-
cal to infer that the clusters closest to the tidal tail formed
as a result of the past dynamical interaction, it is hard to
explain halo clusters with a similar age. These ∼ 100 Myr
clusters, shown in the center panel of Figure 4 as white cir-
cles, are distributed throughout the halo of the Relic. The
ejection scenario described above does not seem plausible.
Another possible explanation is that these clusters have been
accreted from smaller, nearby galaxies, which are common
in the dense environment surrounding the Relic. A number
of the halo globular clusters in the Milky Way have been ac-
creted in this way (e.g., Brodie & Strader 2006; Forbes &
Bridges 2010; Ishchenko et al. 2023; Belokurov & Kravtsov
2024). Moreover, local elliptical galaxies in dense environ-
ments are believed to accrete a significant fraction of their
globular cluster populations (e.g., Brodie & Strader 2006).
The lower metallicities found for these clusters only serves
to further bolster this accretion hypothesis (see Section 5.1).
It is therefore the notable gap at lookback times less than 1
Gyr between the cluster-based and main galaxy SFH together
with the spatial distribution and lower metallicities of these
young to intermediate age clusters that builds the case for
an accretion origin. While speculative, this accretion inter-
pretation also fits nicely into the larger hierarchical frame-
work of galaxy formation, where the outskirts of quiescent
galaxies show empirical evidence of significant growth over
their subsequent many billions of years of evolution (e.g., van
Dokkum et al. 2010; Hill et al. 2017). While the bulk of star
formation happened in the distant past in the Relic, it will
continue to evolve through minor mergers and accretion –
tentatively supported herein by the existence of these young
and intermediate age halo clusters.

All together, we see evidence for an age spread of ∼2
Gyr for the GCs in this massive elliptical galaxy. While
we present possible interpretations above, photometric un-
certainties preclude a more definitive answer as to if these
clusters formed in different bursts, more continuously, and/or
if some fraction were accreted. The follow-up ultra-deep
spectroscopic data (JWST-GO-2561) will provide more in-
formation regarding the true formation history of the clusters
within the Relic.

Finally, it is worth noting that given the large stellar masses
of the oldest clusters associated with the Relic, there may
be alternative explanations worth exploring in future work.
They may not be GCs at all, but rather ultra-compact dwarf
galaxies that form through a previously unrecognized forma-
tion channel. Or perhaps the Relic is atypical in that its GC
population has an usually top heavy GC mass function (e.g.,
some local examples in dwarf galaxies include van Dokkum

et al. 2018; Li et al. 2024). While it is common to invoke sub-
stantial mass loss between z = 2.5 at z = 0 as a solution, there
may be something else at play in these high redshift galaxies
yet to be understood.

5.3. Comparison with Theoretical Predictions

The E-MOSAICS project (MOdelling Star cluster popula-
tion Assembly In Cosmological Simulations within EAGLE)
offers cosmological hydrodynamical simulations of galaxy
formation which allow for the formation and evolution of star
clusters using subgrid models (Pfeffer et al. 2018; Kruijssen
et al. 2019). Following their formation, clusters in the simu-
lation lose mass due to stellar evolution, two-body relaxation,
and shocks from rapidly changing tidal fields. Both young
and old star clusters are assumed to form and evolve follow-
ing the same physical mechanisms. The predicted ages and
masses of clusters from the fiducial model of Pfeffer et al.
(2024) at z = 2.5 are shown in grayscale in Figure 5, with
the most extreme cluster masses (at different ages) plotted as
the small gray circles. Our mass and age estimates for clus-
ters in the Relic fall at the extreme upper end of the model
predictions at a redshift of z = 2.5.

While significant mass-loss may not be necessary given the
high mass clusters found in nearby post-merger systems (e.g.,
Schweizer & Seitzer 1998, 2007; He et al. 2022), we can
make a very rough estimate of the expected mass loss follow-
ing Pozzetti et al. (2019), where the number of bright clusters
at high redshift directly scales with the implied mass loss. As
we detect 27 globular clusters brighter than 30th magnitude,
we might expect a subsequent mass loss of around 0.4 dex
by z = 0. This number compares well to the results of Pfeffer
et al. (2024), where the 70% of clusters that survive disrup-
tion lose 0.27 dex stellar mass on average from z = 2.5 to
z = 0.

5.4. Comparison with High Redshift Cluster Observations

In Figure 7, we compare the properties of the clusters
in the Relic with those determined for other high-redshift,
lensed galaxies. Figure 7a shows the age of each cluster with
redshift, with the literature compilation of observed stellar
sources presented in Pfeffer et al. (2024). The Relic is shown
by the maroon circles. Here we see that the ages of the clus-
ters in the Relic are among the oldest identified thus far for
any high-redshift galaxy. Figure 7b shows the formation red-
shift of the clusters relative to their stellar mass. While the
Relic includes a relatively older population of clusters with
earlier formation redshifts, the general range of stellar masses
is similar to other measurements at high redshift. However,
the Relic is unique among these galaxies in that it is an early-
type galaxy, whereas the others are clearly later-type systems
with on-going star formation. Taken at face value, this indi-
cates that elliptical galaxies started to form stars and clusters
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Figure 7. Compilation of mass, age, and associated formation redshift estimates for compact stellar sources discovered in lensed high-redshift
galaxies with JWST photometry from Pfeffer et al. (2024): Cosmic Gems (thin diamond; Adamo et al. 2024), Firefly Sparkle (triangle; Mowla
et al. 2024), MACS0416 (upward triangle; Messa et al. 2024a), Sunrise (star; Vanzella et al. 2023), Cosmic Grapes (square; Fujimoto et al.
2024), A2744 (circle; Vanzella et al. 2022a), Sparkler (pentagon; Mowla et al. 2022), RCS0224 and MACS0940 (downward triangle; Messa
et al. 2024b). Plus one additional set of data based on HST photometry: Sunburst (diamond; Vanzella et al. 2022b). The Relic cluster age,
formation redshift, and mass estimates are shown as maroon circles for comparison.

earlier than most gas-rich disk galaxies. This is also con-
sistent with the dense environment where the Relic resides
and the downsizing paradigm of galaxy formation as a whole
(Thomas et al. 2005, 2010).

5.5. Link to Exotic Populations

Beyond their relationship to galaxy assembly, gravitation-
ally bound, compact collections of stars that comprise GCs
are also known to produce exotic stellar populations (Gratton
et al. 2019). Dynamical interactions within GCs give rise to
exotic systems, including X-ray binaries, pulsars, fast radio
bursts, and merging BH systems (Giesler et al. 2018; Ivanova
et al. 2008). The rate of binary black hole (BBH) mergers
originating from GCs carries information about their abun-
dance in the early universe, as well as their mass and radius
distributions. It is thought that more massive, compact GCs
give rise to more BBHs (Fishbach & Fragione 2023). While
current GW detectors only reach z∼ 1, planned upgrades will
extend detection to z > 2 within the next few years (Evans
et al. 2021; Kalogera et al. 2019). If candidate massive clus-
ters identified by JWST at high redshift were to survive a
Hubble time, this would make them the progenitors of the
local, metal-poor GCs that are factories for BBH mergers.
While most clusters in the Relic won’t be old enough yet,
the most massive, metal-poor clusters may already be mark-
ing the first sites of BBH production, with GW signatures
detectable in the near future.

6. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we overview the physical properties of 42
compact stellar sources, likely star clusters, associated with a
massive, quiescent galaxy at z = 2.53 behind the Abell 2744
galaxy cluster. The clusters tell a story of the formation his-
tory of the Relic that provides a unique laboratory for testing
globular cluster formation theories. Below we summarize the
main results,

• The stellar populations of the Relic clusters are com-
prised of three main age groups. The oldest stars > 1
Gyr likely formed in-situ at z > 5 in tandem with the
bulk of the host galaxy. The intermediate-age popu-
lation, with ages of ∼100-500 Myr, are thought to be
the result of both a tidal interaction with two nearby
low-mass quiescent galaxies as well as clusters formed
ex-situ and acquired via accretion events. While the
galaxy is overall quenched, we see clear evidence for a
young cluster population (10-100 Myr) that exist sys-
tem wide spatially and are also suspected to have been
accreted. Altogether, if the 42 clumps survive to the
present day, they bookend the typical age range of lo-
cal globular cluster systems of 11-13 Gyr.

• The Relic hosts over a dozen clusters that are suf-
ficiently old to be considered both gravitationally-
bound and likely to survive subsequent mass loss
due to dynamic interactions. These clusters are the
best known examples of globular cluster candidates
at high redshift, given the combination of their old
ages, compact/unresolved sizes, and moderately high
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stellar masses. Moreover, they are the oldest clus-
ters observed to date at similar redshifts, and unique
in that their host galaxy is globally quenched already
by z = 2.5.

• The stellar masses of the oldest clusters are of order
log(M/M⊙)∼7.5, consistent with the largest formed
globular clusters in model predictions. Over the subse-
quent 11 Gyr to the present-day, it is thought that these
compact, gravitationally-bound stellar systems could
experience up to an order of magnitude loss in stellar
mass due to dynamical interactions.

The overdensity within which the Relic resides was discov-
ered in one of the deepest, most homogeneous JWST datasets
to date. This data will continue to serve as a fertile play-
ground to search for clusters surrounding a wide range in
host galaxy type and mass (e.g., see Claeyssens et al. 2024),
presenting a unique opportunity to test globular cluster for-
mation scenarios. In particular, globular clusters exist with
high specific frequencies in both the lowest and highest mass
quenched galaxies in the local universe (Olsen et al. 2004;
Peng et al. 2008). These massive quiescent galaxies form
rapidly and shut down as early as z ∼ 5 (Carnall et al. 2023;
de Graaff et al. 2024; Kakimoto et al. 2024; Antwi-Danso
et al. 2025), whereas at least some fraction of the lower mass
quiescent population quenches at slightly later times closer
to z ∼ 1 − 2 (Cutler et al. 2024). In either case, studies of
the globular cluster populations within these galaxies need to
push to z > 2 in order to distinguish in-situ formation versus
accretion scenarios. Studies of rich overdensities of quies-
cent galaxies at cosmic noon will therefore enable us to draw
evolutionary connections with globular cluster formation the-
ories for larger samples. Moreover, there exist even deeper
programs (e.g., JWST-GO-3293, PIs: Atek & Chisholm),
where studies of the globular cluster luminosity function can
be pushed even lower. The field is rapidly evolving, as evi-
denced by the sheer number of papers that have appeared in
the literature on this topic in the last year alone, and thus this
is merely a jumping off point to understand the formation of
one of the most enigmatic populations that have long lurked
in the halos and at the hearts of galaxies.
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2018, AJ, 156, 123, doi: 10.3847/1538-3881/aabc4f

Astropy Collaboration, Price-Whelan, A. M., Lim, P. L., et al.
2022, apj, 935, 167, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/ac7c74

Atek, H., Labbé, I., Furtak, L. J., et al. 2024, Nature, 626, 975,
doi: 10.1038/s41586-024-07043-6

Barbary, K. 2016a, The Journal of Open Source Software, 1, 58,
doi: 10.21105/joss.00058

—. 2016b, extinction v0.3.0, Zenodo, doi: 10.5281/zenodo.804967
Barnes, J. E. 1998, in Saas-Fee Advanced Course 26: Galaxies:

Interactions and Induced Star Formation, ed. R. C. Kennicutt,
Jr., F. Schweizer, J. E. Barnes, D. Friedli, L. Martinet, &
D. Pfenniger, 275

Beasley, M. A., Baugh, C. M., Forbes, D. A., Sharples, R. M., &
Frenk, C. S. 2002, MNRAS, 333, 383,
doi: 10.1046/j.1365-8711.2002.05402.x

Beaulieu, S. F., Gilmore, G., Elson, R. A. W., et al. 2001, AJ, 121,
2618, doi: 10.1086/320371

Belokurov, V., & Kravtsov, A. 2024, MNRAS, 528, 3198,
doi: 10.1093/mnras/stad3920

Bergamini, P., Acebron, A., Grillo, C., et al. 2023, A&A, 670, A60,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/202244575

Bertin, E., & Arnouts, S. 1996, A&AS, 117, 393,
doi: 10.1051/aas:1996164

Bezanson, R., Labbe, I., Whitaker, K. E., et al. 2024, ApJ, 974, 92,
doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/ad66cf

Boucaud, A., Bocchio, M., Abergel, A., et al. 2016, A&A, 596,
A63, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201629080
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