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ABSTRACT

A key question in galaxy evolution has been the importance of the apparent ‘clumpiness’ of high
redshift galaxies. Until now, this property has been primarily investigated in rest-frame UV, limiting
our understanding of their relevance. Are they short-lived or are associated with more long-lived
massive structures that are part of the underlying stellar disks? We use JWST/NIRCam imaging from
CEERS to explore the connection between the presence of these ‘clumps’ in a galaxy and its overall
stellar morphology, in a mass-complete (log M,/Mg > 10.0) sample of galaxies at 1.0 < z < 2.0.
Exploiting the uninterrupted access to rest-frame optical and near-IR light, we simultaneously map
the clumps in galactic disks across our wavelength coverage, along with measuring the distribution of
stars among their bulges and disks. Firstly, we find that the clumps are not limited to rest-frame UV
and optical, but are also apparent in near-IR with ~ 60 % spatial overlap. This rest-frame near-IR
detection indicates that clumps would also feature in the stellar-mass distribution of the galaxy. A
secondary consequence is that these will hence be expected to increase the dynamical friction within
galactic disks leading to gas inflow. We find a strong negative correlation between how clumpy a galaxy
is and strength of the bulge. This firmly suggests an evolutionary connection, either through clumps
driving bulge growth, or the bulge stabilizing the galaxy against clump formation, or a combination
of the two. Finally, we find evidence of this correlation differing from rest-frame optical to near-IR,
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which could suggest a combination of varying formation modes for the clumps.

Keywords: galaxies: evolution — galaxies: formation — galaxies: structure

1. INTRODUCTION

Over the last two decades, extremely deep high reso-
lution data, courtesy mainly of the Hubble Space tele-
scope, revealed high redshift star-forming galaxies to be
much more clumpy than their low redshift counterparts
(Conselice et al. 2004; Elmegreen & Elmegreen 2005;
Elmegreen et al. 2008; Forster Schreiber et al. 2011; Guo
et al. 2015, 2018; Shibuya et al. 2016). This has sparked
a debate about the consequences of these structures on
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galaxy evolution. Mainly observed in rest-frame UV and
optical wavelengths, the origin and evolution of these
‘clumps’ within star-forming galaxies are far from well
understood.

Properties such as stellar-masses, stellar-ages, sizes
and gas (or dust) content have been investigated in ob-
servational studies (Elmegreen et al. 2007; Guo et al.
2012, 2018; Soto et al. 2017; Zanella et al. 2019; Ru-
jopakarn et al. 2023; Martin et al. 2023; Sattari et al.
2023) of these kpe-scale star-forming complexes (resem-
bling ‘localized star-bursts’; Wuyts et al. 2012, 2013;
Bournaud et al. 2015; Zanella et al. 2015; Mieda et al.
2016). In parallel, simulations have been driving forward
our theoretical understanding of their origin, evolution


http://orcid.org/0000-0001-9215-7053
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-0000-6977
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-3331-9590
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4758-4501
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-6947-5846
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-8917-2148
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-8434-880X
mailto: boris.kalita@ipmu.jp

2

and subsequent fate (e.g., Elmegreen et al. 2008; Dekel
et al. 2009; Bournaud et al. 2009; Ceverino et al. 2010,
2012; Mandelker et al. 2017).

One of the most consequential questions, concerning
the morphological evolution of galaxies, is whether these
are simply very low-mass features only observed in rest-
frame UV and optical, or massive enough to contribute
to the total stellar-mass tracing rest-frame near-IR light.
Some simulations suggest that they are disrupted on
short timescales (< 50Myr), thus having minimal ef-
fect on the underlying stellar distribution (Murray et al.
2010; Tamburello et al. 2015; Buck et al. 2017; Oklopcié
et al. 2017). However, other simulations suggest that
clumps survive for much longer and are expected to be
crucial drivers of bulge growth through dynamical fric-
tion and gravitational torques (Bournaud et al. 2011,
2014; Elmegreen et al. 2008; Ceverino et al. 2010; Man-
delker et al. 2014, 2017). They could also be associated
with more massive structures that HST-based rest-frame
UV observations miss (Faure et al. 2021).

Before the James Webb Space Telescope (JWST) era,
observations were limited to star-formation tracing rest-
frame UV and optical light, mainly using HST (e.g.,
Guo et al. 2015, 2018; Sattari et al. 2023). We did not
have high resolution capabilities in rest-frame near-IR at
z > 1 to map the underlying stellar distribution on the
relevant spatial scales (~ 1kpc). With the highly sensi-
tive and high resolution rest-frame optical (better than
HST) and near-IR capacities of JWST, we can finally
undertake a relatively more complete study. It is now
possible to extend the resolved imaging of these clumpy
galaxies well into rest-frame near-IR, thereby accessing
the bulk of the stellar light.

In this work, we wuse the capabilities of
JWST/NIRCam to make the first resolved maps of
clumps within galaxies in both the rest-frame optical
and near-IR for galaxies at z > 1. It should be noted
that the term ‘clumps’ has until now been used to refer
to marginally resolved or un-resolved structures and
are expected to be a result of gravitational instabilities.
These conclusions are based on in-depth investigations
conducted primarily in rest-frame UV. The structures
detected in this work are at rest-frame optical and near-
IR, and albeit we expect them to be associated with the
previously studied UV-detected clumps (Sec. 4.1), the
exact connection will be tackled in a follow-up paper
(Kalita et. al. in prep). Nevertheless, we still use the
same term ‘clumps’ in this work as a general reference
to structures giving galaxies a clumpy appearance. We
are not implying that they necessarily share the same
properties as the structures previously studied.

To make a parallel assessment of the general stellar
morphology of each galaxy, we exploit the longest wave-
length NIRCam band (F444W) to obtain a bulge-to-
disk flux ratio. This value closely traces the correspond-
ing stellar-mass distribution due to a minimally vary-
ing mass-to-light ratio at such high a wavelength (Bell
et al. 2003; Zibetti et al. 2009; Schombert et al. 2019).
Throughout, we adopt a concordance ACDM cosmology,
characterized by Q,, = 0.3, Q24 = 0.7, and Hy = 70 km
s~ 'Mpc~!. We use a Chabrier initial mass function. All
images are oriented such that north is up and east is left.

2. SAMPLE SELECTION

We use of the Cosmic Evolution and Epoch of Reion-
ization Survey (CEERS; ERS 1345, PI: S Finkelstein),
a JWST Early Release Science programs. CEERS ob-
served a section of the Extended Goth Strip Hubble
Space Telescope (EGS-HST) field using NIRCam Wide-
band imaging. The reduced images (made available by
the CEERS collaboration; Bagley et al. 2023) span a
large wavelength window from 1pm to 5pum, covered
by six filters (with average 5o depths): F115W (29.1
mag), F150W (29.0 mag), F200W (29.2 mag), F277TW
(29.2 mag), F356W (29.2 mag) and F444W (28.6 mag)'.

We require simultaneous coverage of rest-frame opti-
cal as well as near-IR light, along with similar physical
to angular scales (to not introduce systematic biases)
across our sample. Moreover, the galaxies should pref-
erentially be at z > 0.5, where most studies in literature
begin finding a significant population of clumpy galaxies
(Guo et al. 2015). To satisfy each of these requirements,
we settle on a redshift range of 1.0 < z < 2.0.

For the sample selection itself, we use the catalogue
for the EGS-HST field (Stefanon et al. 2017, S17)
created with an extremely large wavelength coverage
(0.4 — 8.0 um). Its stellar-mass completeness includ-
ing a maximum dust attenuation value, A, = 3.0 mag,
is set at log(M,/Mg) = 9.5 for 1.0 < z < 1.5 and
log(M./Mg) = 10.0 for 1.5 < z < 2.0. For the sake
of convenience, we limit our analysis to galaxies above
log(M,/Mg) = 10.0 over the whole redshift range of our
sample. This method leaves us with a total of galaxies
412 galaxies. However, we do provide the results for
galaxies with log(M,/Mg) =9.5—10.0at 1.0 < z < 1.5
in the Appendix.

3. METHODOLOGY

1 We do not incorporate the F410M data into this study due to
it being shallower by a factor of ~ 2 than the rest of the data.
F444W also has a similar issue, due to which we shall be exclud-
ing measurements of clumpiness in this filter later.



3.1. Stellar morphology: bulges and disks

We begin with an assessment of the stellar light varia-
tion by measuring the bulge-to-disk flux ratio of each
galaxy. To ensure that this reflects the underlying
stellar-mass distribution, we use the longest wavelength
NIRCam filter available to us, F444W. For our redshift
range, we expect a corresponding variation of mass-
to-light ratio < 25 — 30% (Schombert et al. 2019; Zi-
betti et al. 2009; Bell et al. 2003) with color. This
would have increased had we used shorter wavelengths,
thereby complicating the interpretation of our results.
Therefore, this decision to use the longest wavelengths
is aimed at using an ‘almost’ color-invariant tracer of the
stellar distribution. An additional advantage of this ap-
proach is the sensitivity to highly obscured cores/bulges
that we expect to find at high-z (e.g., Kalita et al. 2022),
since attenuation is minimal? in rest-frame near-IR.

We measure the flux of the bulge and the rest of the
galaxy by fitting our sample with a dual component
model: two Sérsic profiles with fixed indices of n = 1
for the disk and n = 4 for the bulge. While we use
this parameter settings to obtain the results presented
throughout this work, we use also redo our measure-
ments with a Sérsic index of 2 (associated with a pseudo-
bulge; Gadotti 2009) in place of 4 for the (classical) bulge
and find only negligible differences (well within the un-
certainties). Moreover, the use of n = 4 is driven by
our choice to not obtain a perfect fit on an individual
galaxy level but rather achieve a uniform determination
of the flux across our sample (this being a widely used
approach, e.g., Simard et al. 2011; Meert et al. 2015;
Bottrell et al. 2017a,b, 2019). Finally, it also allows us
to broadly separate the disk and bulge.

For each object, we make cutouts of dimensions 101 x
101 pixels (3" x3") of the background subtracted F444W
images. We also create corresponding cutouts of the
available weight maps from CEERS, that is used as the
noise maps in the fitting procedures. Finally, the PSF
for the fitting is generated by median-stacking 7 unsat-
urated stars we found within the field-of-view of the ob-
servations. The fitting is done using a python-based
package GALIGHT ? (Ding et al. 2022), which in turn
implements the forward-modelling galaxy image fitting
tool LENSTRONOMY (Birrer & Amara 2018). The
approach allows us access to the full posterior distribu-
tion of each fitted parameter. This fitting is then op-
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timised through a two-stage Particle Swarm Optimizer
(Kennedy & Eberhart 1995, PSO), which is finally fed
into a Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) fitting as
the initial condition. We are then left with the best-
fit parameter as well as their respective 1o confidence
intervals.

Finally, we obtain three morphological flux ratios from
this analysis: the bulge-to-disk (using the fluxes of the
two components), bulge-to-total (where the total flux is
given by the sum of the disk and residual flux) and disk-
to-total. We will mainly be using the bulge-to-disk ratio
throughout this work, but will refer to the other two to
in order to further our understanding of the results (in
Sec. 4.2)

3.2. Quantifying the clumpiness

The aim of the second segment of our analysis is to
quantify the flux from clumps that one can observe by
visual inspection in the highly sensitive JWST/NIRCam
images of the sample galaxies. As we shall be making
comparisons across the wide wavelength coverage of the
data (from F115W to F444W), we begin by matching
the PSF sizes to that of the longest wavelength and
therefore the lowest resolution filter (F444W). We ob-
tain the PSFs of each filter as discussed in Sec. 3.1.
A Gaussian-model fitting gives us the PSF parameters
which are used to calculate the effective o of the Gaus-
sian kernel that each image needs to be convolved with
to match the resolution of the F444W data.

We build an automated clump detection algorithm
(Fig. 1) based on the method widely used for detect-
ing clumps in galaxies in HST UV and optical bands
(Conselice et al. 2003; Guo et al. 2015; Calabro et al.
2019). We first smooth the measurement image (from
F115W to F444W, but with a PSF equivalent to that of
F444W), using a Gaussian filter of o = 4 pixels.* This
smoothed image is subtracted from the original image,
leaving behind a contrast map showing structures vary-
ing at scales similar to the difference of the F444W PSF
and the convolution of it with the Gaussian used for
smoothing. This difference is found to be ~ 0.07”. It
should be noted that this is not the size of the clumps.
We then make cutouts from the measurement images
corresponding to each source of dimensions 3" x 3" as
done in the previous section.

2 to quote a generous upper limit, assuming an Ay = 3.0, we get an
attenuation of 0.85 in F444W for a typical Cardelli et al. (1989)
Milky Way extinction curve

3 https://github.com/dartoon/galight

4 We try a range of values for ¢ = 3 — 6 pixels, a range based
on the values used in previous works. Albeit the results of this
paper do not change beyond the already estimated errors, we use
o = 4pixels as it picks the finest clumps we detect through a
visual inspection of the JWST images.
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Figure 1. The clump detection: (top-left) An F115W image of a galaxy within our sample (with intermediate levels of
clumpiness) with an equivalent PSF as that for F444W. The 2 o segmentation map for the galaxy at F444 has a red color-map
to distinguish it from other sources. (Top-middle) This image is smoothed using a Gaussian filter of o = 4 pixels and then
subtracted from the original image to get the contrast image. The core is masked during this detection algorithm and is shown
with an overlaid blackened mesh. The remaining ‘red region’ gives the net galaxy flux without the bulge. (Top-right) The source
detection algorithm discussed in Sec. 3.2 results in the collection of confirmed clumps highlighted in blue. The net flux in these
regions is divided by the disk flux to get the clumpiness. (Middle and bottom) The lower panels show F115W images and their
corresponding contrast images (with highlighted regions of clumps) of other objects within our sample. The S17 IDs for each
object is also provided.

We then run a source detection using the python pack- in GALIGHT, with a threshold® at 5o /pixel. This
age PHOTUTILS (Bradley et al. 2022), also included method selects regions with peaked emission associated

5 There are two reasons we use a 5 o detection threshold with PHO-
TUTILS: Using thresholds that are lower results in large sections
of the galaxies rather the clumps. Moreover, the robustness check
carried out for each detection leads to the rejection of more than
2 60% of the sources at 30 and 2 45% at 40. At 50 however,
this rejection rate is around 20-30%. Above this threshold our
sample starts shrinking considerably. Hence we settle at the 5o

threshold.



Table 1. Stellar-mass complete (10.0 < log(M./My) < 11.0) sample used in this work.

Total Galaxies

Bulge-+disk measurements

clumpiness detected
(> 68 % confidence)
F115W F150W F200W F277W F356W

156 99 94 86 88 82
79 48 48 45 42 41
T 51 46 41 46 41

136 86 83 81 7 69
69 41 38 37 36 34
67 45 45 44 41 35

1.0 <z < 1.5 (>10"° M) 213
1.0 < z < 1.5 (100 — 101%% M) 114
1.0 < z < 1.5 (105 — 10'*° M) 99
1.5 < z < 2.0 (> 100 M) 199
1.5 < z < 2.0 (10%%-° — 105 M) 101
1.5 < z < 2.0 (10%%5 — 1010 M) 98
{ID 24903 | ID 24724
|z=1.74 z=1.47
S—
[ ¢
1”
ID 24487 N ID 25154
| z=1.0 z=1.19
e [ .

Figure 2. Contrast images similar to those in Fig. 1, but of
galaxies which had no clumps detected.

with clumps within the galaxies (Fig. 1). We only con-
sider clumps within the extent of each galaxy, which
is determined by a source detection on the stellar-mass
sensitive F444W image with a threshold of 2 (the red
color map region in Fig. 1). Moreover, it is critical to
not include the central bulge as a clump since both are
interpreted as small-scale structures by our algorithm.

Hence, we mask the central region® as shown in the top
panel of Fig. 1.

To ensure that our detection is robust, we carry out
an additional test. For every single clump (associated
with a continuous segmentation map source detected at
50), we artificially replicate it at another random posi-
tion (by replacing the flux originally there) within the
galaxy image while ensuring that it is not positioned
within the core or outside the galaxy edge. Then we
re-run our clump detection algorithm and check if this
new (fake) clump is detected. We repeat this process a
1000 times, and only allow a clump to be included in
our final measurement for the galaxy if it is detected
> 68% times. This method removes ~ 20% of the origi-
nal detections. The reason for the rejection includes the
clumps being marginally detected, and not leading to
a strong enough fluctuation within the underlying disks
to be detected repeatedly. Finally, once we have the ro-
bustly detected clump map, we simply measure the net
flux within them and divide it by the flux of the whole
galaxy in the same filter (the region for which uses the
previously used 2 o threshold map from the F444W im-
age, shown in red color map in Fig. 1), after masking
the core.” This gives us the fractional flux contained in

6 The central mask is determined by the extent of the central clump
(using the contrast map) as seen in the segmentation map for
F444W. The central position is determined by finding the point
of minimum asymmetry in the F444W band, where the central
bulge is the most dominant object. This is always found to be co-
incident with the bulge location in the bulge-disk decomposition
fit.

7 The reason we remove the core for the net flux measurement, is to
remove any possible correlation between the clump flux fraction
and the bulge measurements in Sec. 3.1. This method is different
from how ‘clumpiness’ is measured in most previous works, where
they do not remove it. We do check however if our results change
if we include the core, and we find that they do not.
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Figure 3. Examples of galaxies with detected clumps. For each, the rest-frame optical (F115W) and rest-frame near-IR
(F356W) images are shown. The detected clumps using the method shown in Fig.1 are shown with a blue color scheme. It
should be noted that the the clumps may not always be clearly detected by eye on these original images, for which one would
rather require the respective contrast maps.
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Figure 4. (Top) Histogram showing the bulge-to-disk ra-
tio distribution of all galaxies that have both significant
bulge and disk flux measurements. (in grey, which makes
up a fraction ‘fio¢’ of all galaxies in S17 within our mass
and redshift brackets). The black histogram is made up of
the subset of sources that have clumpiness detected at rest-
frame wavelength ~ 1pum (f200W and f277W for the two
redshift windows), which makes up a fraction ‘forumpy’ of all
the S17 galaxies. The probabilty of the fior and ‘ferumpy’
samples being from the same distribution (the p-value) is
also shown. (Middle and bottom) The same histogram but
limited to the stellar-mass ranges log(M./Mg) = 10.0—10.5
and log(M. /Me) = 10.0—11.0 respectively. The ‘fo1umpy /bin’
is the “felumpy’ counted for the individual stellar-mass win-
dows. The two columns correspond to the redshift ranges
1.0 — 1.5 and 1.5 — 2.0.

clumps, with respect to the rest of the galaxy without

the core. We define this ratio as the clumpiness.

¥ Clump flux
Galaxy Flux without core

Clumpiness =

The uncertainty in the clumpiness is determined from
the error in estimation of the flux of each detection dur-
ing the artificial replication process. In cases where no
clumps are detected, we add a point source within the

]
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galaxy with varying levels of fractional flux (—4.0 to 0.0
in log scale) compared to the net flux of the galaxy. For
each fractional flux value, we repeat the process a 1000
times. This step allows us to estimate an upper limit
based on the flux level below which we begin having no
robust detections (< 68%).

This process is repeated for each filter separately.
Some of the results for F115W and F356W, approxi-
mately representing rest-frame optical and near-IR are
shown in Fig. 3.

4. RESULTS
4.1. Clumps in optical and near-IR

We focus our study to galaxies that have detectable
bulges and disks (i.e. those having robust bulge and disk
measurements with < 50% uncertainty in both compo-
nents). This choice removes any galaxy that is com-
posed exclusively of a disk or of a spheroidal bulge®.
We also ensure a disk axis-ratio > 0.3. The latter con-
dition is applied to prevent any biases due to high dust
column density in a galaxy observed perfectly edge-on.
Our selected sample constitutes 73% and 67% of the S17
galaxies (10.0 < log(M,/Mg) < 11.0) at redshift ranges
1.0 — 1.5 and 1.5 — 2.0 respectively (also evident from
Table 1 and f;,; in Fig. 4). This is in line with previous
expectation of disk-galaxy fractions in massive galaxy
samples up to z = 2 (van der Wel et al. 2014)°.

At z > 1, studies have usually concentrated on study-
ing clumpiness in UV bands (below the 4000A break;
Guo et al. 2015). We however concentrate on the rest-
frame optical and near-IR bands to study the underly-
ing stellar distribution, as all the JWST /NIRCam bands
we use in our study are above the 4000A break (barring
F115W for 1.5 < z < 2.0, the results for which we sep-
arately discuss later).

We first present the results at rest-frame ~ 1pum as
representative of the whole wavelength range covered in
our study. We find that out of all galaxies in our study,
40 % and 41 % of them at redshift ranges 1.0 — 1.5 (us-
ing F200W) and 1.5 —2.0 (F277W) respectively show at
least some level of clumpiness within our detection lim-
its. This feature is represented as a fraction feumpy in
Fig. 4. Our fractions are of course dependent on the de-

8 Note that all clumpy galaxies are retained within our sample in

spite of this, as discussed in Sec. 4.2

9 To check if we are indeed studying almost all disk galaxies ap-
pearing at these redshifts, we make a selection of all S17 galax-
ies within 0.3 dex of the star-forming main sequence and above
log(M«/Mg) > 10.5. We find that the galaxies we select, albeit
after removing the disk axis-ratio constraint, make up 2 80%
of the sample, in line with expectations for massive star-forming
galaxies up to z = 2 in van der Wel et al. (2014).
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tection threshold we set, and using a lower value might
result in a higher fraction. Nevertheless as mentioned
earlier, doing so gives us less reliable clumpiness. More-
over, this somewhat strict detection still gives us results
in agreement with the expected percentage of galaxies
featuring UV-clumps (Guo et al. 2015) at the respective
mass and redshift ranges. Hence our conditions do not
hinder the scientific relevance of our sample within the
current literature framework.

As can be deduced from Table 1, similar fraction of
clumpy galaxies can be obtained across all filters span-
ning rest-frame optical and near-IR. We do note however
that there is a drastic fall in the numbers for the F444W
filter (not shown in Table 1). But it is most likely due
to this being a factor ~ 2 shallower than the others,
in addition to the clumps being fainter at long wave-
lengths. We therefore drop this from our clumpiness
estimations and limit our analysis up to F356W, still
maintaining coverage of exclusively rest-frame near-IR
light in at least one filter across our redshift range.

The similarity of fraction of galaxies showing clumpi-
ness across bands do not however inform us whether
the same structures are being detected in each galaxy.
Thus, we apply a method of quantification of the overlap
between the clumpiness maps in rest frame optical and
near-IR bands. We do so by finding the net area of all
pixels that are detected in both the shortest (F115W)
and longest (F356W) wavelength band used in our de-
tection algorithm. This value is then normalised by the
area of detected clumps in either of the two bands to give
a percentage of associations for each. We find a value of
0.640.2 and 0.740.2 for rest-frame optical (F115W) and
near-IR (F356W). This result strongly suggests that we
are not looking at mutually exclusive clumps in separate
bands.

Our results indicate that a large fraction of the galax-
ies showing clumpiness in the optical and near-IR bands
would also show UV-clumps, given the similarity of the
fraction of galaxies showing clumpiness in our study and
that in Guo et al. (2015). However, we do not attempt
to make a comparison to ancillary HST /acs CANDELS
data due to the images being a factor of ~ 2 shallower
than the JWST/NIRCam images we are using (F115W
to F356W). Nevertheless, we observe that UV-clumps
do appear in the F115W filter at 1.5 < z < 2.0, which
traces UV light at this redshift range, for all galaxies
showing optical and near-IR clumps.

Finally, a Kolmogorov-Smirnov test on the complete
sample of galaxies and those with non-zero clumpiness
gives only a 4% and 7% cumulative probablilty (p-
value) of being from the same distribution. However, if
we remove the clumpy galaxies from the full sample and

remeasure the probabilty, we obtain p-values well below
1%. We therefore interpret this result as an indication
of clumpy galaxies being largely independent of galaxies
with no clumps, in regards to their bulge-to-disk ratios.

4.2. Bulge-to-disk ratio and clumpiness
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Figure 5. Bulge-to-disk ratio vs clumpiness at rest-frame
wavelength ~ 1 ym for the complete sample. For the redshift
window 1.0—1.5 we use F200, while for 1.5—2.0 we use F277.
The Pearson correlation coefficient (r) for the plotted data is
provided in the bottom-right corner. The grey points mark
the upper-limit values for all sources without clumpiness but
have robust bulge-to-disk ratio. These are not included in
the estimation of r.

This work exploits the ability to simultaneously map
the clumps in rest-frame optical and near-IR, along with
the near-IR bulge-to-disk flux ratio (that closely traces
the stellar-mass ratio between these two components as
discussed in Sec. 3.1). As done in Sec. 4.1, we only show
the relation between these two components at ~ 1 pum
rest-frame as a representation of our sample (Fig. 5 and
6). For all other filters, which are found to corroborate
our conclusions, please refer to the Appendix.

Firstly, all galaxies with non-zero clumpiness values
appear within our sample with robust bulge and disk
measurements. Fig. 5 reveals clumpiness to decrease
with increasing bulge-to-disk flux ratio. This negative
correlation, as determined by the Pearson correlation
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Figure 6. Bulge-to-disk ratio vs clumpiness at rest-frame
wavelength ~ 1 pum from Fig.5, split into two redshift win-
dows 1.0 — 1.5 and 1.5 — 2.0. The three rows from top
to bottom are the same as in Fig. 4, which correspond
to the full mass range (above the mass-completeness limit
of log(M./Mg) = 10.0), log(M./My) = 10.0 — 10.5 and
log(M./Mg) = 10.5 — 11.0 respectively. The thick grey line
represents the average of the data-points and the Pearson
correlation coefficient (r) for the plotted data is provided
in the bottom-right corner in each panel. Finally, the grey
points mark the upper-limit values for all sources without
clumpiness but have robust bulge-to-disk ratio.

coefficient'?, is found to be moderate to strong, with a
value of —0.5040.05 for the whole sample. This strength
of correlation is also found to mostly hold if the sample is
divided into two bins in redshift as well as stellar-mass
(Fig. 6 along with Figs. 10 and 11 in the appendix),
with a few exceptions likely due to low number statistics.
We also note that the position of the clumpiness upper
limits (in both Fig.5 and 6) follow the same trend, with
almost all of them appearing at the high bulge-to-disk
end of the distribution. Finally, there does not seem
to be any obvious evolution of this negative correlation
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with redshift in our sample within the current levels of
uncertainty.

We inspect if this trend is induced by the measure-
ment method rather than an intrinsic correlation. As
discussed in Sec. 3.1, we already ensure that the bulge
flux is not incorporated in any way in the measurement
of the clumpiness ''. We do find that using the net-flux
of the galaxy to normalise the clump flux, we still end up
with a similar correlation. We also ensure that the disk
axis-ratio (above the cut-off of 0.3) is not correlated to
either of the two plotted parameters. Making the axis-
ratio cut-off stricter (> 0.6), which removes 50% of our
sample, actually improves the negative correlation (the
coefficients become more negative by ~ 40% in Fig. 5).
We further check if this correlation is rather driven by
a dependence on the total stellar-mass of the galaxy.
While the bulge-to-disk ratio is found to be associated
with the stellar-mass, the correlation is much weaker
(r ~ 0.14) than that with the clumpiness. We therefore
claim that this is possibly a second-order effect. We also
do not find any detectable correlation between clumpi-
ness and stellar-mass (r ~ 0.05).

Finally, we investigate a dependence on integrated
star-formation over the whole galaxy using the star-
formation rate (SFR) measurements from spectral fit-
ting in S17. We compare them to the expected SFR
for each galaxy had it been exactly on the star-forming
main-sequence (Leslie et al. 2020). We re-create Fig. 5,
with only the galaxies having measured SFR in S17 us-
ing a constant star-formation history model and with
values within or above a 0.3 dex scatter of the main-
sequence. This filtering is to ensure only confirmed
star-forming galaxies are included. The results show no
change in the observed correlation (r = —0.52 + 0.08),
and no dependence is observed with the distance of the
galaxy from the main sequence (the ratio of SFR ob-
served and that estimated based on the main-sequence).
The corresponding figure in shown in the Appendix
(Fig. 12).

Although we primarily discuss the bulge-to-disk ratio
here, replacing it with bulge-to-total ratio maintains the
negative correlation, although saturating at ~ 1 as ex-
pected. When we check the same for the disk-to-total
ratio, we observe that there is a very weak positive cor-
relation (r ~ 0.10). Both these results suggest that the
strong relation observed in Fig. 5 is mainly driven by the

10 The uncertainty for the coefficient is measured through boot-
strapping. We randomize the pairs of values for clumpiness and
bulge-to-disk ratio, and re-measure the coefficient. This process
is done a total of 1000 times and the standard deviation of the
distribution of the coefficient is used as the uncertainty.

11 To further check this empirically, we measure the upper limits of
disk clumpiness even in galaxies where we have non-zero clumpi-
ness values. This is done by following the same procedure dis-
cussed in Sec. 3.2, but by masking the currently present clumps.
We find that there is no correlation of this limit on the bulge-to-
disk ratio
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relation between the bulge dominance and clumpiness,
with weak contributions from a parallel decline of the
disk strength.

4.3. Bulge-to-disk and clumpiness optical/near-IR
ratios

We further investigate the ratio of the clumpiness
detected in rest-frame optical (F115W) and near-IR
(F356W) as a tracer of an equivalent integrated color
of the clumps observed in a galaxy. This value will be
associated, but not identical to the color of individual
clumps.
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Figure 7. The bulge-to-disk ratio vs the ratio of clumpiness
measured in rest-frame optical (f115W) and near-IR (£356w)
for redshift 1.0 — 1.5.

We limit this to the 1.0 < z < 1.5 range to max-
imise the wavelength difference between the filters, while
ensuring that F115W still traces the optical light and
F356W probes the stellar-mass tracing near-IR flux.
The latter would not be true at z > 1.5. We observe
that the clumpiness ratio shows a moderate correlation
with the bulge-to-disk ratio (r = 0.40 £0.09, Fig. 7). In
other words, for a specific clumpiness in near-IR light
sensitive to stellar-mass, those showing higher clumpi-
ness in optical wavelengths show higher bulge-to-disk
ratio and vice-versa. However, it should be also be
noted that majority of our sample has a clumpiness ratio
> 1, suggesting that most galaxies have more prominent
clumps in shorter bands tracing younger stars and star-
formation. We provide an interpretation of this correla-
tion in Sec. 5.2.

5. DISCUSSION

5.1. Clumpy galaxy fractions

Our work showcases that clumpiness in high redshift
(z > 1) galaxies is present across rest-frame UV to near-
IR. We also find that there is 60 & 20 % spatial overlap
between the clumpy maps between these wavelengths.
Especially given their presence in the stellar-mass trac-
ing near-IR, we can conclude that these features do play
a role in the morphological evolution of galaxies. It is
therefore unlikely that we are only dealing with young
short lived star-forming objects termed as UV-clumps,
demonstrating the need of a more generalised classifica-
tion of clumps. This also needs to accommodate the pos-
sibility of the clumps being associated with early stages
of structures like spiral arms as suggested by the inten-
sity maps in Fig. 1 and 3 (corroborated by detection of
‘clumpy spirals’ at z > 1, e.g., Elmegreen et al. 2009;
Margalef-Bentabol et al. 2022).

We first discuss possible mechanisms of the formation
of these structures in lieu of the fraction of galaxies fea-
turing non-zero clumpiness. Our 2 40% fractions are
much higher than the fraction of galaxies expected to be
undergoing major-mergers. The gas-rich major-merger
fraction is a factor of 2 lower based on expectations from
Lépez-Sanjuan et al. (2013). Similarly, the same fraction
from Lotz et al. (2011) is found to be lower (by a factor
> 2 up to z = 1.5) for merger observability timescales of
< 2 Gyr and only comparable if the effects of mergers are
observable over a ~ 3 Gyr interval. We also compare to
major-merger fractions from TNG50 and TNG100 sim-
ulations (Nelson et al. 2019) and find them to also be
a factor > 1.5 lower that the our clumpy galaxy frac-
tion, across the stellar-mass range and up to a merger
detectability timescale of 1.5 Gyr.

However, the fractions based on minor-mergers (Lotz
et al. 2011) and violent disk instabilites (Cacciato et al.
2012) do agree with our estimation of galaxies showing
clumpiness (for expectations from each scenario, check
Guo et al. 2015). This suggests that a large fraction of
the clumpy galaxies are likely experiencing violent disk
instabilities and/or minor-mergers.

5.2. Physical interpretation based on simulations

The negative correlation observed between the clumpi-
ness and bulge-to-disk flux ratio (Fig. 5) may indicate an
underlying physical connection. This trend is especially
important since we expect this ratio to closely trace
the associated mass-ratio due to a minimally varying
mass-to-light ratio (Sec. 3.1). Furthermore, given that
the bulges of galaxies are known to be redder than the
disks, either due to high dust obscuration or older stellar
populations, the negative correlation would actually get



stronger if we considered higher than expected mass-to-
light ratio variations.

We now compare this to theoretical expectations to
suggest a physical interpretation of this negative corre-
lation. Multiple simulation studies have claimed clumps
in disk galaxies enable the funneling of gas to the centre
to form the galactic bulge (see Bournaud 2016, for a re-
view). Our results feature the first observational sample
indicating how such a link could manifest. The observed
trend in Fig. 6 is consistent with an evolutionary trajec-
tory beginning with the appearance of clumps, which
leads to the dynamical friction and torques that drive
gas (possibly also some the clumps themselves) to the
centre. As mentioned in Sec. 4.2, there is only a mild
contribution to the negative correlation from a decline
of the galaxy disks in our sample. Hence we expect the
disk to mainly survive this possible scenario. Therefore
the clumpiness decreasing with increase in bulge-to-disk
ratio would be under the combined effects of migration
as well as destruction by stellar feedback (Elmegreen
et al. 2008; Ceverino et al. 2010; Bournaud et al. 2011,
2014; Mandelker et al. 2014, 2017).

On the other hand, our results also agree with the sce-
nario of bulges leading to the stabilization of the gas in
disks (Martig et al. 2009; Agertz et al. 2009; Ceverino
et al. 2010; Hopkins et al. 2023). This process in turn
would prevent the formation of clumps resulting in lower
clumpiness in galaxies with high bulge-to-disk ratio. As-
suming that galaxies without a dominant bulge would be
clumpy, this scenario would independently explain the
negative correlation in Fig. 5. Nevertheless, the dynam-
ical effect of the clumps cannot be disregarded. Hence,
even if we reject the possibility of the individual clumps
migrating to the core, one could still expect the first
scenario to be contributing simply through driving gas
inwards. This is especially true given that we detect
these clumps in the stellar-mass tracing near-IR which
will inevitably add to the dynamical friction experienced
by the gas within the disks (e.g., Bournaud et al. 2014).

Finally, Fig. 7 suggests that the underlying negative
slope of the correlation in Fig. 6 increases as we go from
rest-frame near-IR to optical. It should be noted that
this is observed only if one combines the whole sample
at 1.0 < z < 1.5 with galaxies showing clumps in both
F115W and F356W filters. It is not as evident sepa-
rately in the two mass bins shown in Fig. 10 and 11 in
the appendix. This correlation can be interpreted as the
ratio of color of clumps and the color of the underlying
disks, since the latter is the denominator in the calcu-
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lation of clumpiness. Therefore, Fig. 7 suggests that
galaxies with lower bulge-to-disk ratio have clumps and
their parent disks with similar colors.
with more dominant bulges have clumps that are bluer
than their disks.This could be due to contributions from
two separate populations resulting from in-situ as well
as ex-situ (accreted clumps/minor-mergers) formation
(Mandelker et al. 2014, 2017; Zanella et al. 2019). Tt
is expected that in-situ clumps are younger than their
parent galaxies, whereas clumps that fall into the galaxy
may introduce older stellar populations. However, this
interpretation ignores contributions from dust attenua-
tion resulting in reddening. A definitive conclusion re-
quires studying the spectral energy distribution of indi-
vidual clumps and placing them within the framework
of this study.

However those

6. CONCLUSIONS

Our investigation aims to simultaneously map clumps
in a mass-complete sample of galaxies at z = 1—2 along
with their underlying stellar morphology. It has been
made possible by the high-resolution rest-frame optical
and near-IR capabilities of JWST/NIRCam. We find
clumps to not only be limited to optical wavelengths
sensitive to young stellar populations (as suggested pre-
viously by detection of UV-bright clumps), but also al-
most equally in near-IR light suggesting an imprint on
the stellar distribution. We find a statistically signifi-
cant correlation between bulge-to-disk ratio, determined
in rest frame near-IR, and the clumpiness in individual
galaxies. We find a moderate to strong negative cor-
relation between the two: as the clumpiness decreases,
the bulge becomes more prominent. This result strongly
suggests that the central bulge is evolutionarily linked to
clumps. Finally, we find that this correlation is steeper
in optical than in near-IR, suggesting multiple formation
mechanisms of the observed clumps.
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Figure 8. Expansion of Fig. 4 for 1.0 < z < 1.5. Please note the addition of the mass-bin log(M./Mg) = 9.5 — 10.0, which
has not been added in the primary work for consistency with the completeness limit at z > 1.5. Nevertheless, S17 has a 90 %
mass-completeness at log(M. /M) = 9.5 at 1.0 < z < 1.5.
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Figure 10. Expansion of Fig. 6 for 1.0 < z < 1.5. Please note the addition of the mass-bin log(M./Mg) = 9.5 — 10.0, which
has not been added in the primary work for consistency with the completeness limit at z > 1.5. Nevertheless, S17 has a 90 %
mass-completeness at log(M,./My) = 9.5 at 1.0 < z < 1.5.
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Figure 11. Expansion of Fig. 6 for 1.5 < z < 2.0
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Figure 12. Bulge-to-disk ratio vs clumpiness at rest-frame wavelength ~ 1 pym from Fig.5. Only the galaxies with measured
SFR in S17 and with values within or above a 0.3 dex scatter of the star-forming galaxy main sequence (Leslie et al. 2020) for
the respective stellar mass and redshift of the galaxies. The colorbar represents the distance from the main sequence, defined
as the log of the ratio between the measured SFR and that expected for the galaxy had it been exactly on the main sequence.
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