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ABSTRACT

Wolf-Lundmark-Melotte (WLM) is a Local Group dwarf irregular (dIrr) galaxy with a metallicity

13% of solar. At 1 Mpc, the relative isolation of WLM provides a unique opportunity to investigate the

internal mechanisms of star formation at low metallicities. The earliest stages of star formation in larger

spirals occur in embedded clusters within molecular clouds, but dIrrs lack the dust, heavy metals, and

organized structure of spirals believed necessary to collapse the molecular clouds into stars. Despite

actively forming stars, the early stages of star formation in dIrrs is not well understood. We examine

the relationship between early star formation and molecular clouds at low metallicities. We utilize

ALMA-detected CO cores, JWST near-infrared (NIR) images (F090W, F150W, F250M, and F430M),

and GALEX far-ultraviolet (FUV) images of WLM to trace molecular clouds, early star formation,

and longer star formation timescales respectively. We compare clumps of NIR-bright sources (referred

to as objects) categorized into three types based on their proximity to FUV sources and CO cores.

We find objects, independent of their location, have similar colors and magnitudes and no discernible

difference in temperature. However, we find that objects near CO have higher masses than objects

away from CO, independent of proximity to FUV. Additionally, objects near CO are coincident with

Spitzer 8 µm sources at a higher frequency than objects elsewhere in WLM. This suggests objects near

CO may be embedded star clusters at an earlier stage of star formation, but accurate age estimates

for all objects are required for confirmation.

Keywords: Local Group (929) — Dwarf irregular galaxies (417) — Star formation (1569) — Star

forming regions (1565) — Molecular clouds (1072)

1. INTRODUCTION

Wolf-Lundmark-Melotte (WLM) is a nearby dwarf ir-

regular galaxy (dIrr) in the Local Group at a distance of

approximately 980 kpc (Leaman et al. 2012; Lee et al.
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2021). WLM is a relatively isolated galaxy, with dis-

tances far enough from both the Milky Way and M31 to

indicate a low probability of previously interacting with

either (Teyssier et al. 2012; Albers et al. 2019). How-

ever, recent observations of H i morphology and kine-

matics in WLM find evidence of ram-pressure strip-

ping, suggesting the galaxy may be less isolated than

previously thought (Yang et al. 2022). Studying star

formation in WLM’s potentially less perturbed envi-
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ronment can provide insights into the internal mecha-

nisms of star-forming regions and the impact of the sur-

rounding environment on the process. Like other nearby

dIrrs, the proximity and low metal content of WLM at

12 + log(O/H) = 7.8 (Lee et al. 2005), which is ∼13%

of solar metallicity, allow us to probe the details of star

formation at low metallicity.

Star formation occurs in molecular clouds that are pri-

marily composed of H2, which is typically traced with

low rotational transitions of CO (e.g. Kennicutt 1998;

Bigiel et al. 2011; Glover & Mac Low 2011; Bolatto et al.

2013). In larger spirals like the Milky Way, Giant Molec-

ular Clouds (GMCs) account for nearly all star forma-

tion, but in dwarf galaxies there is little CO to trace

the molecular clouds despite ongoing star formation. In

environments with low metal content, molecular clouds

have altered properties compared to those in metal-rich

environments (e.g. Elmegreen 1989; Hunter et al. 1998;

Brosch et al. 1998; Bolatto et al. 1999; Leroy et al. 2008;

Chevance et al. 2020). For instance, scarcity of heavy

elements limits the formation of dust grains, which play

a crucial role in shielding and cooling molecular clouds

(e.g. Draine & Li 2007; Fukui & Kawamura 2010; Wake-

lam et al. 2017; Osman et al. 2020). Additionally, lower

amounts of carbon and dust necessary for cooling result

in larger photodissociation regions, longer CO formation

time, and smaller CO clouds that are typically used to

trace the molecular clouds (Elmegreen et al. 1980; Israel

et al. 1986; Taylor et al. 1998; Leroy et al. 2009; Schruba

et al. 2012).

The earliest stages of star formation in larger spiral

galaxies occur within embedded clusters in GMCs (e.g.

Lada & Lada 2003; Bastian & Goodwin 2006; Dale et al.

2015). Elmegreen et al. (2018) find embedded star clus-

ters occurring at regular intervals within the main spiral

arms of nearby spiral galaxies, suggesting that star for-

mation likely originated from the collapse of dense gas,

which was then compressed into narrow dust lanes due

to the impact of stellar spiral arm shocks (Elmegreen &

Elmegreen 2019, 2020). Without the organized struc-

tures of spiral arms, however, star formation in dwarf

galaxies tends to be more irregular and sporadic, and

the early stages of star formation in these low metallic-

ity environments are not well understood.

Following the discovery of CO(3–2) emission in two

star-forming regions of WLM by Elmegreen et al. (2013)

using the APEX telescope, Rubio et al. (2015) targeted

these regions with CO(1–0) and mapped 10 CO cores

with the Atacama Large Millimeter Array (ALMA).

Archer et al. (2022) then examined the relation between

these 10 – plus an additional 35 (Rubio et al. in prepa-

ration) – CO cores in WLM and FUV used to define

star-forming regions, along with the H i reservoir out

of which the star-forming clouds formed, and found no

obvious characteristics driving the formation of the CO

cores. Recently, the JWST Resolved Stellar Populations

ERS program (PID 1334) imaged a large portion of the

star-forming area of WLM in the near infrared (NIR) at

0.9 µm, 1.5 µm, 2.5 µm, and 4.3 µm with the Near In-

frared Camera (NIRCam) (Weisz et al. 2023). The NIR

images now provide a clearer view of the young, embed-

ded star-forming regions to explore the role of the CO

cores in these regions and better understand early star

formation at low metallicities.

Gaining insights into the role of CO in the initial

stages of star formation in dwarf galaxies not only sheds

light on how stars form at low metallicities but also pro-

vides insights into the fundamental physical processes

of star formation and the interplay between stars and

their environments. In this paper we investigate young

star-forming regions in WLM to determine (1) if early

star-forming regions have the same properties in differ-

ent local environments and (2) the relationship between

early star formation and CO in low metallicity environ-

ments. We use NIR images as tracers of young, embed-

ded star formation (<5 Myr, Lada & Lada 2003), the

CO cores to trace the molecular clouds from which stars

form, and FUV to trace star formation on longer time

scales (up to ∼100 Myr, Calzetti 2013).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we in-

troduce our data and describe our object selection and

definitions of the object types, along with our methods

for determining the blackbody temperature, luminosity,

and mass of the objects. We present our results in Sec-

tion 3 and discuss our findings in Section 4. Finally, we

summarize our conclusions in Section 5.

2. DATA

2.1. CO cores

Rubio et al. (2015) imaged two star-forming regions

of WLM in CO(1–0) with ALMA Cycle 1 and detected

10 CO cores, with an additional 35 cores detected from

CO(2–1) ALMA Cycle 6 observations (Rubio et al., in

preparation). The beam size was 0.′′9 × 1.′′3 for Cycle 1

and 0.′′6× 0.′′5 for Cycle 6, and the observations covered

most of the star-forming area of WLM. Further details

on the CO(1–0) detection are described by Rubio et al.

(2015).

Rubio et al. (in preparation) used the CPROPS algo-

rithm (Rosolowsky & Leroy 2006) in the ALMA CO(2–

1) data-cube to identify the molecular clouds. They con-

sidered as true clouds those with sizes larger than the

beam size spatial resolution, a velocity width (FWHM)

greater than 3 channels (>0.5 km s−1), and a noise level
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Figure 1. FUV image of WLM showing the field of view from ALMA Cycle 1 (smaller cyan squares, Rubio et al. 2015) and
Cycle 6 (larger cyan rectangle, Rubio et al. in preparation) and the 45 detected CO cores (tiny orange circles), along with the
field of view from JWST ERS PID 1334 (green squares, Weisz et al. 2023). The ERS fields will be referred to as the North
field and the South field. The orientation of the image is such that North is up and East is to the left. Colorbar values can be
converted from counts/second to calibrated AB magnitudes with the equation: FUVAB = −2.5log10(FUVcounts/s) + 18.82.

above 3 sigma rms. With these criteria 35 clouds were

identified and their properties derived. All these clouds

have signal-to-noise (S/N) ratios larger than 5 and Vlsr

between −150 and −110 km s−1.
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Figure 2. F250M (red), F150W (green), F090W (blue) three-color image of JWST ERS north field overlaid with type 1 objects
(in FUV and near CO, red circles), type 2 objects (in FUV and away from CO, blue circles), type 3 objects (away from FUV
and away from CO, yellow), resolved background galaxies (magenta circles), and CO cores (orange circles). The orientation of
the image is such that North is up and East is to the left.

The properties of the CO(2–1) clouds such as the ra-

dius (R), velocity dispersion (συ), CO flux (FCO) were

calculated by CPROPS using the moment method in

the position-position-velocity data cube. For the calcu-

lation of the radius R, CPROPS uses the Solomon et al.

(1987) definition for spherical clouds assuming a factor

of 1.91 to convert the second moments of the emission

along the major and minor axes of clouds (σr) to R.

For unresolved clouds along the minor axis, Rubio et al.

obtained the radii following the Saldaño et al. (2023)

calculation, in which the radii were recalculated assum-

ing that the minor axis is equal to the minor beam axis

size.

They found that the WLM clouds are tiny with sizes

between 0.6 pc to 3.8 pc. The velocity dispersion of

the clouds is quite small ranging form 0.4 km s−1 to 1.3

km s−1. The CO luminosity ranges from 2.5 × 102 K

kms−1 to 15.2× 102 K kms−1. The derived virial mass

of the clouds ranges between 0.4× 103 M⊙ to 7.6× 103

M⊙.

2.2. JWST ERS #1334

The F090W (λ = 0.9 µm), F150W (λ = 1.5 µm),

F250M (λ = 2.5 µm), and F430M (λ = 4.3 µm)

NIRCam images come from the JWST Resolved Stel-

lar Populations ERS program (PID 1334). All the

JWST data used in this paper can be found in
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Figure 3. FUV image of JWST ERS north field overlaid with type 1 objects (in FUV and near CO, red circles), type 2
objects (in FUV and away from CO, blue circles), type 3 objects (away from FUV and away from CO, yellow), resolved
background galaxies (magenta circles), and CO cores (orange circles). The orientation of the image is such that North is up
and East is to the left. Colorbar values can be converted from counts/second to calibrated AB magnitudes with the equation:
FUVAB = −2.5log10(FUVcounts/s) + 18.82.

MAST: https://doi.org/10.17909/wq6j-x975. The ex-

posure time was 30492 seconds for each of the F090W

and F430M filters and 23707 seconds for each of the

F150W and F250M filters. Further information on the

ERS program and acquired images can be found in

Weisz et al. (2023).

2.3. FUV

Table 1. Object type, definition based on location, and
color used for the clumps of NIR sources (referred to as
objects) examined in this work.

Object Type Location Color

Type 1
In FUV knots,

Red
near CO cores

Type 2
In FUV knots,

Blue
away from CO cores

Type 3
Away from FUV knots,

Yellow
away from CO cores

https://doi.org/10.17909/wq6j-x975
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Figure 4. F250M (red), F150W (green), F090W (blue) three-color image of JWST ERS south field overlaid with type 1 objects
(in FUV and near CO, red circles), type 2 objects (in FUV and away from CO, blue circles), type 3 objects (away from FUV
and away from CO, yellow), resolved background galaxies (magenta circles), and CO cores (orange circles). The orientation of
the image is such that North is up and East is to the left.

The FUV image comes from the NASA Galaxy Evo-

lution Explorer (GALEX 1) satellite (Martin et al. 2005)

GR4/5 pipeline, and were further reduced by Zhang

et al. (2012). Figure 1 shows the FUV image of WLM

overlaid with the detected CO cores and the ALMA field

of view (FOV) for both Cycle 1 and Cycle 6, along with

the two FOVs from the JWST Resolved Stellar Popu-

lations ERS program (PID 1334). The colorbar values

can be converted from counts per second to calibrated

1 GALEX was operated for NASA by the California Institute of
Technology under NASA contract NAS5-98034.

AB magnitudes with the equation:

FUVAB = −2.5 log10(FUVcounts/s) + 18.82. (1)

2.4. Object types

We used a three-color image combining the JWST

NIRCam F250M (red), F150W (green), and F090W

(blue) images to identify and define three types of ob-

jects: those in FUV knots and near CO cores (object

type 1), those in FUV knots and away from CO cores

(object type 2), and those away from FUV knots and

away from CO cores (object type 3). We focus on
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Figure 5. FUV image of JWST ERS south field overlaid with type 1 objects (in FUV and near CO, red circles), type 2
objects (in FUV and away from CO, blue circles), type 3 objects (away from FUV and away from CO, yellow), resolved
background galaxies (magenta circles), and CO cores (orange circles). The orientation of the image is such that North is up
and East is to the left. Colorbar values can be converted from counts/second to calibrated AB magnitudes with the equation:
FUVAB = −2.5log10(FUVcounts/s) + 18.82.

clumps of NIR sources in this work, which we refer to

as “objects”. Table 1 details each object type, location,

and color used in figures and plots for reference as the

reader proceeds.

We refer to the CO sources as “CO cores” and the

FUV sources as “FUV knots”. We consider the FUV

knots to be the visible parts of star forming regions.

The determination of whether a NIR object is near or

away from a CO core is made visually; nearby objects

encompass the CO core. Figures 2, 3, 4, and 5 show

the three object types overlaid on the JWST three-color

and FUV images for each of the two JWST pointings.

Table 2 lists the RA, Dec, object radius in arcseconds,

F090W AB magnitude, and F250M AB magnitude for

type 1 objects. A full list for objects of all three types

is available in the online materials. We also present the

locations, radii, and masses of the 28 CO cores included

in this work in Table 3. All of the CO cores are inside

FUV knots, which is why there is no object type “out-

side FUV knots and near CO cores”. Additionally, we

include four type 2 objects and 12 type 3 objects further

south than was mapped with ALMA. The type 2 objects

south of the ALMA FOV may contain unobserved CO,

and removing them from the sample changes the ratio

of type 1 to type 2 objects from 50% to 56%. Because

the CO cores are all near FUV knots, we do not expect

any type 3 objects to be near unobserved CO. A JWST
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Figure 6. F250M (red), F150W (green), F090W (blue) three-color image postage stamps of select type 1 objects (red circles)
and the individual NIR sources within (gray, dashed circles) that we used to compare photometry between our larger objects and
the smaller, individual sources within. We also overlay the CO cores (orange circles) inside the type 1 objects. The orientation
of the image is such that North is up and East is to the left.

three-color postage stamp for each object is included in

the appendix.

We then performed aperture photometry on the ob-

jects using the Image Reduction and Analysis Facility

(IRAF) (Tody 1986) routine Apphot to measure the

fluxes of the objects in the F090W, F150W, F250M,

and F430M images. The size of the aperture for each

object corresponded to the size of the object, shown in

Figures 2, 3, 4, and 5. We calculated our uncertainties

using photon statistics convolved with the known 4%

NIRCam zeropoint uncertainty (Windhorst et al. 2023).

We converted the fluxes of the objects in each image to

AB magnitudes using the conversions:

F090WAB=−2.5 log10(F090WMJy/sr×2.2×10−8)+8.90

(2)

F150WAB=−2.5 log10(F150WMJy/sr×2.3×10−8)+8.90

(3)

F250MAB=−2.5 log10(F250MMJy/sr×9.3×10−8)+8.90

(4)

F430MAB=−2.5 log10(F430MMJy/sr×9.3×10−8)+8.90.

(5)

We chose to look at larger clumps instead of individual

NIR sources to include extended sources that appeared

to be part of the same system. As a test case, we also

measured the colors of the individual NIR sources inside

a subset of the larger type 1 objects (Figure 6). We in-

clude the right ascension (RA), declination (Dec), radius

in arcseconds, F090W AB mag, F090W–F150W color,

F250M AB mag, and F250M–F430M color for 10 of the

individual sources within Type 1 Objects used in our

test case in Table 4, with the full table included in the

online materials. We find that the individual sources

have similar colors to the larger objects. As such, we

chose to stick with the larger objects for the purpose of

this paper.

To determine whether our objects are contaminated

by unresolved background galaxies, we use Windhorst

et al. (2023, Section 4 and Figures 6-8) to estimate the

surface density of faint galaxies at our AB magnitude

flux limit of ∼25 to be approximately 0.02 background

galaxies per square arcsecond in all four NIRCam filters.

For a typical object with a radius of 1.5 arcseconds, this

equates to about 0.14 unresolved background galaxies

within each object.

2.5. Blackbody Temperature, Luminosity, and Mass

Estimates
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Table 2. Object number, right ascension, declination, radius, F090W AB magnitude, F090W–F150W color, F250M AB magnitude,
F250M–F430M color, blackbody temperature corresponding to the F090W–F150W and F250M–F430M colors, and total mass for type 1
objects. A full table including all objects is available in the online materials.

RA Dec Radius F090W F250M T090−150 T250−430 Mass

Object [J2000 ] [J2000 ] [′′] [AB mag] F090W–F150W [AB mag] F250M–F430M [K ] [K ] [M⊙]

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11)

Object Type 1 (red)

1 00:01:57.20 −15:26:48.9 2.34 19.84 ± 0.02 0.20 ± 0.03 20.10 ± 0.03 −0.65 ± 0.05 3910 ± 70 1420 ± 310 1134 ± 1118

2 00:01:57.58 −15:26:42.6 1.73 19.89 ± 0.02 0.38 ± 0.03 20.18 ± 0.03 −0.75 ± 0.05 3520 ± 60 1280 ± 530 555 ± 540

3 00:01:57.29 −15:26:44.7 2.00 19.73 ± 0.02 0.32 ± 0.03 19.87 ± 0.03 −0.60 ± 0.04 3640 ± 60 1320 ± 230 878 ± 859

4 00:01:57.28 −15:26:52.3 1.06 22.05 ± 0.03 0.01 ± 0.05 22.35 ± 0.07 −0.02 ± 0.10 4450 ± 160 1610 ± 120 1961 ± 1959

5 00:01:56.52 −15:26:52.2 4.41 18.15 ± 0.02 −0.07 ± 0.03 18.92 ± 0.02 −0.73 ± 0.03 4750 ± 100 1720 ± 310 2355 ± 2285

6 00:01:56.92 −15:26:59.4 1.31 21.32 ± 0.03 0.29 ± 0.04 21.36 ± 0.04 −0.62 ± 0.07 3710 ± 80 1350 ± 450 821 ± 817

7 00:01:55.57 −15:27:15.9 2.10 18.91 ± 0.02 −0.13 ± 0.03 19.44 ± 0.02 −0.52 ± 0.04 4980 ± 110 1800 ± 150 3388 ± 3348

8 00:01:55.07 −15:27:37.9 2.48 19.87 ± 0.02 0.36 ± 0.03 18.71 ± 0.02 1.38 ± 0.03 3560 ± 60 1300 ± 10 1012 ± 941

9 00:01:59.38 −15:27:25.6 1.84 20.05 ± 0.02 −0.06 ± 0.03 20.31 ± 0.03 −0.45 ± 0.05 4680 ± 120 1700 ± 150 2644 ± 2629

10 00:01:59.68 −15:27:30.3 2.61 18.82 ± 0.02 0.28 ± 0.03 19.22 ± 0.02 −0.87 ± 0.04 3730 ± 60 1360 ± 900 589 ± 553

11 00:01:56.55 −15:29:26.9 1.00 21.65 ± 0.03 0.01 ± 0.04 21.99 ± 0.06 −0.90 ± 0.10 4450 ± 130 1610 ± 2990 357 ± 354

12 00:01:56.39 −15:29:21.2 3.33 18.81 ± 0.02 −0.27 ± 0.03 19.20 ± 0.02 −0.08 ± 0.03 5650 ± 150 2040 ± 50 5930 ± 5875

13 00:01:54.16 −15:27:08.3 0.80 22.39 ± 0.04 0.09 ± 0.05 22.83 ± 0.08 0.24 ± 0.11 4210 ± 160 1530 ± 100 1303 ± 1301

14 00:01:57.90 −15:26:57.9 0.88 21.99 ± 0.03 0.31 ± 0.04 22.68 ± 0.08 −1.04 ± 0.15 3660 ± 90 1330 ± 3280 92 ± 91

15 00:01:58.07 −15:27:00.1 0.70 23.12 ± 0.05 −0.42 ± 0.08 24.74 ± 0.20 −1.25 ± 0.40 6640 ± 680 2380 ± 4150 1867 ± 1866

16 00:01:57.19 −15:26:59.8 2.31 19.72 ± 0.02 0.24 ± 0.03 20.22 ± 0.03 −0.60 ± 0.05 3830 ± 70 1390 ± 260 883 ± 867

17 00:01:52.45 −15:27:08.8 0.60 24.10 ± 0.07 0.12 ± 0.10 25.06 ± 0.23 −1.28 ± 0.47 4110 ± 300 1490 ± 4770 4 ± 4

18 00:01:56.32 −15:26:58.7 1.07 21.17 ± 0.03 −0.07 ± 0.04 21.94 ± 0.06 −0.85 ± 0.10 4720 ± 160 1710 ± 2800 381 ± 378

19 00:01:55.97 −15:27:03.3 0.44 22.96 ± 0.05 0.31 ± 0.06 22.62 ± 0.08 0.15 ± 0.10 3660 ± 130 1330 ± 100 937 ± 936

20 00:01:56.14 −15:27:16.6 0.66 24.03 ± 0.07 0.07 ± 0.10 24.93 ± 0.22 −0.55 ± 0.35 4280 ± 320 1550 ± 3670 1 ± 1

Note—Table 2 is published in its entirety in the supplemental materials in machine-readable format.

We calculated the blackbody temperatures corre-

sponding to the color for the given filters using the

Planck law and the observate routine from the Python

package sedpy for spectral energy distributions (SEDs)

to generate synthetic photometry through the four

JWST filters (Johnson 2019). For each object we

found the blackbody temperature corresponding to the

F090W–F150W and F250M–F430M colors separately.

Assuming our objects are embedded star clusters, we

found the luminosity of each object using the SEDs from

Table 2 of Xu et al. (2001), which gives the flux density

versus wavelength for six normal galaxies with 24 µm

luminosities ranging from 107 to 1010.6 L⊙, two AGNs

with 24 µm luminosities of 108 L⊙ and 1011 L⊙, and

eight starburst galaxies with 24 µm luminosities rang-

ing from 107 to 1011.5 L⊙. For the eight starburst galaxy

luminosity bins, we integrated over both the entire SED

and a subset of the SED the width of the four JWST

bands, and found the ratio of the full SED to the JWST-

width SED for each. We converted the summed flux of

our objects in the four JWST filters to luminosity. We

then took the average full SED-to-JWST SED ratio of

the eight luminosity bins, which we found to be approx-

imately 4, to convert the summed luminosities in the

four JWST bands to total IR (TIR) luminosities. We

note that the higher metallicity of the Xu et al. (2001)

galaxies compared to WLM may have an effect on the

luminosities.

We then converted the TIR luminosities to total mass.

Taking the bolometric magnitude of a young stellar pop-

ulation at less than 1 Myr age to be -2.69 for Small Mag-

ellanic Cloud (SMC) metallicity of 20% solar (Bruzual

& Charlot 2003) and 4.74 mag as the bolometric mag-

nitude of the Sun, the bolometric luminosity per so-

lar mass of young stars is then 3.01 × 1035 × 100.4×2.69

(Elmegreen et al. 2018). We then took the TIR luminos-

ity divided by this conversion for bolometric luminosity

per solar mass of young stars at 1 Myr to get the mass

of our objects.

We also computed the masses of our objects us-

ing the SED fitting toolbox prospector (Leja et al.

2017; Johnson et al. 2021, 2022) for comparison with

the masses derived from the TIR luminosities. We

used dynamic nested sampling with the Python package

dynesty (Conroy et al. 2009; Conroy & Gunn 2010;

Speagle 2020; Koposov et al. 2022) assuming a single

stellar population and fixed metallicity. The mass, dif-

fuse dust V -band optical depth, and age were free pa-
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Table 3. CO core number, right ascension, declination, and radius
for the 28 CO cores used in this work.

RA Dec Radius Mvir

Object [J2000 ] [J2000 ] [′′] [M⊙]
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)

1 00:01:57.29 −15:26:52.8 0.31 1087± 919

2 00:01:57.90 −15:26:58.0 0.56 1561± 985

3 00:01:58.08 −15:27:00.1 0.56 894± 637

4 00:01:52.46 −15:27:08.9 0.10 600± 1100

5 00:01:54.17 −15:27:08.3 0.15 2100± 1000

6 00:01:55.06 −15:27:38.1 0.08 2400± 1200

7 00:01:55.12 −15:27:36.8 0.17 1800± 1600

8 00:01:55.49 −15:27:16.1 0.10 1000± 700

9 00:01:55.98 −15:27:03.4 0.06 3600± 2700

10 00:01:56.15 −15:27:16.6 0.10 3300± 2400

11 00:01:56.23 −15:29:20.8 0.06 3100± 2700

12 00:01:56.34 −15:26:50.3 0.02 300± 400

13 00:01:56.34 −15:26:58.6 0.13 2800± 1600

14 00:01:56.37 −15:26:49.4 0.10 900± 600

15 00:01:56.57 −15:29:27.2 0.13 5600± 4100

16 00:01:56.96 −15:26:59.2 0.06 800± 700

17 00:01:57.11 −15:26:59.7 0.10 1400± 1100

18 00:01:57.14 −15:27:01.3 0.04 400± 300

19 00:01:57.15 −15:27:00.0 0.13 3400± 1200

20 00:01:57.20 −15:26:48.4 0.15 7600± 2300

21 00:01:57.24 −15:26:58.8 0.17 1200± 1100

22 00:01:57.24 −15:26:43.6 0.04 700± 400

23 00:01:57.28 −15:26:52.0 0.10 3100± 1200

24 00:01:57.53 −15:26:42.0 0.15 1400± 1000

25 00:01:59.33 −15:27:25.7 0.08 900± 600

26 00:01:59.39 −15:27:25.1 0.10 3900± 1300

27 00:01:59.45 −15:27:25.8 0.13 1800± 1000

28 00:01:59.58 −15:27:30.2 0.08 1600± 1200

rameters. We found that the optical depths and ages

derived from this method were not reasonable for our

objects, with most objects having ages in the highest

age bin independent of the parameter priors used. As

such, we opted to use the masses computed with the

TIR method for this work. Comparing the masses be-

tween the two methods, we find that type 1 objects are

similar between methods within the larger uncertain-

ties of the TIR luminosity method, while object types 2

and 3 have systematically higher masses using prospec-
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Figure 7. Comparison of object masses computed using
prospector versus the TIR luminosity for all three object
types, where the TIR luminsoity method assumes an age of
1 Myr (top) or an age of 10 Myr (bottom). The gray line
shows where the masses computed using both methods are
the same.

tor by about 1.5 dex (Figure 7, top). One reason for

this may be because the TIR method assumes an age

of 1 Myr. One reason for this may be because the TIR

method assumes an age of 1 Myr, which is reasonable for

embedded star clusters. Increasing the age to 10 Myr,

which changes the bolometric magnitude of the stellar
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Table 4. Individual source number, host object number, right ascension, declination, radius, F090W AB magnitude, F090W–F150W
color, F250M AB magnitude, and F250M–F430M color for 10 individual sources within Type 1 Objects. A full table including all
measured individual sources is available in the online materials.

Individual Host RA Dec Radius F090W F250M
Source Object [J2000 ] [J2000 ] [′′] [AB mag ] F090W–F150W [AB mag ] F250M–F430M
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

1 14 00:01:57.87 −15:26:57.3 0.16 24.48± 0.09 0.43± 0.11 25.74± 0.31 −0.81± 0.54

2 14 00:01:57.86 −15:26:57.5 0.17 24.65± 0.09 0.40± 0.12 25.10± 0.23 −0.93± 0.42

3 14 00:01:57.88 −15:26:58.5 0.22 23.00± 0.05 0.57± 0.06 23.35± 0.10 −0.96± 0.19

4 14 00:01:57.86 −15:26:58.2 0.14 25.25± 0.12 0.24± 0.16 26.17± 0.38 −1.68± 0.91

5 14 00:01:57.85 −15:26:58.0 0.14 25.01± 0.11 −0.84± 0.20 27.09± 0.58 −1.14± 1.13

6 14 00:01:57.91 −15:26:58.1 0.17 25.05± 0.11 0.39± 0.15 25.90± 0.33 −0.91± 0.61

7 14 00:01:57.90 −15:26:57.4 0.15 25.47± 0.13 0.36± 0.18 26.41± 0.42 −0.83± 0.75

8 14 00:01:57.91 −15:26:58.6 0.10 26.83± 0.25 0.27± 0.33 28.49± 1.10 −1.26± 2.24

9 4 00:01:57.25 −15:26:52.1 0.52 22.67± 0.04 0.12± 0.06 22.80± 0.08 −0.11± 0.12

10 4 00:01:57.30 −15:26:52.7 0.15 25.46± 0.13 0.18± 0.18 26.45± 0.43 −1.22± 0.86

Note—Table 4 is published in its entirety in the supplemental materials in machine-readable format.

Table 5. Object number, right ascension, declination, radius, F090W AB magnitude, F090W–F150W color, F250M AB
magnitude, and F250M–F430M color for our sample of resolved background galaxies.

RA Dec Radius F090W F250M
Object [J2000 ] [J2000 ] [′′] [AB mag ] F090W–F150W [AB mag ] F250M–F430M
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

BG 1 00:02:00.87 −15:27:40.0 2.74 19.99± 0.02 0.44± 0.03 19.55± 0.02 −0.02± 0.04

BG 2 00:02:00.12 −15:27:26.0 1.32 20.95± 0.02 0.66± 0.03 20.33± 0.03 0.27± 0.04

BG 3 00:02:01.45 −15:30:35.4 2.70 20.09± 0.02 0.85± 0.03 18.72± 0.02 0.89± 0.03

BG 4 00:01:53.86 −15:29:56.7 1.21 22.61± 0.04 0.44± 0.05 21.89± 0.06 −0.38± 0.09

BG 5 00:02:02.22 −15:30:15.0 2.35 20.65± 0.02 0.57± 0.03 19.84± 0.03 0.05± 0.04

BG 6 00:02:01.16 −15:30:50.2 1.81 21.37± 0.03 0.53± 0.04 20.56± 0.03 −0.54± 0.05

BG 7 00:02:02.48 −15:29:48.4 1.13 21.99± 0.03 0.63± 0.04 20.90± 0.04 −0.36± 0.06

BG 8 00:02:01.01 −15:30:01.2 1.13 22.39± 0.04 0.45± 0.05 21.63± 0.05 0.35± 0.07

BG 9 00:01:55.80 −15:31:20.0 1.47 21.76± 0.03 0.50± 0.04 21.50± 0.05 −0.49± 0.07

BG 10 00:01:57.24 −15:31:21.1 1.76 23.05± 0.05 0.99± 0.06 21.44± 0.05 0.73± 0.06

BG 11 00:01:57.01 −15:29:43.7 1.80 20.90± 0.02 0.22± 0.03 20.97± 0.04 −0.08± 0.06

population from -2.69 to +0.81, increases the mass of

the object and brings the masses of object types 2 and

3 computed with the TIR luminosity method closer to

those computed using prospector (Figure 7, bottom).

3. RESULTS

3.1. Color-Magnitude and Color-Color Diagrams

Figure 8 shows color-magnitude diagrams (CMDs) of

the F090W versus F090W–F150W filters and F250M

versus F250M–F430M filters for all objects. Many un-

certainties are smaller than the size of the plot markers

for both colors (<0.05), but we see that uncertainties

in the color increase as objects get fainter (up to 0.10

for F090W–F150W and 0.47 for F250M–F430M). We
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Figure 8. Top: F090W versus F090W–F150W CMD for all
objects (red: in FUV knots and near CO, blue: in FUV knots
and away from CO, and yellow: away from FUV knots and
away from CO). The blackbody temperature corresponding
to the F090W–F150W color is shown on the top x-axis, and
the reddening vector AV = 1 assuming SMC-like extinction
is included in the upper right of the plot. Bottom: F250M
versus F250M–F430M CMD for all objects. The blackbody
temperature corresponding to the F250M–F430M color is
shown on the top x-axis and the temperature range from
the F090W versus F090W–F150W CMD is shaded in gray.
The reddening vector AV = 20 assuming SMC-like extinc-
tion is included in the upper right of the plot.
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Figure 9. Color-color diagram of F090W–F150W versus
F250M–F430M for all objects (red circles: in FUV knots and
near CO, blue circles: in FUV knots and away from CO, and
yellow circles: away from FUV knots and away from CO)
including seven resolved background galaxies (light purple
stars). A reddening vector of AV = 1 assuming SMC-like
extinction is included in the upper left of the plot, and the
black line shows the effective temperature of a blackbody.
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Figure 11. Log(temperature)-log(temperature) plot of
F090W–F150W versus F250M–F430M for all objects (red:
type 1 objects, blue: type 2 objects, and yellow: type 3
objects). The gray line shows where temperatures for both
colors are the same to indicate how well the objects are repre-
sented by a blackbody. If our objects are embedded clusters,
the infrared colors are affected by extinction and infrared ex-
cess of young stars and less sensitive to effective temperature,
which may explain the larger F250M–F430M uncertainties at
higher temperatures.

include the blackbody temperatures corresponding to

the color for the given filters on the opposing x-axis,

with the temperature range from the F090W versus

F090W–F150W CMD shown in gray on the F250M ver-

sus F250M–F430M CMD. Objects of all three types ap-

pear randomly distributed in the F090W versus F090W–

F150W CMD, with the data centered around a color of

0.3. The data in the F250M versus F250M–F430M CMD

appear clustered along a ridge from 23 to 18.5 in magni-

tude and -1.4 to 0 in color for objects of all three types,

although several objects fall redward of this ridge.

Figure 9 shows a color-color diagram of F090W–

F150W versus F250M–F430M for all objects, where

many uncertainties are again smaller than the size of

the plot markers. A line indicating the effective tem-

perature of a blackbody is overlaid on the plot. We

find that most objects, regardless of their proximity to

FUV or CO, are concentrated around the effective tem-

perature line with blackbody temperatures between ap-

proximately 3000 to 7500 K, while some objects appear

scattered to the right of the effective temperature line.

We also include seven NIR sources that were obvious,

resolved background galaxies (light purple stars in plot)

to see if they displayed a preferential color, and find that

they occupy a F090W–F150W color range from 0.2 to

1.0 and a F250M–F430M color range from -0.8 to 0.8.

In Figure 10 we show a color-color diagram of F090W–

F150W versus F250M–F430M for individual resolved

NIR sources (gray) that comprise the type 1 objects

(red) to compare the colors of the individual sources

and larger clumps. We find that the larger uncertain-

ties for the smaller sources place them in the same color

ranges as the inclusive clumps.

We also show a log(temperature)-log(temperature)

plot in Figure 11 of the effective temperatures corre-

sponding to the F090W–F150W colors versus the effec-

tive temperatures corresponding to the F250M–F430M

colors for all objects. If our objects were well represented

by a black body, the best-match effective temperature

would be the same for all colors, and the objects would

fall along the gray diagonal line. We see that objects

cover a much larger F250M–F430M effective temper-

ature range compared to the F090W–F150W effective

temperatures for all object types.

Table 2 contains the F090W and F250M AB mag-

nitudes, along with the F090W–F150W and F250M–

F430M colors and corresponding effective temperatures

of type 1 objects. The same AB magnitudes, col-

ors, and effective temperatures for objects of all three

types are available in a table provided in the online

materials. The RA, Dec, radius, F090W AB mag-

nitude, F090W–F150W color, F250M AB magnitude,

and F250M–F430M color of the background galaxies are

listed in Table 5. Likewise, the RA, Dec, radius, F090W

AB magnitude, F090W–F150W color, F250M AB mag-

nitude, and F250M–F430M color for some of the individ-

ual sources inside type 1 objects we measured are listed

in Table 4, with the full table of individual sources used

in our sample included in a table in the online materials.

3.2. Mass

The top panel of Figure 12 shows histograms of the

mass for each of the three object types. Type 1 ob-

jects range from approximately 1 to 5930 M⊙ and span

the largest range of masses of the three categories, with

eight objects between 100 M⊙ and 1000 M⊙ and nine

objects larger than 1000 M⊙. Some of the mass bins

contain one object and appear only as a thick line on

the bottom x-axis at log(number of objects)=0. Type 2

objects comprise the largest number of objects and cover

a range of masses approximately 1 to 66 M⊙. Type 3

objects span the lowest range of masses from approxi-

mately 1 to 33 M⊙. The masses of type 1 objects are

listed in Table 2, and the masses of all objects are avail-

able in the table provided in the online materials.
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Figure 12. Top: Left- Mass distribution of type 1 objects (red). Center- Mass distribution of type 2 objects (blue). Right-
Mass distribution of type 3 objects (yellow). Bottom: Left- Mass distribution comparing only objects in FUV knots – those
near CO (red with circle hatches, type 1) and those away from CO (blue, type 2). Center- Mass distribution comparing objects
near (red with circle hatches, type 1) and away from CO (green, types 2 and 3), independent of proximity to FUV. Right- Mass
distribution comparing objects near (purple with star hatches, types 1 and 2) and away from (yellow, type 3) FUV, independent
of proximity to CO. We note some bins contain one object and appear only as thicker lines at log(number of objects)=0. Mass
is in units of M⊙.

The bottom panel of Figure 12 groups the objects dif-

ferently to compare the mass. The histogram on the left
compares only objects in FUV knots: type 1 (in FUV

knots and near CO, red) and type 2 (in FUV knots and

away from CO, blue). We see that objects near CO and

FUV have higher masses than those in FUV and away

from CO. The histogram in the center compares objects

near and away from CO, independent of proximity to

FUV. Object types 2 (blue) and 3 (yellow) are away

from CO and combined into one category (green), while

type 1 objects (red) are near CO and in their own cate-

gory. We again see objects near CO have higher masses

than those away from CO. The histogram on the right

compares objects near and away from FUV knots, inde-

pendent of proximity to CO. Here we combine objects 1

(red) and 2 (blue) into one category (purple) since they

are both in FUV knots, while type 3 objects (yellow) are

their own category. Objects away from FUV knots cover

a smaller range of masses than those in FUV knots, but

still appear to fall at the lower end of the mass range

that objects in FUV knots span. We note that when the

mass is measured using prospector, the masses of all

three types of objects cover the same mass range.

We also show histograms of type 1 objects, all type 2

objects, and only type 2 objects within the same area

that CO was observed in Figure 13 to compare how the

mass distributions are affected by the addition of type

2 objects that were not in the ALMA FOV and could

contain CO that was not observed. We see that masses

of type 2 objects appear to have similar distributions

independent of whether the entire set or the ALMA FOV

subset of type 2 objects are included.

4. DISCUSSION

The effective temperatures from the F090W versus

F090W–F150W CMD in Figure 8 match that of the

color-color diagram in Figure 9, with most objects hav-
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ing effective temperatures ranging from∼2600 K to 7400

K. However, the effective temperatures in the F250M

versus F250M–F430M CMD cover a much wider range

of <1000 K to 20000 K. We see in Figure 11 that the

temperatures of our objects fall near the grey line de-

lineating a perfect blackbody, albeit with large F250M–

F430M uncertainties at temperatures above 3000 K. In

the case that our objects are embedded clusters, the

infrared colors of stars are considerably influenced by

extinction and infrared excess associated with young

stars, while not being inherently sensitive to effective

temperature (Lada & Lada 2003). The small errors in

the F250M–F430M color indicate that uncertainties in

the color are not responsible for scatter of these objects,

suggesting the scatter may be due to infrared excess.

While we did not measure the extinction of our objects,

we include reddening vectors assuming SMC-like extinc-

tion in the CMDs and color-color diagram (Figures 8

and 9) to indicate how our objects could be affected by

extinction.

We examined our objects in a Spitzer Infrared Array

Camera (IRAC) 8 µm image of WLM and find several

coincident with sources bright at 8 µm, suggesting the

regions are dominated by hot dust. We also examined

our objects in a V band image of WLM from obser-

vations taken with the Lowell Observatory Hall 1.07-m

Telescope (Hunter & Elmegreen 2006) and also find sev-
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Figure 14. Color-color diagrams of F090W–F150W versus
F250M–F430M for all objects (red circles: in FUV knots and
near CO, blue circles: in FUV knots and away from CO,
and yellow circles: away from FUV knots and away from
CO). Objects that overlap 8 µm sources are marked with a
××× instead of a circle (top), and objects that overlap V band
sources are marked with a ∇∇∇ instead of a circle (bottom). A
reddening vector of AV = 1 assuming SMC-like extinction
is included in the upper left of the plot, and the black line
shows the effective temperature of a blackbody.

eral coincident with sources bright in V . We cannot re-

liably measure the brightness of the objects in either the

8 µm or V images due to the difference in angular reso-
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lution of 1.′′2 in 8 µm and 1.′′1 in V compared to 0.′′063

in F250M. However, we show in Figure 14 the F090W–

F150W versus F250M–F430M color-color diagrams for

the objects of all three types, this time noting which ob-

jects overlap the 8 µm sources (top, marked with a ×××)

and V sources (bottom, marked with a∇∇∇). We see most

objects that overlap 8 µm sources are also redward of the

effective temperature line in F250M–F430M, which we

would expect for clusters embedded in hot dust. Simi-

larly, most objects that overlap V sources are along the

effective temperature line, which we would expect from

the photospheres of stars. For type 1 objects, 60% over-

lap 8 µm sources and 40% overlap V sources, with 39%

of the objects overlapping both. For type 2 objects, 15%

overlap 8 µm sources and 48% overlap V sources, with

11% of the objects overlapping both. For type 3 objects,

5% overlap 8 µm sources and 0% overlap V sources, thus

0% of the objects overlapping both. The higher percent-

age of type 1 and 2 objects overlapping V sources than

type 3 objects is expected due to type 1 and 2 objects

being near FUV sources.

The difference in objects overlapping 8 µm sources be-

tween types 1 and 2 may be the result of differing stages

of star formation. We focused on a prominent FUV-

bright region which we show in the top panel Figure 15.

Archer et al. (2022) also examined this region and esti-

mated the age to be approximately 7 Myr. Jones et al.

(2023) found hundreds of young stellar objects (YSOs)

and pre-main sequence stars in NGC 346, a young star

cluster in the SMC with an age of ∼3 Myr, so we do not

expect the age of the FUV region to preclude younger

embedded star formation. The Spitzer 8 µm image of

this region is shown in the bottom panel of Figure 15

with the CO cores, type 1 objects, and type 2 objects

overlaid. We see that most type 1 objects appear to be

associated with sources bright at 8 µm, while no type 2

sources appear coincident with the 8 µm sources. A pos-

sible explanation for this is that the type 1 objects are

still embedded, while type 2 objects have already cleared

their dust envelopes. This could also explain the compa-

rable masses of type 1 objects between the prospector

and TIR luminosity methods when the TIR luminosity

method assumes an age of 1 Myr, while the type 2 and

type 3 objects have comparable masses between the two

methods when the TIR luminosity method assumes an

age of 10 Myr (Figure 7). However, we cannot be certain

without accurate age estimates for the objects.

Embedded star clusters are associated with the most

massive molecular cores in GMCs, with CO clump

masses ranging from approximately 102 to 104 M⊙ in the

Milky Way and Large Magellanic Cloud (LMC) (Car-

penter et al. 1995; Phelps & Lada 1997; Nayak et al.
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Figure 15. Top: GALEX FUV image of WLM showing
FUV-bright star-forming region (pink box). Bottom: Close-
up of the FUV-bright star-forming region in Spitzer 8 µm
showing that type 1 objects (red circles) are typically asso-
ciated with 8 µm sources while most type 2 objects (blue
circles) do not overlap 8 µm sources. The CO cores within
the type 1 objects are also included (orange circles).

2016, 2018) and 102 to 105 in the SMC (Saldaño et al.

2023). A catalog of embedded star clusters within 2

kpc of the Sun compiled by Lada & Lada (2003) finds

that the cluster masses range from approximately 101

to 104 M⊙, and Elmegreen & Elmegreen (2019) find 8
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Figure 16. Top: Mass of type 1 objects versus the mass
of the CO core that the object is associated with. Bottom:
Histogram of object radii in pc for each of the three objects
types.

µm cores in dusty spirals on the order of 102 to 104

M⊙. In the top panel of Figure 16, we find that the

masses of our CO cores are comparable to the masses

of CO clumps where embedded star clusters are found

in the Milky Way, SMC, and LMC. Our objects associ-

ated with CO (type 1) have masses up to >5000 M⊙,

while embedded star clusters from Lada & Lada (2003)

and Elmegreen & Elmegreen (2019) have higher upper

mass limits. Figure 12 shows that type 1 objects do

not appear to be sampled to the upper mass limit, so

we cannot say whether the lower masses of our objects

are the result of some physical constraint. However, the

size of our objects, which have radii between 2 and 21

pc (Figure 16, bottom panel), are larger than the <2 pc

radii embedded clusters from Lada & Lada (2003) and

smaller on average than the ∼25 pc radii 8 µm cores in

local spirals from Elmegreen et al. (2018). This may be

a result of our grouping individual IR sources into larger

objects compared to those in Lada & Lada (2003) while

the resolution of the NIRCam images in this work are

much higher than the IRAC images used in Elmegreen

et al. (2018).

In the top panel of Figure 16, we also include lines

delineating where the ratio of the type 1 object mass to

CO core mass is 0.1%, 1%, and 10%. One possibility

for objects in the 10% range is that the molecular gas

has already been destroyed and the objects left behind

are bound clusters. However, H2 can be self-shielded

from the photodissociation that results in the smaller

CO cores seen in low-metallicity galaxies, leaving the

cores surrounded by a potentially large reservoir of CO-

dark H2 gas (e.g. Wolfire et al. 2010; Planck Collabora-

tion et al. 2011; Pineda et al. 2014; Cormier et al. 2017;

Madden et al. 2020). If there is CO-dark H2 gas present,

then the ratios of type 1 object mass to molecular gas

mass would be lower.

5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work we present an analysis of the relation-

ship between CO and early star-forming regions seen as

embedded IR sources in the low metallicity dIrr galaxy

WLM. We use ALMA-detected CO data from Rubio

et al. (2015) and Rubio et al. (in preparation), GALEX

FUV data from Zhang et al. (2012), and JWST NIR-

Cam data from Weisz et al. (2023). The IR sensitivity

and high angular and spatial resolution of JWST al-

low us to probe embedded, early star-forming regions

in WLM at an unprecedented depth and in regions of

higher extinction.

We compare and contrast objects that are: near FUV

knots and near CO (type 1), in FUV knots and away

from CO (type 2), and away from FUV knots and away

from CO (type 3) to identify whether the early star-

forming regions have similar physical properties in dif-

ferent local environments and analyze the relationship

between early star formation and CO in low metallic-

ity environments. The objects in this work are clumps

of NIR sources. A test analysis of the individual NIR

sources inside a subset of our type 1 objects finds that
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the colors of the smaller individual sources and larger

objects are consistent within the uncertainties.

We find that objects of all three types have compa-

rable NIR colors and magnitudes. Likewise, the three

object types also cover the same effective temperature

range, although the infrared colors of young star-forming

regions do not exhibit high sensitivity to effective tem-

perature and are notably impacted by extinction and

infrared excess. Type 1 objects appear to have higher

masses than the other two object types when computed

using the TIR luminosity. However, when the masses

are measured using prospector, all object types cover

the same mass range.

We find IR sources associated with CO cores through-

out WLM (type 1 objects). The masses of our ob-

jects associated with the CO, along with the masses of

their corresponding CO cores, are in agreement with the

masses of embedded clusters and their CO cores found

elsewhere in the SMC, LMC, Milky Way, and other spi-

rals. However, the sizes of our objects are larger than

embedded clusters from Lada & Lada (2003) and smaller

than those from Elmegreen et al. (2018). A possible ex-

planation for this is that our objects are clumps of IR

sources compared to individual sources in Lada & Lada

(2003), while our JWST NIRCam images have a much

higher resolution than the Spitzer IRAC images used in

Elmegreen et al. (2018). Our type 1 objects also ap-

pear to coincide with bright 8 µm sources at a higher

frequency than the other two object types, which sug-

gests young embedded star formation in these CO cores.

These type 1 objects may be at an earlier evolutionary

stage than the other object types, but we cannot confirm

this without accurate age estimates.
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APPENDIX

Postage stamps showing the JWST three-color image of each individual object. Type 1 objects and their CO cores

are shown in Figure 17, type 2 objects in Figure 18, type 3 objects in Figure 19, and select resolved background

galaxies used in this work in Figure 20.
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Figure 17. F250M (red), F150W (green), F090W (blue) three-color image of each type 1 object (in FUV and near CO, red
circles) and the CO cores (orange circles) within them. The orientation of the image is such that North is up and East is to the
left. The object number corresponding to the number in Table 2 is given in the upper right of the image.
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Figure 17. cont. F250M (red), F150W (green), F090W (blue) three-color image of each type 1 object (in FUV and near CO,
red circles) and the CO cores (orange circles) within them. The orientation of the image is such that North is up and East is
to the left. The object number corresponding to the number in Table 2 is given in the upper right of the image.
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Figure 18. F250M (red), F150W (green), F090W (blue) three-color image of each type 2 object (in FUV and away from CO,
blue circles). The orientation of the image is such that North is up and East is to the left. The object number corresponding
to the number in the extended version of Table 2 provided in the online materials is given in the upper right of the image.
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Figure 18. cont. F250M (red), F150W (green), F090W (blue) three-color image of each type 2 object (in FUV and away from
CO, blue circles). The orientation of the image is such that North is up and East is to the left. The object number corresponding
to the number in the extended version of Table 2 provided in the online materials is given in the upper right of the image.
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Figure 18. cont. F250M (red), F150W (green), F090W (blue) three-color image of each type 2 object (in FUV and away from
CO, blue circles). The orientation of the image is such that North is up and East is to the left. The object number corresponding
to the number in the extended version of Table 2 provided in the online materials is given in the upper right of the image.
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Figure 18. cont. F250M (red), F150W (green), F090W (blue) three-color image of each type 2 object (in FUV and away from
CO, blue circles). The orientation of the image is such that North is up and East is to the left. The object number corresponding
to the number in the extended version of Table 2 provided in the online materials is given in the upper right of the image.
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Figure 19. F250M (red), F150W (green), F090W (blue) three-color image of each type 3 object (away from FUV and away
from CO, yellow circles). The orientation of the image is such that North is up and East is to the left. The object number
corresponding to the number in the extended version of Table 2 provided in the online materials is given in the upper right of
the image.
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Figure 19. cont. F250M (red), F150W (green), F090W (blue) three-color image of each type 3 object (away from FUV and
away from CO, yellow circles). The orientation of the image is such that North is up and East is to the left. The object number
corresponding to the number in the extended version of Table 2 provided in the online materials is given in the upper right of
the image.
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Figure 20. F250M (red), F150W (green), F090W (blue) three-color image of select obvious background galaxies (magenta
circles). The orientation of the image is such that North is up and East is to the left. The object number corresponding to the
number in the extended version of Table 2 provided in the online materials is given in the upper right of the image.
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