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ABSTRACT

The existence of two distinct and apparently unrelated populations of dusty stellar objects in the

Nuclear Stellar Cluster (NSC) of the Milky Way, namely IRS 13 and the S-cluster, are potentially prone

to a general process describing the star formation history in the Galactic Center (GC). The former

cluster is thought to be entangled in the clockwise and counterclockwise disks, a large-scale stellar

distribution revealed by the analysis of stars at different distances from Sgr A*, the supermassive black

hole in the GC. Recently, this large-scale distribution was reported to exhibit a multi-disk structure with

at least four components. Motivated by this finding, we revisit the anisotropic IRS 13 cluster and find

strong evidence for a disk-like structure. An examination of about 50 individual stellar orbits reveals a

new structure that does not follow any trend known in the literature. Furthermore, we investigate the

possibility of an inspiral cluster undergoing star formation processes, as proposed by several authors.

Using a simplified N-body simulation to reproduce our observational results, we conclude that, under

certain conditions, a massive cluster can migrate from the Circum Nuclear Disk toward the inner

parsec. Based on this classification, we revisit the large-scale NACO (VLT) observations of IRS 13 and

find evidence for a separation of the cluster into a gravitationally stable core remnant and a dissipating

part. With the velocity-resolved H30α line and the broadband spectral energy distribution of IRS 13

E3, we provide tentative support for the existence of an intermediate-mass black hole of ∼ 3× 104 M⊙
surrounded by a hot gaseous stream.

Keywords: editorials, notices — miscellaneous — catalogs — survey

1. INTRODUCTION

The Galactic center hosts the closest supermassive

black hole Sgr A* which underlines the unique char-

acter of this gravitational laboratory. In this envi-

ronment, the interaction between stellar objects and

Sgr A* can be studied in detail to reveal the imprints of

Sgr A* resulting in breakthrough discoveries such as the

Schwarzschild precession of the S-cluster star S2 (Parsa

et al. 2017; Gravity Collaboration et al. 2018; Do et al.

2019) or an upper limit on the dark mass inside its orbit
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(Heißel et al. 2022; Peißker et al. 2022). One of the most

intriguing discoveries was the unexpected detection of

young O/B stars in the direct vicinity (∼ 40 mpc) of

Sgr A* (Ghez et al. 2003; Habibi et al. 2017). This is in

strong contrast to the cluster dynamics on the scales of

several parsecs as stated by Morris (1993), who predicts

the migration timescales of stars from further away (∼
2-4 pc) towards Sgr A* of about 1010yrs. The major-

ity of the brigthest members of the S-cluster, the stars

closest to Sgr A*, have lifetimes of the order of 106yrs

(Habibi et al. 2017), raising the question about possible

star formation channels in the dominant tidal field of the

supermassive black hole. To date, the question of a pos-

sible in situ star formation scenario has not been solved

but it is required to explain the timescale inconsistency.
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However, several detections of candidate Young Stellar

Objects (YSOs) with notable bipolar outflows at a dis-

tance of 0.5 pc towards Sgr A* have been reported by

Yusef-Zadeh et al. (2017), increasing the need for a suit-

able explanation. Recently, an even closer candidate

YSO has been reported by Peißker et al. (2023b), fol-

lowing up on the proposed observation of massive pro-

tostars in the inner parsec (Yusef-Zadeh et al. 2013).

This candidate YSO is located at a distance of about

0.1 pc towards Sgr A* which is comparable to the pro-

jected distance of the embedded cluster IRS 13.

At a distance of a few arcseconds further away from

the S-cluster, the authors of Genzel et al. (1996),

Maillard et al. (2004), and especially Paumard et al.

(2006) focused on a large collection of stars revealing

a non-randomized stellar distribution that is arranged

in the clockwise and counterclockwise disks (CWD

and CCWD, respectively), which has been updated by

von Fellenberg et al. (2022), who suggested a multi-

component setup for the inner parsec. These authors

investigated almost 3000 stars and found in total four

disks including the CWD and CCWD. However, they

did not symmetrically center their stellar sample around

Sgr A* due to observational constraints, which is similar

to Paumard et al. (2006), who contradicts generalizing

statements about all stars in the inner parsec. Given

the size of the influence radius of Sgr A*, which can be

estimated as follows

rinf ∼ GMSgrA∗
σ2
⋆

∼ 1.7

(
MSgrA∗

4× 106 M⊙

)( σ⋆

100 km s−1

)−2

pc , (1)

where G defines the gravitational constant, MSgrA∗ is

the mass of Sgr A*, and σ⋆ is the velocity dispersion

of stars, sample sizes that describe the composition of

the inner parsec should encompass a fraction of rinf , i.e

∼ 0.1 pc (Peißker et al. 2020c). If not, the sample size

could also be associated with a distinct population such

as the S-cluster, for which Ali et al. (2020), for example,

suggested a non-randomized stellar distribution. While

subclusters, such as the S-cluster, with a length scale

of a few mpc do not hinder the formation of large-scale

distributions such as the CWD/CCWD, it is important

to note that these different-sized components can be

considered as the building blocks of the stellar members

of the inner parsec that might have partially formed in

dense clumps at a distance of a few parsec (Dinh et al.

2021). Hence, precise and continuous observations are

needed to disentangle the different large- and small-scale

components.

Taking a closer look at one of the largest coherent

structures of the inner parsec, the IRS 13 cluster is par-

ticularly interesting due to its embedded dust nature,

although historically it was identified as a single source

denoted IRS 2 (Rieke et al. 1978; Becklin et al. 1978;

Smith et al. 1990). With increasing resolving power,

the science community realized a complex structure and

called the region IRS 13E and IRS 13W to distinguish

between the different components (Simon et al. 1990).

Due to technological evolution and the introduction of

active optics that allowed larger telescope dishes (Wilson

et al. 1987), high spatial resolution observations with the

SHARP camera showed a dense collection of stars that

already implied a cluster arrangement (Krabbe et al.

1995; Menten et al. 1997). Taking into account a rather

poor coverage of the interesting cluster IRS 13, we con-

centrated on the analysis of single stellar objects in

Peißker et al. (2023c), hereafter Paper I. In this pa-

per, we identified over 30 new stellar objects that we

classified to a large extent as the YSO candidates that

coexist with main-sequence stars, such as E1-E4 (Mail-

lard et al. 2004; Mužić et al. 2008). In addition, we

implemented YSO candidates that are know from the

literature (Eckart et al. 2004). This suggested that IRS

13 underwent two distinct star-formation epochs which

were triggered by individual processes. We furthermore

found indications that the size of IRS 13 is much larger

than it is anticipated by the literature. Consequently,

we will treat IRS 13 as a dissolving cluster that is grav-

itationally captured by Sgr A*. Furthermore, a clas-

sification between IRS 13N and IRS 13E becomes un-

necessary because all these two regions are part of IRS

13. Confusingly, IRS 13W is a single star located to the

west of the cluster. In order to present a comprehensive

analysis of IRS 13, we will estimate in this work the 3d

distance of the cluster to Sgr A*. In addition, we focus

on the trajectory of the dusty sources (DS, see Paper I),

the greek labeled YSO candidates (Eckart et al. 2004),

and the E-stars1 to present for the first time comprehen-

sive Keplerian solutions for about 50 orbits using a data

baseline that covers almost two decades. Based on these

orbits, we identify a substructure of the deeply embed-

ded cluster that categorizes IRS 13 as a disk-like system

following the work of Genzel et al. (1996), Paumard et al.

(2006), Ali et al. (2020), and von Fellenberg et al. (2022).

Furthermore, we present Doppler-shifted ALMA data

that show an ionized arrangement of H30α enveloping

1 The core of the IRS 13 cluster harbors the massive stars IRS
13E1-E7 (Fritz et al. 2010). Based on the nomenclature for the
S-star in the S-cluster, we will use the term E-star to reflect on
the membership to IRS 13.
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Year Telescope/Instrument Band Purpose

2002-2018 VLT/NACO J Q, C

2002-2018 VLT/NACO H Si, C, SED

2002-2018 VLT/NACO K Si, C, SED, K

2002-2018 VLT/NACO L Si, C, SED, K

2010 VLT/NACO M Si, SED

2014 VLT/SINFONI H+K D

2016 ALMA 343 GHz Si, SED

2017 ALMA 232 GHz Si, SED

Table 1. Summary of the data used in Paper I and this
work. We list the related data baseline of the instruments
and telescopes used, including their designated band. The
individual purposes are indicated with the following abbrevi-
ations: (Q) Q-factor, (C) Color analysis, (Si) Source identi-
fication, (SED) Spectral Energy distribution, (K) Keplerian
fit, (D) 3D distance.

the projected position of IRS 13E3 (Murchikova et al.

2019; Tsuboi et al. 2019). For the region corresponding

to this source, we collect radio/mm, infrared, and X-ray

data from the literature (Tsuboi et al. 2017a, 2019; Zhu

et al. 2020; Peißker et al. 2023c) and find that the broad-

band spectral properties can be described by the hot

accretion flow model, which provides tentative support

for the hypothetical presence of the intermediate-mass

black hole (IMBH).

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we

describe used data sets and methods. The results con-

cerning the kinematical structure are presented in Sec-

tion 3. We discuss the overall length-scale of IRS 13, its

origin and dynamics, its relation to other nuclear struc-

tures, as well as the putative association of IRS 13 E3

source with the IMBH in Section 4. We conclude with

Section 5.

2. DATA AND TOOLS

The analysis presented in this work is solely based on

the data listed in Paper I. Hence, we refer the reader

to this paper for the description of the data reduction

and analysis in detail. All the data discussed in this

work are equivalent to the archival observations listed in

the Appendix of Paper I. However, we indicate a short

overview of the used data in Table 1 and refer the inter-

ested reader to Paper I for detailed information.

2.1. Keplerian fit

The orbital solutions for the sources presented in this

work are derived based on the Keplerian approxima-

tion. We use the Sequential Least Squares Program-

ming (SLSQP) method to estimate a Keplerian solution

for the data points derived from a PSF-sized Gaussian

fit. The SLSQP method calculates the reduced χ2 and

aims to minimize/optimize the distance between the cal-

culated fit and the input positions (see Kraft 1988). Our

reference is the position of Sgr A* calculated from the

orbit of the S-cluster star S2 (Do et al. 2019), which

initially was identified using a MASER triangulation by

Plewa et al. (2015) and Parsa et al. (2017). For the cen-

tral gravitational potential of the fit, we use the compact

mass of Sgr A*, which is in the order of 4.02 × 106M⊙
(Peißker et al. 2022; Event Horizon Telescope Collabo-

ration et al. 2022). Whenever suitable, we use both the

K- and L-band NACO data to fit the trajectory of the

dusty sources. We refer to Paper I for a detailed discus-

sion about crowding problems (also, see Peißker et al.

2020a,d). Furthermore, we adopt the Hill radius of 22

mpc estimated from the velocity dispersion of the IRS

13 cluster members. The enclosed mass is estimated to

be 3.9×104 M⊙ which is used as a justification for the

use of the Keplerian approximation of the investigated

sources. In Sec. 3, we additionally estimate the 3d dis-

tance of the cluster to show, that the orbit of all sources

can be solved with a Keplerian approximation.

2.2. Linear transformation

Due to the stellar density of the cluster (Paumard

et al. 2006) and the proper motion of the dusty sources

of IRS 13 between 2002 and 2018, the data points suffer

from deviations imposed in every epoch that could affect

the derived trajectory. Despite the high cluster density,

which results in increased confusion, a considerable con-

tributor to deviations are distortions problems of the

NACO detector (Plewa et al. 2015, 2018). While a con-

stant deviation should be canceled over the entire time

span, Plewa et al. (2018) showed a non-linear effect of

the NACO instrument. The authors of Plewa et al. esti-

mate distortion effects for the S27 camera of NACO (L-

band) in the range of ∼ 30% of one pixel (27 mas). For

bright stars inside the S-cluster, Gillessen et al. (2009),

Plewa et al. (2015), and Parsa et al. (2017) estimate an

uncertainty of about 1 mas for the positions. Due to the

non-linearity distortion effect of the NACO imager, this

effect can be as high as 10 mas depending of the loca-

tion IRS 13 on the detector chip. Considering the typical

size of a NACO PSF with an FWHM of 4 pixels = 108

mas, crowding effects might be of the same order or even

higher (Sabha et al. 2012; Peißker et al. 2020a). Taking

into account a putative source confusion, this scenario

demands an individual detection of the objects in the

first place at a distance that is at least half of the FWHM

observed with NACO (54 mas). If we now assume two

stars with vstar 1 = 100 km/s and vstar 2 = 200 km/s, we

can calculate the confusion time of both objects as a

function of the angle between their individual trajecto-
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Figure 1. Confusion time for two stars as a function of the
angle between their trajectories. The angles 0◦ and 180◦ are
excluded because they represent a parallel trajectory without
blending. The initial distance of both stars is 54 mas.

ries. Considering the range of observed proper motions

(Fig. 4, Paper I) of a few km/s up to 500 km/s, the

proposed setting is justified. Excluding an angle of 0◦

and 180◦ which means that both stars move parallel to

each other, we find a confusion time of about 1-2 years

(Fig. 1) assuming an initial distance of 54 mas. Al-

though different distances and velocities do impact the

confusion time, i.e. where both stars cannot be detected

individually, the core information is a timescale of only

1-2 years. Therefore, the confusion is the main uncer-

tainty contributor on short timescales (∼ 2 yr) whereas

the distortion impacts the analysis over the complete

data baseline.

Because this distortion mainly impacts the S27 cam-

era of NACO, we apply a linear transformation to the

investigated sources observed in the L-band.For that,

we determine the standard deviation σpos for all posi-

tional aberrations from a linear trajectory. Due to the

distance of the dusty sources to Sgr A* and the there-

fore expected long orbits compared to the S-stars (a few

thousand years versus a few ten years), the assumption

of a local linear trajectory for the analyzed data base-

line is justified. In the final step, we apply σpos to the

Gaussian estimated positions of the dusty sources. In

Table 2, we list the applied averaged deviations from all

the analyzed objects to the derived L-band data points.

Since the spatial pixel scale of the NACO L-band data

is 27 mas, our estimated deviations listed in Table 2 are

in the subpixel domain and, therefore, reasonable. The

derived aberrations are further in agreement with the

results of Plewa et al. (2015), although the authors used

SiO Maser high-precision measurements to estimate the

Date R.A. ∆ R.A. Dec ∆ Dec

(mas) (mas) (mas) (mas)

2002.660 4.13 2.66 -13.56 2.47

2003.353 9.06 1.03 -9.52 0.96

2004.314 2.03 0.95 14.12 0.68

2005.364 -8.69 1.67 -14.14 0.66

2006.405 -8.64 1.07 -3.99 0.89

2007.247 2.26 2.09 -3.45 1.18

2007.367 0.63 0.73 4.51 0.98

2007.370 0.04 2.25 -6.94 2.42

2007.373 3.42 1.45 -6.96 3.27

2007.375 1.02 1.61 -7.75 2.21

2007.386 -0.25 1.48 -6.27 1.14

2007.389 5.10 2.06 -10.65 1.48

2008.399 0.18 1.09 17.47 1.04

2008.410 -3.16 0.76 12.65 0.50

2008.413 -2.67 2.98 12.94 2.28

2008.418 -0.79 1.60 10.82 1.70

2008.421 0.75 1.35 19.25 1.07

2011.395 -6.91 3.13 14.68 1.34

2012.372 -8.12 0.94 14.69 1.15

2013.351 -5.79 1.81 25.39 1.49

2016.224 2.02 1.62 -8.62 1.52

2018.304 2.52 1.67 -24.08 1.33

2018.310 8.50 1.20 -7.41 1.36

Table 2. Averaged deviations for positional data points that
are related to the (dusty) sources of IRS 13. As mentioned
in the text, the uncertainty is less than one pixel and in
agreement with the analysis of Plewa et al. (2015) and Parsa
et al. (2017).

location of Sgr A*. However, for deviation values larger

than one pixel, we apply a quality control and discard

the data due to poor quality. We emphasize that the

linear transformation is also valid for the Keplerian so-

lution presented in this work since the curvature of the

orbit is diminished.

2.3. Modelling cluster dynamics

To model the dynamics of the cluster, we apply

the Astrophysical Multipurpose Software Environment

(AMUSE, see Portegies Zwart et al. 2009, 2013; Pelu-

pessy et al. 2013; Portegies Zwart & McMillan 2018),

which is a PYTHON-based project that can be used,

among other applications, for N-body simulations. We

use the AMUSE-PhiGRAPE (Harfst et al. 2007) mod-

ule to simulate a cluster of a certain mass Mcluster in the

influence sphere of Sgr A* with MSgrA∗ . This module

uses the King model (King 1966) that requires three pa-

rameters to describe the simulated cluster, namely the

core radius rc, the related brightness Lc, and the distri-
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bution W0 of the stars inside the cluster. Whereas the

luminosity and the radius are directly estimated from

the observations, the King parameter describes the den-

sity of the cluster and may be challenging to derive.

However, the overall shape of the investigated cluster

may indicate a specific range of possible values for W0.

For the simulation, a numerical value of W0 = 0 results

in a dissolved cluster because the stars are not bound to

the system. Consequently, higher numerical values rep-

resent an increasing stellar density (see, e.g., Chernoff

& Shapiro 1987; Joshi et al. 2001) and hence a gravita-

tionally bound system. We refer to Portegies Zwart &

McMillan (2018) for a detailed description of the code.

3. RESULTS

In this section, we present the findings of the analysis

of IRS 13. We present a NIR spectrum observed with

SINFONI and fit a Keplerian orbit to the positions of the

DS sources listed in Paper I. Furthermore, we investigate

the resulting orbital elements to check for systematic

trends.

3.1. 3d distance of IRS 13 to Sgr A*

To perform a Keplerian analysis, we have to ensure

that the investigated cluster members are gravitational

bound to Sgr A*. According to Tsuboi et al. (2020),

the 3d distance of IRS 13 is ≥ 0.4 pc away from Sgr A*

and therefore outside the Bondi sphere with the radius

of rBondi,

rBondi ∼
2GMSgrA∗

c2s

∼ 0.21

(
MSgrA∗

4× 106 M⊙

)(
T

107 K

)−1

pc , (2)

where cs is the sound speed corresponding to the tem-

perature T of the hot, X-ray emitting plasma. With

the estimate of Tsuboi et al., the stellar cluster mem-

bers should still, however, be gravitationally bound to

Sgr A* since it is inside the influence radius, and hence

a possible interaction with the SMBH is not excluded.

Due to the large projected distance of about 0.14 pc

to Sgr A*, we assume a close-to-circular bound tra-

jectory of IRS 13 around the central black hole. We

furthermore place a circular-annular aperture (radius1:

0.25”, radius2: 0.26”)2 on the core region of IRS 13

and extract the spectrum shown in Fig. 2 where we

2 The aperture consists of a circular area with a radius of 0.25”.
Around this circular area, a ring with a radius of 0.01” is con-
catenated. The total radius of the circular annular aperture is
0.26”.

Figure 2. Near-infrared spectrum of the IRS 13 cluster
observed with SINFONI/VLT in 2014. The spectrum cov-
ers the wavelength range between 2.1-2.2µm and shows the
prominent Brγ rest wavelength and a related Doppler-shifted
emission line at ∼2.1635µm. The aperture used to create the
indicated spectrum has a diameter of 0.5” which covers the
complete core region and partially the tip of IRS 13. The
total width of the Brγ line is almost 2000 km/s between
2.159-2.173µm.

indicate the Brγ rest wavelength at 2.1661µm, the re-

lated Doppler-shifted emission line at 2.1635µm. Since

the electron temperature of Brγ is in the range of 104K

(Gravity Collaboration et al. 2023), we assume a con-

nection between the radial velocity of the members of

the cluster and the gas. With the resulting LOS veloc-

ity of vLOS =, 346.24 ± 27.5 km/s and a proper motion

of vprop = 128.86± 0.14km/s3, we use

rIRS13 = GMSgrA∗/(
√

v2LOS + v2prop)
2 (3)

and get rIRS13 = 0.12 pc for a bound trajectory of IRS

13 and rIRS13 = 0.25 pc for a parabolic orbit (Peißker

et al. 2020c). For the gravitational bound case, IRS 13

with its stellar members and its gas and dust depot is

within both the influence radius and the Bondi sphere,

and thus orbits Sgr A*. If IRS 13 exhibits a parabolic

orbit, the cluster is still in the influence sphere of Sgr A*

but outside its Bondi sphere. We would like to add

that the assumed link between the gas and the cluster

members may be premature. However, the listed proper

motion and radial velocity in Paumard et al. (2006),

Bartko et al. (2009), and Jia et al. (2023) reveal with

Eq. 3 a similar 3d distance for the E-stars4 as derived in

this section. Using the velocity dispersion of the cluster

3 This proper motion is based on the velocity dispersion of all clus-
ter members. For the conversion from mas/year to km/s, we as-
sumed a distance of 8 kpc. Please see Paper I for further details.

4 IRS 13E1: 0.35-0.39 pc, IRS 13E2: 0.17 pc, IRS 13E3: 0.37-0.43
pc, IRS 13E4: 0.15 pc
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members of vprop = 128.86 ± 0.14km/s, we derive an

upper limit for the 3d distance of about 1 pc with Eq.

3 by setting the radial velocity to 0 km/s.

Since we estimate the enclosed mass in Paper I to be

22 mpc, we find that the cluster is inside the influence

sphere of Sgr A* independent of the exact LOS velocity.

Therefore, we can safely assume a Keplerian motion of

all cluster members, which will be presented in the next

section. Furthermore, we exclude a possible interference

of the IRS 13 region and the mini-cavity due to the

difference of the LOS velocity of about ∆vLOS = 200−
300 km/s (Lutz et al. 1993; Ciurlo et al. 2016). However,

there may be a more complex relation between IRS 13

and the mini-cavity involving the IRS 16 cluster (please

consider the Appendix for further discussion), which will

be explored in a forthcoming article.

3.2. Orbits

For the Keplerian orbits, we select all E-stars (seven

sources) and the DS sources (33 sources) including the

Greek-named objects α, β, γ, δ, ϵ, γ, ζ, and η (seven

sources) of IRS 13 that are analyzed in Paper I Fig. 3.

Initially, these sources were selected due to their colors

(L-band < 16.5 mag), proper motions (> 25 km/s), and

projected position (2.5 as < distance < 4.5 as). We

chose the K- and L-band data for the orbital analy-

sis of these sources because the data covers almost two

decades of continuous observations between 2002 and

2018. For the fits, we assume that all the sources are

gravitationally bound to Sgr A* (see Section 3.1) and

adopt the mass of 4.02× 106M⊙ for the supermassive

black hole (Event Horizon Telescope Collaboration et al.

2022; Peißker et al. 2022). Due to the resolution of the

SINFONI IFU data with a spatial pixel scale of 0.1”

and a distance of the individual sources less than 0.1”,

we are limited to the NACO K- and L-band data.

Due to the low proper motion of the sources (Paper I),

the orbital data coverage is less than 2% for some of

the cluster members. In addition to crowding effects,

ι and ϑ are blended with nearby sources that hinder a

confusion-free analysis. Hence, we exclude both sources

from the Keplerian analysis. In contrast, we find orbital

Keplerian solutions for all other dusty objects, which are

listed in Table 3 and Table 4. In Fig. 4, we highlight the

results of the orbital analysis, where we reflect the data

coverage mentioned above by incorporating two different

Keplerian solutions that represent the same data sets.

As indicated in Table 3, we use the reduced χ2 param-

eter as a qualitative parameter to identify the best-fit

Keplerian solution to the data set. In comparison, we

selected another Keplerian solution with an increased

χ2 indicating a statistically poor solution for the given

Figure 3. Finding chart of the investigated cluster members
of IRS 13. This finding chart is observed in the L-band with
NACO in 2004 and shows all sources including their proper
motion vector (see Paper I). Every velocity is multiplied by
a factor of 0.05 to improve the representation of the arrows
for the reader. The length of velocity arrow at the top of
the image scales with the size of the proper motion arrows
for each source. The circles at the position of the individual
sources indicate their nature and age. While all lime (DS
objects) and pink (greek-named objects) colored sources are
young objects with an estimated age of < 1Myr, the brown
(E-stars) and blue (DS objects) circles show main-sequence
stars with an age of > 1Myr.

data set. As shown in Fig. 4, both solutions simul-

taneously demonstrate the limitations of this analysis

which can be resolved by incorporating the so far miss-

ing LOS velocities for the individual DS sources using,

for example, ERIS (VLT) or MIRI (JWST). In Table

3, we list all related orbital parameters for the dusty

sources shown in Fig. 4. Based on the derived orbital

solutions, we find that some sources, such as α, β, and

η, are close to the projected apoapsis (Fig. 4). For all

the sources, we derive an almost constant acceleration

between 2002 and 2018 that results in the proper mo-

tion listed in Paper I. We emphasize that a linear fit

applied to the data points represents the trajectory of

the DS sources as well. Due to the arguments indicated

in Sec. 3.1, we prefer Keplerian solutions for the cluster

members, which is consistent with other large-scale anal-

yses, such as the one presented in von Fellenberg et al.
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Figure 4. Best-fit Keplerian orbits for the dusty sources analyzed in this work. We include K- and L-band data observed with
NACO between 2002 and 2018 to estimate the best-fit solution to describe the trajectory of the dusty sources. The left column
shows the projected orbit on the sky where we mark the position of Sgr A* with a pink-colored asterisk. The middle and right
columns exhibit the R.A. and DEC plots as a function of time, respectively. In addition, we include blue dots representing
the data with their respective astrometric uncertainty. The black arrows indicate the direction of the orbital trajectory of the
related dusty object. To acknowledge the challenging orbital coverage of the data points, we implement two different solutions,
both describing the trajectory of the sources. The resulting orbital elements of these fits are listed in Table 3. These Keplerian
parameters suggest a grouped arrangement noticeable in the LOAN. We acknowledge the membership of the related source by
using orange (N2) and blue (N1). Both solutions are the best-fit result, where the green-colored fit always indicates a solution for
the Keplerian approximation with decreased significance. The statistically poor green orbit is randomly picked from a set that
represents a reduced significance for the Keplerian approximation. The R.A. and DEC plots for all the sources investigated in
Paper I and this work, including the complete orbital positions, are publicly available and released along with this manuscript.
Please see Appendix D for a description of the supplementary material.
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Source a (mpc) e i(o) ω(o) Ω(o) tclosest(yr) χ2

α (orange) 255.31±6.20 0.8201±0.0064 96.78±3.13 88.30±1.96 236.84±1.60 2312.33±4.16 2.65

α (green) 242.91±6.20 0.8330±0.0064 90.52±3.13 92.24±1.96 240.06±1.60 2304.00±4.16 4.01

β (orange) 169.42±47.40 0.5032±0.1550 75.05±0.28 78.49±2.86 249.80±3.72 2333.59±2.20 1.15

β (green) 264.23±47.40 0.8130±0.1550 74.48±0.28 84.22±2.86 257.25±3.72 2338.00±2.20 13.92

δ (orange) 159.04±49.17 0.3648±0.1755 70.47±0.57 58.55±2.52 257.83±5.73 2302.77±27.00 0.51

δ (green) 257.39±49.17 0.7160±0.1755 69.32±0.57 63.59±2.52 269.29±5.73 2356.79±27.00 10.55

ϵ (orange) 137.64±42.40 0.2463±0.1626 69.24±0.61 75.96±10.19 250.77±2.37 2337.51±37.62 0.80

ϵ (green) 222.45±42.40 0.5716±0.1626 70.47±0.61 55.57±10.19 255.53±2.37 2262.26±37.62 3.68

γ (green) 155.03±50.07 0.1582±0.2108 53.85±4.96 224.59±0.10 94.53±2.06 2501.31±2.56 1.11

γ (blue) 255.18±50.07 0.5798±0.2108 63.77±4.96 224.80±0.10 98.66±2.06 2496.18±2.56 0.43

ζ (green) 177.16±115.30 0.4688±0.0551 64.17±3.06 247.51±43.74 97.97±8.28 2549.58±128.71 9.04

ζ (blue) 407.77±115.30 0.5791±0.0551 58.05±3.06 160.02±43.74 114.53±8.28 2292.16±128.71 6.06

η (green) 127.10±10.10 0.00001±0.3686 77.92±2.95 258.40±10.72 78.49±10.07 2480.69±27.26 6.44

η (blue) 147.30±10.10 0.7374±0.3686 72.01±2.95 279.85±10.72 98.63±10.07 2535.22±27.26 0.68

Table 3. Best-fit orbital elements for the Keplerian solutions shown in Fig. 4. We distinguish between two independent orbital
solutions expressed by orange and blue (Fig. 4) to emphasize the orbital coverage of the K- and L-band data observed between
2002 and 2018. The standard deviation of the derived orbits denotes the indicated uncertainties. We register a pattern for
the numerical values of the argument of periapsis ω and longitude of the ascending node Ω describing the projected on-sky
distribution of the dusty sources γ, ζ, and η compared to α, β, δ, and ϵ. In Sec. 4, we will explore the possibility for a pattern
that would suggest a non-randomized distribution of the analyzed sources. In the last column, we indicate the minimized χ2

estimate for the related Keplerian solution, where lower values represents a better fit. Please note that the minimized χ2 is
not a global parameter since the distribution of the astrometric measurements for the individual sources is different. Since
the uncertainties of the standard deviation and the minimized χ2 analysis may over- or underestimate the error range, we will
employ MCMC simulations to cover possible fluctuations of the Keplerian approximation (see Appendix E). Here, the minimized
χ2 value of the related source of interest is solely used as a qualitative measure to pick the best-fit orbit. Worse minimized χ2

values do not necessarily have to represent a bad solution (see η in Fig. 4).
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(2022). In addition, we provide the minimized reduced

χ2 that is defined as the weighted sum of the squared

deviations related to the two orbital solutions shown in

Fig. 4. These deviations are calculated by comparing

the theoretical and observed data points. Therefore, a

minimized value reflects a higher probability such that

the estimated Kepler fit reflects the observed positions of

the object. We discuss the limitations of this approach

in Sec. 4. For the orbital elements listed in Table 4, we

find a wide spread of suitable parameters representing

the Keplerian motion of the DS sources. In addition, we

analyze the trajectory of the E-stars and determine the

Keplerian solutions listed in Table 5. Due to the main-

sequence nature of the E-stars, we will group them by

inspecting the orbital elements responsible for their 3D

orientation. Hence, by averaging the inclination and the

longitude of the ascending node (LOAN) of the E-stars,

we find i = (92.89 ± 11.57)◦ and Ω = (99.09 ± 85.83)◦

where the uncertainty is based on the standard devia-

tion. Although the LOAN is suffering from an increased

uncertainty due to the orbital solution for E7, we find

a satisfying agreement with the analysis of Mužić et al.

(2008) where the authors derive Ω = 100◦ and i = 83◦

for the E-stars (Paper I). We will investigate the set of

orbital elements for systematic trends in the next sec-

tion.

3.3. Cluster analysis

For the orbital parameters of the Greek-named dusty

sources, we plot in Fig. 4 two different Keplerian solu-

tions colored in orange and blue, reflecting on the num-

ber of possible individual trajectories (Portegies Zwart

et al. 2023). In addition, it is plausible that the orbital

solutions derived for the dusty sources will potentially

evolve with time depending on the absence or presence

of an IMBH (Schödel et al. 2005; Tsuboi et al. 2017b).

The possible ongoing elongation leading to cluster dis-

ruption could have an impact on the orbits of the dusty

sources of IRS 13 (Portegies Zwart et al. 2003). For

example, Tsuboi et al. (2017b) shows the H30α distri-

bution observed with ALMA. The authors find differ-

ent velocities for the components of the cluster. While

this implies a putative global direction of the cluster,

there are too many unknown parameters to provide a

qualitative estimate about the evolution of the orbits.

It is further possible, that the cluster itself undergoes

an evolution due to the interaction with other compo-

nents of the NSC, such as Sgr A* (Ali et al. 2020) or

the CWD/CCWD (Paumard et al. 2006; von Fellenberg

et al. 2022).

However, we select the orbits with the highest prob-

ability given by the minimized reduced χ2 (Table 3)

and summarize them in Table 6. Undoubtedly, the or-

bital solution for the dusty sources would have a differ-

ent shape if the local dominant gravitational potential,

represented by an IMBH, were located inside the IRS

13 cluster. Although we are not excluding the idea of

the presence of an IMBH and inspected in Sec. 4.5,

we assume that IRS 13 and its members are gravita-

tionally bound to Sgr A*. In agreement with Porte-

gies Zwart et al. (2023) and shown in Fig. 4, multiple

orbital solutions with comparable probabilities are ac-

ceptable. Despite the difficulty of the Keplerian analysis

due to crowding effects and the missing LOS velocities,

a closer look at the related orbital elements listed in Ta-

ble 3 draws attention to the limitation of the quantity

of possible results. With

r =
a(1− e2)

e cos(θ) + 1
(4)

where r defines the distance of a celestial object to the

central gravitational potential, it is evident that for a

given true anomaly θ5, various solutions for the size

parameters a and e are allowed which are explored in

Appendix A. Despite the obvious influence of the semi-

major axis a on the eccentricity (and vice versa) for

a fixed distance r and θ, we will use in the following

the reduced χ2 as a qualitative quantity to measure the

goodness of the fit. For the analyzed data set, the re-

duced χ2 poses a local minimum of the Keplerian solu-

tions. This can directly be transferred to the uncertainty

range based on the MCMC simulations in Table 6. The

listed error spectrum represents a local solution and may

be updated with the potential access to Doppler-shifted

emission lines that should have an impact on the signif-

icance of the Keplerian orbits. Following the analysis of

Witzel et al. (2017), Ali et al. (2020), and von Fellenberg

et al. (2022), we use the inclination and the LOAN as

reliable quantities for estimating the distribution of the

investigated sources in the 3-dimensional space. From

Table 6, Table 4, and Table 5, it is implied that the incli-

nation i and the longitude of the ascending node Ω seem

to be grouped, which is displayed in Fig. 5 represent-

ing a non-randomized distribution of the key parameters

that describe the 3d orientation in space. We follow up

on the naive assumption of a grouped distribution of the

sources by assigning α, β, δ, and ϵ to group N2 and γ, ζ,

and η to group N1 by using the LOAN as a distinguish-

ing parameter. In addition, we apply this classification

on the DS sources (Table 4) as well as the E-stars (Ta-

ble 5) and find that the majority of these sources belong

5 The true anomaly θ indicates the position of a celestial body on
its orbit around a gravitational potential.
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Source a (mpc) e i(o) ω(o) Ω(o) tclosest(yr) χ2 Group

DS1 480.98 ± 3.68 0.7602 ± 0.0110 100.47 ± 8.59 173.13 ± 14.89 81.75 ± 4.52 2031.06 ± 3.89 0.20 N1

DS2 447.15 ± 2.87 0.7360 ± 0.0100 61.35 ± 5.21 186.10 ± 5.32 87.21 ± 2.11 2032.11 ± 5.23 1.98 N1

DS3 486.14 ± 3.30 0.7495 ± 0.0230 57.29 ± 4.06 195.26 ± 5.44 84.54 ± 5.50 2060.74 ± 21.89 1.47 N1

DS4 433.65 ± 2.40 0.7289 ± 0.0290 90.52 ± 7.90 194.23 ± 10.77 80.01 ± 6.35 1976.00 ± 7.07 3.25 N1

DS5 456.68 ± 1.95 0.7397 ± 0.0220 74.08 ± 6.93 182.29 ± 6.70 83.80 ± 6.64 2038.10 ± 7.99 1.23 N1

DS6 490.00 ± 2.13 0.7074 ± 0.0230 51.79 ± 10.08 155.40 ± 2.80 106.36 ± 2.92 2062.76 ± 6.45 2.00 N1

DS7 490.01 ± 1.77 0.7125 ± 0.0130 45.83 ± 7.16 156.01 ± 4.29 104.95 ± 2.57 2050.12 ± 12.67 2.07 N1

DS8 490.83 ± 2.76 0.6624 ± 0.0350 50.97 ± 22.28 143.23 ± 6.76 111.15 ± 3.38 2051.29 ± 17.53 2.21 N1

DS9 341.15 ± 2.04 0.6434 ± 0.0120 120.32 ± 3.72 143.23 ± 10.37 104.83 ± 3.78 1590.00 ± 14.16 1.51 N1

DS10 539.91 ± 2.23 0.7094 ± 0.0290 157.13 ± 5.21 233.56 ± 6.41 120.32 ± 6.35 2097.13 ± 6.18 1.53 N1

DS11 438.65 ± 3.96 0.8502 ± 0.0370 97.48 ± 7.96 126.05 ± 8.93 75.19 ± 9.68 1750.41 ± 11.14 0.23 N1

DS12 394.04 ± 2.26 0.7009 ± 0.0350 127.10 ± 5.55 183.34 ± 12.03 117.57 ± 6.18 1739.27 ± 16.51 0.85 N1

DS13 597.12 ± 1.72 0.7426 ± 0.0250 57.29 ± 6.70 90.78 ± 8.02 105.00 ± 6.76 1693.43 ± 7.20 4.19 N1

DS14 450.00 ± 2.89 0.8248 ± 0.0300 34.37 ± 7.90 46.72 ± 4.69 108.23 ± 7.10 1647.31 ± 12.20 3.25 N1

DS15 443.32 ± 2.76 0.7900 ± 0.0130 40.10 ± 15.64 58.02 ± 15.98 104.67 ± 3.03 1650.11 ± 8.38 3.61 N1

DS16 999.27 ± 3.76 0.8436 ± 0.0110 103.13 ± 4.23 195.07 ± 4.69 72.68 ± 2.29 2263.13 ± 11.45 1.46 N1

DS17 600.61 ± 3.10 0.8175 ± 0.0150 78.00 ± 7.79 121.47 ± 7.10 71.04 ± 10.42 1550.00 ± 6.84 0.89 N1

DS18 617.14 ± 3.62 0.8058 ± 0.0380 88.96 ± 13.29 110.13 ± 13.80 78.56 ± 11.00 1620.61 ± 18.42 1.96 N1

DS19 619.11 ± 3.29 0.8449 ± 0.0190 98.83 ± 15.58 94.97 ± 43.20 77.55 ± 10.31 1614.57 ± 6.24 1.68 N1

DS20 596.84 ± 4.33 0.8107 ± 0.0480 81.38 ± 15.81 111.81 ± 22.11 73.41 ± 7.84 1638.66 ± 19.44 1.53 N1

DS21 617.91 ± 7.42 0.7957 ± 0.0380 63.58 ± 9.22 96.49 ± 11.74 79.75 ± 3.66 1661.65 ± 11.75 1.73 N1

DS22 507.61 ± 2.12 0.7932 ± 0.0280 51.74 ± 9.11 132.55 ± 13.63 58.66 ± 6.07 1705.20 ± 8.31 0.89 N1

DS23 539.57 ± 7.54 0.7874 ± 0.0370 100.72 ± 16.61 160.42 ± 73.91 75.56 ± 9.11 1715.05 ± 22.25 1.75 N1

DS24 517.57 ± 8.17 0.7690 ± 0.0690 108.46 ± 9.91 162.36 ± 24.46 78.86 ± 8.53 1677.17 ± 10.62 1.90 N1

DS25 509.04 ± 5.15 0.7463 ± 0.0330 99.01 ± 19.53 163.70 ± 19.25 64.23 ± 9.45 1660.47 ± 17.10 1.31 N1

DS26 530.78 ± 12.41 0.7453 ± 0.0720 93.18 ± 14.66 162.71 ± 42.85 60.30 ± 9.62 1705.01 ± 10.89 0.62 N1

DS27 214.93 ± 0.87 0.6078 ± 0.0080 133.56 ± 3.89 116.70 ± 4.92 107.27 ± 1.94 1587.54 ± 4.20 14.53 N1

DS28 372.41 ± 1.72 0.8391 ± 0.0170 77.96 ± 5.50 74.48 ± 8.99 247.35 ± 1.60 2242.89 ± 10.20 2.34 N2

DS29 616.23 ± 1.89 0.6557 ± 0.0190 68.18 ± 3.03 177.77 ± 10.14 120.32 ± 6.35 3076.97 ± 7.89 4.19 N1

DS30 489.02 ± 1.48 0.7063 ± 0.0190 99.75 ± 7.56 179.47 ± 6.07 51.73 ± 2.29 2104.85 ± 10.01 0.18 N1

DS31 146.66 ± 1.93 0.9900 ± 0.0220 107.80 ± 4.98 120.67 ± 4.46 220.60 ± 2.97 2430.91 ± 8.13 0.15 N2

DS32 437.06 ± 2.04 0.7597 ± 0.0080 110.71 ± 3.38 27.07 ± 5.04 244.57 ± 1.37 2108.44 ± 14.84 0.16 N2

DS33 433.16 ± 2.48 0.7411 ± 0.0160 95.96 ± 5.32 24.43 ± 8.19 242.04 ± 0.97 2107.78 ± 11.92 0.08 N2

Table 4. Orbital elements of the DS sources. The uncertainties are adapted from MCMC simulations. In the last column of
the table, we indicate the associated group of the related DS source. Please consult the text for details.

Source a (mpc) e i(o) ω(o) Ω(o) tclosest(yr) χ2 Group

E1 510.61 ± 0.97 0.5018 ± 0.0090 108.94 ± 1.94 89.38 ± 3.72 25.46 ± 4.35 1652.25 ± 4.98 0.02 N1

E2 659.80 ± 2.63 0.0592 ± 0.0110 90.54 ± 18.79 97.11 ± 23.66 59.03 ± 7.21 1612.85 ± 16.35 0.36 N1

E3 612.54 ± 1.71 0.0010 ± 0.0150 97.75 ± 3.43 93.89 ± 1.37 29.15 ± 5.50 1571.66 ± 3.53 0.49 N1

E4 910.39 ± 1.02 0.5299 ± 0.0040 72.56 ± 1.03 104.65 ± 0.63 130.77 ± 1.20 2199.90 ± 2.34 4.29 N1

E5.1 649.68 ± 0.66 0.0010 ± 0.0070 84.13 ± 0.85 97.92 ± 0.85 91.67 ± 1.48 1731.26 ± 4.41 1.66 N1

E5.2 620.53 ± 1.51 0.7862 ± 0.0120 90.94 ± 1.60 101.42 ± 6.18 65.00 ± 1.14 1700.99 ± 8.16 1.13 N1

E7 395.61 ± 1.34 0.0001 ± 0.0290 105.42 ± 3.38 96.74 ± 7.84 292.58 ± 3.66 2753.28 ± 11.98 0.95 N2

Table 5. Best fit orbital elements of the E-stars. The derived Keplerian parameters for the E-stars 1-5 are in agreement with the
analysis of (Mužić et al. 2008), except for E7. As for the DS sources, we adapt the uncertainties from the MCMC simulations.
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ID a (mpc) e i(o) ω(o) Ω(o) tperi(yr) Group

α 255.31±14.12 0.8201±0.1180 96.78±31.97 88.30±38.27 236.84±16.78 2312.33±16.52 N2

β 169.42±2.94 0.5032±0.0210 75.05±42.97 78.49±68.75 249.80±22.34 2333.59±0.90 N2

δ 159.04±17.04 0.3648±0.0570 70.47±8.59 58.55±6.41 257.83±12.03 2302.77±1.85 N2

ϵ 137.64±15.65 0.2463±0.0860 69.24±39.07 75.96±46.12 250.77±35.00 2337.51±14.37 N2

γ 255.18±18.67 0.5798±0.0730 63.77±30.13 224.80±32.83 98.66±11.57 2496.18±1.52 N1

ζ 407.77±8.67 0.5791±0.0240 58.05±15.75 160.02±15.87 114.53±11.97 2292.16±3.11 N1

η 147.30±8.98 0.7374±0.0890 72.01±21.77 279.85±33.91 98.63±7.27 2535.22±1.76 N1

Table 6. Final orbital elements of the dusty sources of IRS 13. We group α, β, δ, and ϵ to N2, γ, ζ, and η to N1 (see the text
for details). The given uncertainties are based on the MCMC simulations in which we used the indicated orbital elements as the
prior (see Appendix E). Due to the inevitable confusion, the pericenter passage tperi can differ significantly for increased data
baselines. Without the line of sight velocity, tperi should be classified as an initial parameter. We will overcome this limitation
through the upcoming JWST/MIRI observations.

Figure 5. Orbital elements that represent the location of the dusty sources of IRS 13 in 3D space. The related orbital elements
are listed in Table 4-6. Motivated by the distribution of the longitude of the ascending node of the Greek sources (blue bars
in the shown histogram), we divide the cluster members into two groups, namely, N1 and N2. Furthermore, we include the
green-colored orbital parameter of the E-stars. In the presented histogram, the bin width is half of the square root of the number
of cluster members. The range of the x-axis is related to the allowed values of the corresponding orbital parameter.
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to N1. Although we are aware of the uncertainties of

the orbits (Fig. 4) and, therefore, the high risk of a

biased analysis, the clustering of the objects is in agree-

ment with the non-randomized distribution of the dusty

sources that follow the trend given by the anisotropic

parameter γTR discussed in Paper I. Considering the

orbital parameters for the individual groups, we esti-

mate for N1 an average LOAN value of (89.29± 19.10)◦

whereas N2 is characterized by (243.72±10.53)◦. The re-
lated uncertainties are based on the standard deviation.

Therefore, we estimate a difference of the LOAN be-

tween the two groups to ∆ΩN1/N2 = (154.43± 14.81)◦.
In contrast, the inclination of the dusty sources shown

in Fig. 5 suggests a classification that questions the

grouping introduced by the distribution of the LOAN.

In detail, we find numerical values of the inclination

in Table 4-6 that exhibit a trend that peaks at about

100◦. If we assume the presence of two distinct groups,

we find an average inclination of i = (73.88 ± 19.45)◦

and i = (121.02 ± 16.79)◦ for the two groups. Conse-

quently, we estimate a difference between the two groups

of ∆i = (47.14 ± 18.11)◦ where the combined average

inclination is (97.44± 23.57)◦ for the Greek sources and

the DS sources. The same clustered arrangement is im-

printed on the Keplerian parameters i and the LOAN

for the E-stars (Figure 5 and Table 5). We note that

the here derived orbital elements are in agreement with

the averaged parameters for the E-stars presented in

Mužić et al. (2008). However, we find that most of these

evolved stars belong to the N1 group, given their rather

low LOAN (Table 5). Given the anisotropic distribution

of the cluster members found in Paper I, the clear non-

randomized distribution of the LOAN and inclination

displayed in Fig. 5 is expected. However, the signif-

icance for a two-disk structure, and hence two groups

of cluster members, is low considering only the LOAN

and the inclination (except for E7). To explore the pres-

ence of substructures, the position angle (PA) imposes

an additional tool for the analysis of a cluster. With the

definition of the PA using atan2, which is the 2nd argu-

ment of the arctangent (Ali et al. 2020), we estimate the

orientation of all the dusty sources including the E-stars.

As displayed in Fig. 6, we find in agreement with the in-

dicated distribution in Fig. 5 a non-randomized orienta-

tion of the PA for all the investigated cluster members in

favor of a disk-like distribution. Despite a rather shallow

maximum around 60◦, the presence of a more prominent

peak at -60◦ suggests the proposed non-randomized dis-

tribution. Based on this orbital analysis, we are allowed

to explore the classification of the members of the clus-

ter presented in Paper I and incorporate the proposed

clustering, which results in the properties derived listed

Figure 6. Position angle of all the cluster members of IRS
13. In analogy to the inclination and the LOAN distributions
displayed in Fig. 5, we find two distinct peaks implying a
non-randomized distribution of the stellar objects in the IRS
13 cluster. However, the difference in significance between
the two peaks is pronounced. Here, we set the bin width to
40◦.

1. Generation 2. Generation

Approx. age [Myr] 4 < 1

Birthplace CND Bow-shock shell

Current location

inside IRS 13 Core Tip

Mean K-L index 2.49 5.72

Group N1 & N2 N1 & N2

Group-Quantity 85% & 15% 82% & 18%

Table 7. Two distinct populations in the IRS 13 cluster. We
adapt this table from Paper I and extend it with the proposed
grouping of the two populations. As suggested by the data,
the majority of sources are located in N1. The distribution of
the groups implies either two warped disks that are inclined
by about 50◦ to each other or one disk for which we observe
ascending and descending part in projection.

in Table 7. As indicated in Table 7, both the E-stars

and the dusty sources show a comparable sample dis-

tribution into N1 and N2 groups. We will explore the

significance of both groups in Sec. 4.

3.4. N-body simulations
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The Keplerian solution of the orbits of the dusty

sources is obtained by assuming that Sgr A* dominates

the gravitational potential. This, however, confronts the

analysis with the question of the characterization of IRS

13 as a gravitationally stable cluster since one would ex-

pect that the dusty sources are not bound to Sgr A*

but rather to the cluster itself or a hypothetical IMBH.

However, we can treat IRS 13 as a disturber of a purely

Keplerian orbit that describes the dusty sources’ trajec-

tory. Hence, we disentangle the system by defining

TrueOrbit = KeplerianOrbit ⊗ IRS 13 trajectory (5)

where the Keplerian orbit corresponds to the solution

presented in Table 6, Table 4, and Table 5. Further-

more, the IRS 13 trajectory represents the in-spiral path

of the cluster. As shown by Zajaček et al. (2017), the or-

bital energy of an in-spiraling (stellar) system decreases

towards Sgr A*. The authors of Zajaček et al. use

G2/DSO (Peißker et al. 2020b, 2021c, 2023a) as a probe

to trace the decrease in orbital energy due to dynami-

cal friction (Morris 1993; Jalali et al. 2014). Using the

same argument, it is plausible that the cluster evapo-

rates during its in-spiral as argued in addition by others

(Portegies Zwart et al. 2003; Maillard et al. 2004). Ap-

plying simple Keplerian mechanics, it is obvious that

the ratio m2/m1 of both involved masses, i.e., Sgr A*

(m1) and IRS 13 (m2), converges to zero if the ongoing

evaporation continues, hence,

a3/T 2(m1,m2) ̸= const (6)

where the above equation represents the non-preserved

third Keplerian law. In other words, the evaporation or

mass-loss results in a continuous change of the in-spiral

trajectory of the cluster and its orbital energy. In the
following, we will explore a time efficient N-body simu-

lation that could represent the evolution of IRS 13. Our

main objective is a quantitative estimate about the mi-

gration timescales of a potential cluster into the NSC.

To ensure computational efficient setup, stellar winds or

local density fluctuations are not included which could

impact the evolution of the model cluster at distances

smaller than the estimated and current 3D distance for

IRS 13. As mentioned, we want to investigate the sink

timescales of a cluster entering the inner parsec. There-

fore, we treat the global trajectory of the IRS 13 as a

free parameter. Due to the location of the cluster at

(0,3) pc with respect to Sgr A* which is located at (0,0)

pc, the initial trajectory of the cluster is directed from

west to east. Table 8 lists all the used input parameters

for the N-body simulations.

Since the massive E-stars in IRS 13 must have formed

at large distances (Morris 1993), the presence of candi-

date YSOs suggests a second triggered star formation

epoch in the cluster. Due to their proposed classifica-

Parameter Numerical values

Cluster Mass 4.5×104M⊙

King parameter 16

Cluster size 0.1 pc

Initial location (0,3) pc

Particle number 64, 248, 512

Gravitational potential 4.5×106M⊙

Table 8. Input parameter for the simulations. The particle
number includes the 50 analyzed sources and includes the
possibility of faint stars that are below our detection limit.
The initial location of the cluster is with respect to Sgr A*
which is located at (0,0) pc.

tion of the second generation cluster members (Paper I

and Eckart et al. 2004), the age of most dusty sources

is less than < 1Myr. Since we assumed a Class I classi-

fication for the dusty sources, we limit the simulations

to a time span of about 0.0-0.3 Myr, assuming that star

formation processes started already before or during the

cluster entered the inner parsec. We note that the over-

all process of an inspiralling cluster or molecular cloud is

well documented in the literature (Portegies Zwart et al.

2002; Maillard et al. 2004; Bonnell & Rice 2008; Hobbs

& Nayakshin 2009; Jalali et al. 2014).

Furthermore, we set the number of particles used for the

model to 64, 248, and 512. This set of particles repre-

sents the approximate amount of sources investigated in

this work and includes the possibility that some cluster

members could have been expelled due to cluster dynam-

ics (Maillard et al. 2004; Paumard et al. 2006; Portegies

Zwart et al. 2010). Not only do we acknowledge former

and expelled cluster members with the chosen particle

number, we also tribute faint stars below the detection

limit. By using different particle numbers, we can fur-

thermore investigate if the migration timescales depend

on the number of stars in the cluster.

For the model, we use the modules AMUSE-PhiGRAPE

(Harfst et al. 2007), AMUSE-BHtree (Barnes & Hut

1986), and AMUSE-ph4 (Portegies Zwart & McMillan

2018) to perform the simulations. The cluster with a

total mass of MIRS13 = 4.5 × 104 M⊙ is located at a

distance of 3 pc from Sgr A* with an initial size of 0.1

pc (comparable conditions are used by Petts & Gua-

landris 2017). Considering that the enclosed mass is

measured to be MIRS13 ∼ 4 × 104 M⊙ (Paper I) and

assuming that cluster members have be expelled dur-

ing the migration, the assumed initial cluster mass is
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justified. Furthermore, we set the King parameter to

16, equal to a highly dense and compact cluster con-

sistent with the exceptional high core mass density of

3 × 108 M⊙pc−3 estimated by Paumard et al. (2006).

We adapt the Ansatz of Hobbs & Nayakshin (2009) us-

ing a stellar cusp mass of about 5 × 105 M⊙. We set the

mass of Sgr A* to 4× 106 M⊙ and neglect the low mass

of the CND of about 2.5 × 104 M⊙ estimated by Hsieh

et al. (2021). With the combined mass Mcomb of Sgr A*

and the enclosed mass representing the stellar cusp, we

use a static potential as a function of distance with

M(r) = Mcomb

(
r

Renc

)α

(7)

where Renc denotes the size of the enclosed region that

we set to 3 pc whereas the mass distribution exponent

is fixed to α = 1.2 that is valid for R ≤ 500pc (Mezger

et al. 1996). We demand that the in-spiraling cluster

must have undergone a violent event that resulted in the

loss of its orbital angular momentum, e.g. due to the ini-

tial cloud-cloud collision within the CND or the Central

Molecular Zone (Tan 2000; Jalali et al. 2014). Further-

more, we assume that high-mass stars are not prone to

this violent interaction which is motivated by the anal-

ysis of hard and soft binary systems (Heggie 1975; Hills

1975a,b; Portegies Zwart et al. 2010)6. Hence, the mod-

eled cluster encloses particles with the same mass based

on MIRS13.

For a stable orbit, stars have a virial velocity vvirial af-

ter the cluster relaxes at tR. We mimic the in-spiral

motion caused by the loss of angular momentum of the

cluster by setting vvirial to 20% of vrelax defined as the

root mean square velocity ⟨v2⟩1/2 of all cluster members.

The relation between the relaxation time scale tR and

the velocity dispersion ⟨v2⟩ is given by

tR ≃ 0.065⟨v2⟩3/2
nm2G2lnΛ

(8)

where we again assume identical particles with the same

mass m, the number density n, and Λ describing the im-

pact parameter (Spitzer 1987; Portegies Zwart & McMil-

lan 2018). However, we note that these parameters un-

dergo a multi-dimensional transformation because not

only will the velocity dispersion ⟨v2⟩ differ for the single
objects inside of the cluster depending on their global

habitat (CND and inner parsec), but also the impact

parameter Λ will change due to the ongoing dissolution

6 Based on the presence of the E-stars in the cluster core of IRS 13,
the massive stars were cluster members before, during, and after
the violent interaction. Therefore, they are part of the cluster
with the start of our simulations.

of IRS 13. In addition, the number density between

the CND and inner parsec increases by almost 100%

(Vollmer et al. 2022) which should result in a decreased

orbital energy (Zajaček et al. 2017), which we mimic by

setting vvirial to 10% as soon as the cluster enters the

NSC. Based on these settings, we show in Fig. 7 the

snapshots for a cluster with different numbers of parti-

cles moving towards the inner parsec at 0.1 Myrs and

0.2 Myrs. Hence, we find a migration timescale for a

cluster of ≤ 0.3 Myrs in agreement with the numerical

simulations presented in Bonnell & Rice (2008), Hobbs

& Nayakshin (2009), and Jalali et al. (2014).

4. DISCUSSION

In this section, we discuss the findings presented in

this work. By additionally incorporating the results

from Paper I, we propose a comprehensive view of the

arrangement of the IRS 13 cluster. Furthermore, we

will explore the presence of a putative IMBH using the

photometric results of Paper I.

4.1. Dimensions of IRS 13

In Paper I, we estimated a Hill radius of 22 mpc from

the velocity dispersion based on the proper motion anal-

ysis of the cluster members. The enclosed projected

region remarkably matches the dimensions of the core

region of IRS 13 with E3 at its center. However, parts

of the proposed ridge that connects IRS 13 with IRS

2L (Fig. 8) are not inside the Hill radius which sug-

gests that the southern part of the cluster will evolve

into a gravitational detached region from the core. In

the following, we will explore tracers that imply a con-

nection between IRS 2L (Fig. 8) and the core region

of IRS 13. Considering the colors of IRS 2L (Paper I

and Table 9) in combination with the early-type clas-

sification (B-type, see Moultaka et al. 2009), the star

belongs to the dissolved and elongated part of IRS 13,

i.e., the tail region. Interestingly, Paumard et al. (2006)

excluded the idea of a dissolving cluster due to missing

and expelled high-mass stars. We will elaborate on this

point in the next section. Furthermore, the polarization

observations (Witzel et al. 2011) presented in Buchholz

et al. (2013) strongly suggest that IRS 2L is indeed an

embedded source in the dust feature that also encloses

the IRS 13 cluster (the results of Buchholz et al. are

independently confirmed by Roche et al. 2018)7. The

correlation of the polarization angle with the alignment

of the magnetic field lines is a strong sign that IRS 2L

is a (former) cluster member of IRS 13 which is un-

7 The authors of Roche et al. investigate the orientation of the
magnetic field lines in the inner parsec.
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Figure 7. N-body simulations of a dense cluster with the properties derived in Paper I and this work. For every setup of the
simulations, we find that the modeled cluster quickly (<0.3 Myr) migrates from the CND region (>2 pc) to the inner parsec that
we indicate with a red circle. Since the cluster mass is equally scattered among the stellar members, the simulations suggested
that especially high-mass stars tend to migrate in the NSC. Sgr A* is located at the center of each red circle at (0,0) pc. We
refer to Appendix G where we present a mock image of these simulations.
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Figure 8. Observation of IRS 13 with NACO and ALMA. The left image shows the L-band observation of the region associated
with the IRS 13 cluster in 2004. The right panel exhibits a collapsed data cube observed in the radio/submm regime of the same
region at 232 GHz (H30α). In both plots, we indicate the position of E3 with a black dot and mark the ridge that connects the
IRS 13 region with IRS 2L (Buchholz et al. 2013) with a lime-colored arrow. Furthermore, we illustrate the tidal (Hill) radius
by the lime-colored circle around E3 which has been associated with a candidate IMBH in the literature (left image). It shows
that the southern section is the potentially dissolved and detached part of the northern, tidally stable core (right image). The
black arrows in the same image indicate the direction of the evaporation.
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derlined by the Q-factor introduced by Comerón et al.

(2005) that is defined as Q = (J −H) · a − (H −K).

The equation to determine the Q-factor is inspired by

Rieke & Lebofsky (1985) where a = 1.7 is related to

the reddening vector. Inspecting the J-band data of the

GC observed with NACO8 reveals E1, E2, E4, and E7 as

prominent and bright sources above the confusion level

(see Paper I).

In contrast, we find no J-band counterpart of E3 above

the noise level, but a faint emission from IRS 2L at its

corresponding K-band location, indicating weak tracers

at 1.27µm of the B-type star. Based on the photometric

analysis performed by Blum et al. (1996), we adapt a J-

band magnitude of 13.8 ± 0.6 mag for the used reference

star IRS7 (see also Cutri et al. 2003). The uncertainty of

±0.6 mag for the estimated J-band magnitude reflects

the variability of IRS 7. Furthermore, we adapt the H

and H-K values from Paper I to estimate the J-H col-

ors (Table 9). With the estimated derredened J-H and

Star ID J-H H-K

IRS 2L 4.13±0.19 3.66±0.19

E1 2.23±0.27 1.97±0.03

E2 2.38±0.26 2.08±0.02

E4 2.81±0.22 2.37±0.08

E7 3.08±0.24 2.60±0.05

Table 9. Derredened colors for stars observed in the J, H,
K band. The H and K magnitudes and uncertainties are
listed in Paper I. For the reference star IRS 2L, we adapt
the uncertainties from Blum et al. (1996). Regarding the
E-stars, we scale the uncertainties listed in this table to IRS
2L by using the mean values of the standard deviation of the
individual magnitudes to achieve reasonable comparability.

H-K colors, we incorporate the Q factor, where we set

a = 1.0 due to the obliterated reddening. In Fig. 9,

we show the resulting correlation where Q ∈ 0.2, 0.5 de-

fines the cluster membership of the investigated sources.

The presented correlation is not surprising because of

the studies mentioned before by Buchholz et al. (2013),

where the authors already state a connection between

the enveloping local dust structures displayed in Fig. 8

and IRS 2L. Since the dust around E3 is associated with

IRS 13, we find no compelling reason (other than a his-

torical one) why the southern part of the cluster should

be excluded. In addition, CO, H30α, and [FeIII] are

enveloping the same region as the dust, implying a con-

nection between the gas emission lines and the grains.

Due to the nature of the radio emission lines, they should

8 Programme ID: 091.B-0081(B)

Figure 9. Color-color diagram of IRS 2L, E1, E2, E4, and
E7. Since we find no emission above the noise for E3, we
exclude it. The green and blue dashed line represent the Q
values 0.2 and 0.5, respectively. All sources inside this range
are most likely cluster members (see Comerón et al. 2005).

be destroyed close to the massive WR stars in the clus-

ter unless sufficient gas-dust coupling and shielding is

present (Morris et al. 2020).

Therefore, we propose that the nature of the IRS 13 core

can be described as the tidally stable remnant of a mas-

sive inspiralling cluster that is suffering from ongoing

evaporation due to the tidal forces of Sgr A* underlined

by the gas and dust distribution as shown, for example,

in Fig. 8. Although we present strong indications for

the IRS 13 cluster membership of IRS 2L, the star could

be a chance association due to its location. We want to

emphasize that the cluster membership of IRS 2L has

no impact on the proposed dissolving nature of IRS 13,

as other high-mass candidates could also serve as tracers

of expelled stars (Yusef-Zadeh et al. 2013).

4.2. IRS 13, an in-spiraling cluster

In Sec. 3.4, we have shown that a cluster can migrate

from a few parsecs in the inner parsec. For these naive

N-body simulations, we neglected stellar winds or the

ambient medium, which should impact the simulations

(Kaczmarek et al. 2011; Pfalzner et al. 2014). Another

limitation is the same mass of all particles used. Since

we wanted to analyze the migration timescale of a clus-

ter with a given mass, we expect a comparable reduced

impact on the outcome.

Independent of the particle number used in the simu-

lations, we find that a dense concentration of stars is

indeed able to migrate towards the inner parsec (indi-

cated with a red circle in Fig. 7). This takes place on

very short timescales of t ≲ 0.3Myrs, agreeing with the
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simulations of Portegies Zwart et al. (2003) and Jalali

et al. (2014). For every simulation, the cluster enters

the inner parsec (red circle in Fig. 7) from south with

a net direction towards north. Furthermore, we notice

a tendency for high-mass stars to migrate to the inner

parsec. Since the mass of the cluster is distributed

among the stellar members, the cluster with fewer par-

ticles exhibits a higher mass/object ratio. We do find

that for N = 64, > 50% of stars are able to migrate

to the inner parsec. In contrast, only ≲ 30% of stellar

members of the cluster with N = 248 and N = 512

enter the inner parsec which implies a migration pref-

erence for high-mass stars. This relation could serve as

an explanation for the exceptionally high stellar mass

density in the core region of IRS 13.

It is also evident that the cluster seems to dissolve but

does not leave a star trail. Stars need an escape veloc-

ity of vesc > 2v̄ to get kicked out of a cluster, where

v̄ defines the mean velocity of all the stellar cluster

members. As argued in the literature (see, for example,

Paumard et al. 2006), one should find star trails to clas-

sify IRS 13 as an in-spiraling cluster. This argument is

weak simply because it assumes that the cluster con-

sists of non-interacting stars that lose orbital energy due

to dynamical friction. However, we can safely assume

that identifying former and expelled IRS 13 members is

challenging because they are not following a simple star

trail trajectory motivated by general cluster dynamics.

In detail, the interaction of a multi-component system

is the dominant parameter for the evolution of stellar

systems in an embedded cluster (Portegies Zwart et al.

2010). In Appendix B, we will elaborate on this partic-

ular point.

4.3. IRS 13 and the (C)CWS

The composition of the inner parsec exhibits various

sub-regions containing different stellar types and ages.

Due to migration time scales, the presence of late-type

stars is expected (Morris 1993). In contrast, the young

age of the S-cluster stars resulted in the formulation of

the Paradox of Youth by Ghez et al. (2003). Taking

into account the age of the E-stars and the here inves-

tigated dusty sources in the IRS 13 cluster, the men-

tioned paradox seems to be valid for other regions in

addition to the S-cluster. While this claim still needs

to be verified, a detailed analysis of the IRS 13 clus-

ter already bears fruitful results. From a larger point

of view, the shape of the cluster suggests a dynamic in-

teraction with its environment. For example, IRS 13

exhibits a prominent footprint from the mini-cavity on

its eastern edge. However, it is not yet clear to deter-

mine the reason for the creation of the mini-cavity. So

far, the question about the nature and history of the

mini-cavity is only approached by speculations about a

possible wind that originates at the position of Sgr A*.

For a detailed discussion of the wind that might inter-

fere with its environment, we refer the interested reader

to Appendix C.

However, due to the high-mass of the cluster members

inside of the Hill radius (Fig. 8 and Paper I), it is

suggested that IRS 13 is a core remnant of a massive

cluster (for a schematic diagram, see Fig. 8 in Motte

et al. 2018)9. This claim is strengthened by the theo-

retical work of Bonnell & Rice (2008) (see also Wardle

& Yusef-Zadeh 2008) where the authors proposed inspi-

ralling molecular clouds that form stars with a top-heavy

mass function at projected distances of up to 0.25 pc.

With the estimated distance of about 0.1 pc for IRS

13 from Sgr A*, the idea of inspiralling clouds that un-

dergo star-formation process can be applied to the clus-

ter. Therefore, we consider IRS 13 as the prime example

of a new star-formation channel that promises to explain

at least partially the paradox of youth. Moreover, it is

interesting to note that the non-randomized distribution

of stellar objects in the cluster shown in Fig. 5 and Fig.

6 can also be found for the members of the S-cluster

(Ali et al. 2020). Both clusters are part of the NSC

for which it is established that the stars at various dis-

tances are arranged in the clockwise and counterclock-

wise disks which are located at different distances from

Sgr A* (Paumard et al. 2006; Lu et al. 2009). Due to

the distance of IRS 13 from Sgr A* of about 0.1 pc, only

the clockwise disk is considered to have a connection to

the cluster because it resides between 0.05-0.5 pc with

a mean inclination of 115◦. Inspecting Fig. 5 (right

plot) directly shows that the mean inclination of the

clockwise disk is slightly larger than the main peak that

corresponds with the DS-sources. Argumentatively, we

can infer two different options for the DS sources:

a) The DS sources will keep their distinctive inclina-

tion distribution,

b) Due to relaxation, the DS sources will (partially)

migrate into the clockwise disk.

Addressing both options exceeds the scope of this work,

but it is important to note that the dusty sources al-

ready follow an ordered distribution despite their young

age. Hence, it is suggested that the larger structure, in

which the DS sources are embedded, i.e. IRS 13, forces

a distributive imprint on the cluster members. Inter-

9 Please also consider Tigé et al. (2017).



The massive cluster IRS 13 19

estingly, the arrangement of an inspiraling cluster in a

disk-like structure is exactly what was proposed by the

simulations of Bonnell & Rice (2008). The only dif-

ference is the nature of the modeled object, i.e., IRS

13 harbors evolved stars with an age of several 106yrs

whereas the initial molecular cloud simulated by Bonnell

& Rice (2008) lacks any stellar components. Ignoring

these obvious differences, the quantitative statement of

the investigations outlined by Bonnell & Rice (2008) is

surely not the inspiraling nature of a molecular cloud, as

it is also investigated by, for example, Jalali et al. (2014).

It is rather the fact that the interplay between a super-

massive black hole and an object, which is prone to the

formation of stars, arranges itself in a non-randomized

stellar distribution as is shown for the S-cluster (Ali

et al. 2020), the NSC (Paumard et al. 2006; Lu et al.

2009; von Fellenberg et al. 2022), and the IRS 13 cluster

(Paper I and this work). We strengthen the statement

about a non-randomized distribution in a cluster that

gravitationally interacts with an SMBH by inspecting

the semi-major axis a and the eccentricity e in Fig. 10.

Based on this figure, it becomes clear that the IRS 13

population forms an individual arrangement that does

not follow any known stellar density structures, such as

the CWS, CCWS/F1, F2, and F3 (Paumard et al. 2006;

Yelda et al. 2014; von Fellenberg et al. 2022). Recently,

Jia et al. (2023) mentioned the reduced significance of

the large-scale features F1-F3 following the argumenta-

tion of the disputed CCWS by Lu et al. (2006, 2009).

In addition, the reduced significance of the CCWS was

already mentioned by Bartko et al. (2008) but without

excluding this feature. However, we do not comment

on the significance of these large-scale features since we

consider IRS 13 as an individual structure with unique

properties. Taking into account the absence of addi-

tional features in Fig. 10, we do not find traces of a

second kinematic structure, which challenges the pro-

posed classification of the IRS 13 cluster members into

two groups (N1 and N2, see Table 6-5). A possible ex-

planation for the arrangement of the LOAN, inclination,

and PA (Figure 5 and Fig. 6) could be projection effects

that result in a warped disk.

Despite the manifold theoretical and observational at-

tempts that target the star formation history of the in-

ner parsec, there are still unresolved issues due to the

limitations of the respective models. Although we are in

favor of models that describe the infall of massive molec-

ular clouds or a cluster (Portegies Zwart et al. 2003;

Maillard et al. 2004; Bonnell & Rice 2008; Jalali et al.

2014) in order to explain the star formation history of

the inner parsec, it is still questionable how these struc-

tures could have migrated from the host habitat into

the NSC. In the following, we will explore a possible

mechanism.

4.3.1. Cluster migration

One proposed idea is described with cloud-cloud colli-

sions which cause the initial and required decrease in the

angular momentum of the material (Moser et al. 2017;

Hsieh et al. 2017; Tsuboi et al. 2021). This hypothesis

has recently been challenged by the work of Salas et al.

(2021), who introduced turbulence as an additional pa-

rameter to explain the infall of the material required

for star formation. The authors used a Fourier forced

module (Mac Low 1999) to mimic the various origins of

turbulence. This approach seems reasonable because of

several sub-regions and complex background emissions

resulting from stellar density fluctuations implied by

the simulations outlined in Dinh et al. (2021). However,

the high-velocity dispersion (Moser et al. 2017; Hsieh

et al. 2021) that is observed for the gas material requires

extended models. The complexity of molecular clouds

that interact tidally with the gravitational potential of

Sgr A* was recently underlined by observations of Pau-

mard et al. (2022). The authors find different clumps in

the CND that exhibit a wide range of densities or filling

factors. However, the general process of the creation of

these clumps should not allow a huge variety of defin-

ing parameters as, for example, shown in Dinh et al.

(2021). It is, therefore, tempting to overcome some of

the complex and challenging problems by assuming a

gravitationally stable cluster that migrates towards the

inner parsec to explain its star-formation history.

Nonetheless, we propose that the high-mass stars (i.e.

the first generation) of IRS 13 formed outside the inner

parsec where the parent cloud was located inside the

CND a few million years ago. Despite the mentioned

and debated cloud-cloud collision, this violent event

could be substituted with fragmentation that resulted

in a decreased angular momentum of the initial cluster.

For example, Misugi et al. (2023) finds a decrease in

angular momentum caused by the collapse of filaments

inside a molecular cloud. A transfer of the angular

momentum to protostellar cores is plausible (Misugi

et al. 2019) but should not be confused with the or-

bital angular momentum parameter. Based on general

cluster dynamics, an energy transfer between the inner

and outer cluster regions seems at least plausible and

should be considered for a detailed approach studying a

possible link between the core and cluster angular mo-

mentum (Makino & Taiji 1998; Boily & Spurzem 1999;

Portegies Zwart et al. 2010).

4.4. IRS 13E3, a colliding wind product?
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Figure 10. Semi-major axis a and eccentricity e of the IRS 13 cluster members analyzed in Paper I and this work. Both
quantities exhibit a non-randomized distribution with an average value of a = (11.82 ± 4.39)” and e = (0.65 ± 0.23) which is
reflected by the black dashed line. Compared to the kinematic features shown in von Fellenberg et al. (2022) (see their Fig. 18),
the distribution presented here does not correspond to any known structure. The bin width of the shown histogram is defined
by the square root of the sample number.

Until now, the presence of an IMBH embedded in the

IRS 13 cluster has been debated (Maillard et al. 2004;

Schödel et al. 2005; Wang et al. 2020; Zhu et al. 2020).

For example, Zhu et al. (2020) and Wang et al. (2020)
argued that colliding winds are responsible for the bright

X-ray emission that is associated with the IRS 13 clus-

ter. Given the nature of the dusty sources as high-mass

YSOs which could be associated with Herbig Ae/Be

stars, the region should in principle exhibit multiple

stellar-wind interactions. Motivated by the observations

by Fritz et al. (2010), the authors of Zhu et al. (2020)

concluded that the E3 source is rather a hot blob and

the product of colliding winds which explains the promi-

nent X-ray emission observed with Chandra. In con-

trast, Tsuboi et al. (2017b, 2019) showed radio/submm

data observed with ALMA, which revealed a rotating

ring of gas (H30α) around E3 with velocities between

-200 km/s and +200 km/s. By examining the same

wavelength coverage used by Tsuboi et al. and observed

with ALMA10, we independently confirm the results of

Tsuboi et al. (2019, 2021) by choosing a different repre-

sentation of the ionized ring of the H30α line distribution

around the position of the E star E3 (Fig. 11). The blue-

and red-shifted motion of gas at the position of E3 was

also shown by Wang et al. (2020) (see their Appendix)

but not further commented on. Nevertheless, the rota-

tion of ionized gas is the strongest indication of the pres-

ence of a massive body or an IMBH. Murchikova et al.

(2019) claimed to uncover a comparable distribution of

H30α around Sgr A*. We note that this pattern of ro-

tating gas is also reported in Lutz et al. (1993)11 where

the authors investigated the Doppler-shifted [FeIII] line

centered on the core region of IRS 13.

In principle, these two scenarios can coexist with each

other, although we note that the collision of stellar winds

10 PI Lena Murchikova (project code: 2016.1.00870. S, see
Murchikova et al. 2019)

11 Please see the channel maps in their Fig. 5.
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Figure 11. Ionized gas around the E-star E3 observed with ALMA at 231.9GHz. The contour lines represent 70%, 80%, 90%,
and 100% of the normalized flux distribution of E3. For the blue-shifted velocity map, we select the H30α line at 231.8GHz
resulting in a velocity of −130± 30 km/s. The red-shifted velocity map is associated with 232.0GHz which can be transferred
to +130 ± 30 km/s. From the Doppler-shifted velocity maps, it is evident that the H30α emission with a rest-wavelength at
231.9GHz is not centered on E3 but rather shows a ring-like distribution. We find an approximate diameter of this ring of about
(0.20± 0.02)”. The detection of an ionized ring around E3 was independently reported by Tsuboi et al. (2019).

to explain the nature of E3 is a stationary solution that

relies on the distance of E2 and E4. Nonetheless, the

proper motion vectors for these two stars show large

deviations in the literature, including this work. If col-

liding winds can explain the nature of E3, we should see

strong variations in the flux if the distance is variable.

However, Zhu et al. (2020) presents an almost constant

K-band and X-ray flux, underlined by a matching proper

motion vector for E2 and E4. To explain the nature of

E3 with colliding stellar winds, the constant distance

of E2 and E4 is a necessary condition that is fulfilled

(see also Wang et al. 2020). However, we observed an

increase in the distance between E3 and E4 from 0.1”

in 2002 to 0.15” in 2018 using K- and L-band NACO

data, resulting in ∆d = 50 mas. Consequently, the

distance between E2 to E3 also increases due to their

different proper motion directions. We find an increase

in distance of ∆d = 40 mas between 2002 and 2018 for

E2 and E3. The varying distance of E3 to E2 and E4

should be reflected in a significant flux variability that is

described by the radiative braking point (Gayley et al.

1997; Owocki 2002). This breaking point of colliding

winds is defined as

rB = D/(1 +
√
PWR/ν) (9)

where D defines the distance and PWR/ν stands for the

mass-loss-dependent momentum flux of the WR star.

Since E2 and E4 are classified and simulated as WR

stars with the comparable mass-loss rate, D must be

constant to produce a constant flux (Zhu et al. 2020).

As we mentioned, the projected distances of E2 and E4

are indeed constant, but the position of E3 with respect

to both stars is not. It is evident that Eq. 9 can be

written as

PWR/ν =
(
D/rB − 1

)2
(10)

where PWR/ν fluctuates as a function of the distance.

Nevertheless, we note that Lépine & Moffat (1999) re-

port significant wind inhomogeneities for WR stars that

could serve as a naive explanation for the increasing dis-

tance between E3 and E2 as well as E4 but not for the

reported constant flux.

4.5. IRS 13E3, an IMBH?

To verify whether the hypothetical IMBH is consis-

tent with the multi-wavelength properties of the region

close to IRS 13E3, we calculate its spectral energy dis-

tribution. We underline the importance of this analysis

since it has a major impact on the cluster dynamics dis-

cussed in this work. To this goal, we assume that the

IMBH accretes material mostly from stellar winds of

the surrounding WR stars and hence the accretion flow

can be described as radiatively inefficient, advection-

dominated, similar to Sgr A* (Shcherbakov & Baganoff

2010; Ressler et al. 2018), but corresponding to a smaller

black-hole mass and a different relative accretion rate.

The IMBH mass can be estimated from the rotation

of the gas traced by H30α line. The gas forms a ring-like

feature around the E3 infrared source, see Fig. 11, that

is located within the region of Rgas = 0.10 ± 0.01′′ ∼
825 ± 83AU. The line-of-sight velocity traced by the

line is vR = 130 ± 30 km s−1. Assuming that the gas is
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fully virialized, the IMBH mass is

MIMBH =
Rgasv

2
R

G
∼ 31434± 7422M⊙ , (11)

where the uncertainty is given by the propagation of

errors. This is rather a lower limit since the 3D velocity

includes both the line-of-sight as well as the tangential

velocity component.

Within the model, we assume that the IMBH gravita-

tionally dominates within the region given by the tidal

(Hill) radius, where we assume that its distance from

Sgr A* is dIRS13 ∼ 0.1 pc,

rt ∼ dIRS13

(
mIMBH

3MSgrA∗

)1/3

∼ 0.01

(
dIRS13

0.1 pc

)(
mIMBH

3× 104 M⊙

)1/3

pc , (12)

where the IMBH mass mIMBH is scaled to 3 × 104 M⊙,
which is given by the virial mass in Eq. 11 using the

velocity-resolved H30α line. The IMBH can effectively

accrete the hot, X-ray emitting material from the region

given by the Bondi-radius,

rBondi =
2GmIMBH

c2s
(13)

≃ 146

(
mIMBH

3× 104 M⊙

)(
T

2.2× 107 K

)−1

AU,

(14)

where the temperature is scaled to the best-fit value by

Zhu et al. (2020). The rotating ring structure corre-

sponding to the recombination line H30α (see Fig. 11)

represents a colder material that is captured from larger

distances (e.g. stellar-wind material) and that circular-

izes on the scale of Rgas.

In analogy to Sgr A*, we assume that the accretion

flow onto the putative IMBH located close to the E3

region is dominated by advection, i.e. it is a hot, ra-

diatively inefficient advection-dominated accretion flow

(ADAF; Narayan et al. 1998; Yuan & Narayan 2014).

This assumption will be verified a posteriori from the

comparison between the ADAF model and the broad-

band continuum luminosities corresponding to the E3

region.

We adopt the X-ray luminosity constraint in the 2-10

keV band from Zhu et al. (2020), while the infrared flux

densities in the H, K, L, and M bands are taken from Pa-

per I (Peißker et al. 2023c) for which we used the peak

intensity of IRS 13E3. The low-frequency mm/radio

flux densities at 340, 232, and 42 GHz are adopted from

Tsuboi et al. (2017a) and Tsuboi et al. (2019). When
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Figure 12. Broad-band spectral energy distribution (SED)
of IRS 13 E3 source (data in the legend) in comparison with
the SED of the advection-dominated accretion flow (ADAF)
around the putative IMBH of 3 × 104 M⊙. The solid or-
ange line (IMBH I) corresponds to the hot accretion flow
(ADAF) around the IMBH with the relative accretion rate
of ṁ = 2 × 10−6, which is in agreement with the mm data
at 232 and 340 GHz as well as the X-ray data in the 2-10
keV band. The dotted orange line (IMBH II) corresponds to
the ADAF with ṁ = 10−4 that can capture better the radio
data at 42 GHz as well as the infrared data (from H to M
band); however, this model overpredicts the X-ray luminos-
ity by three orders of magnitude. For comparison, we also
show the SED of Sgr A* (dashed gray line), whose peak is
shifted to longer wavelengths in the mm domain. The X-ray
measurement in the 2-10 keV band was adopted from Zhu
et al. (2020), infrared measurements were taken from Peißker
et al. (2023c), and the mm and radio data are adopted ac-
cording to Tsuboi et al. (2019) and Tsuboi et al. (2017a).
Observed regions are highlighted in orange, red, and blue for
radio/mm, infrared, and X-ray bands respectively.

combined, the broad-band continuum SED of E3 has a

characteristic bump in the infrared domain, see Fig. 12.

To model the ADAF SED, we use the self-similar model

of Pesce et al. (2021) (see also Narayan & Yi 1995; Ma-

hadevan 1997, for details) that takes into account cool-

ing by advection and radiation due to synchrotron, in-

verse Compton effect, and thermal bremsstrahlung ra-

diation12. The solved energy-balance equation is as fol-

lows,

δQ+
vis +Qie = Q−

rad +Qadv,e , (15)

where on the left side, Q+
vis stands for the total viscous

heating rate, δQ+
vis represents the fraction of the viscous

12 The python script SEDmodel.py is available at https://github.
com/dpesce/LLAGNSED.

https://github.com/dpesce/LLAGNSED
https://github.com/dpesce/LLAGNSED
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heating rate that goes into electrons, and Qie stands

for the energy transfer from ions to electrons due to

Coulomb interaction. On the right side, Q−
rad is the ra-

diative cooling and Qadv,e is the advective rate of the

electron energy into the black hole. The radiative cool-

ing term Q−
rad = Psynch +PComp +Pbrems consists of the

radiative power due to synchrotron, inverse Compton,

and bremsstrahlung processes.

The X-ray emission as well as the mm emission is re-

produced by the ADAF model (IMBH I, see the solid

line in Fig. 12) with the IMBH mass of 3 × 104 M⊙
and the relative accretion rate of ṁ = 2 × 10−6, which

is defined as ṁ = ṁacc/ṁEdd. For the radiative effi-

ciency of ϵ = 0.1 and mIMBH = 3×104 M⊙, the Edding-
ton accretion rate is ṁEdd = 4πGmIMBHmp/(ϵσTc) ∼
6.6×10−4 M⊙ yr−1, where mp denotes the proton mass,

σT is the Thomson cross-section, and c is the light speed.

The IMBH I case does not reproduce well the prominent

infrared emission. To reach the infrared luminosities as

well as the radio luminosity at 42 GHz, the accretion

rate would have to reach ṁ = 10−4 (IMBH II; see the

dotted line in Fig. 12), which, however, overpredicts the

X-ray luminosity by three orders of magnitude. Hence,

we can constrain the relative accretion rate of the pu-

tative E3 IMBH to 10−4 ≲ ṁ ≲ 2 × 10−6, which is

low enough for ADAF, and hence the initial assumption

is justified. The case IMBH I with the lower accretion

rate appears more plausible since the infrared emission

is likely enhanced by dust and stellar emission; the ac-

creting IMBH just contributes to it at a lower level. In

that case, the actual accretion rate is ṁacc = ṁṁEdd ∼
1.3× 10−9M⊙ yr−1. Hence, if we have NWR ∼ 4 promi-

nent WR stars around the E3 source (Fig. 13) with

each having a mass-loss rate of ṁw ∼ 10−5M⊙ yr−1,

only the fraction ηacc = ṁacc/(NWRṁw) ∼ 3.3 × 10−5

is eventually accreted by the putative IMBH. The rest

is contributing to an outflow. Besides the quantita-

tive agreement with the SED constraints, we also stress

the qualitative characteristic of the IMBH ADAF SED,

which peaks in the mid-IR domain, i.e. at shorter wave-

lengths than the SED of Sgr A* that peaks in the mm

domain, see the dashed gray line in Fig. 12. Specif-

ically for mIMBH = 3 × 104 M⊙ and ṁ = 2 × 10−6,

the SED has a luminosity peak at λ ∼ 28µm, which is

due to the equal contribution of the optically thin syn-

chrotron emission and the inverse Compton radiation.

A qualitative as well as an approximately quantitative

agreement between the model of the accreting IMBH

with the broad-band spectral data at the position of

the E3 source provides tentative support for the hypo-

thetical IMBH (Fragione et al. 2022). However, for the

confirmation of the IMBH presence in IRS 13, a more

Figure 13. On-sky projected scatter map of the resolved
sources of the IRS 13 cluster showing the position of the E3
star (black dot). The figure also indicates the positions of all
other known E stars (red +), which are projected around the
position of E3. Blue symbols mark the position of the dusty
objects, while the geometric center of all cluster members is
represented by a black ×. If the putative IMBH coincides
with the position of the E3 source, we would expect a ho-
mogeneous distribution of the massive WR stars around its
location. As shown, this is the case for the cluster mem-
bers of IRS 13. However, the apparent distance between the
geometrical center of all cluster members and the proposed
position of a putative IMBH implies a complex setup that
will be addressed in Labaj et al. (in prep.). The different
components (core region and tip) of the northern part of the
cluster are indicated and adapted from Fig. 8 and Paper I.

detailed multiwavelength timing and spectral analysis is

required in combination with the study of the rotating

ionized material, as demonstrated by the gas ring traced

by the H30α line in Fig. 11 and by Tsuboi et al. (2017a)

and Tsuboi et al. (2019). It should be noted that the
expected variability timescale of the proposed IMBH is

on the order of a minute. No current X-ray instrument

is sensitive enough to provide access to the necessary

timescales. However, we will expand on these points in

a forthcoming publication (Labaj et al., in prep.).

4.6. Limitations of the analysis

The Keplerian solutions for the projected on-sky po-

sitions of the investigated sources lack radial velocities.

While comparable studies that investigate the IRS 13

sources suffer from the same limitation (Schödel et al.

2005; Mužić et al. 2008; Eckart et al. 2013), we want

to discuss a possible impact on the results presented

here. Naturally, an additional observational parameter,

such as the LOS velocity, decreases the uncertainty for

the Keplerian elements (especially the periapse passage)

for stellar objects such as the S-stars in the S-cluster.
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Figure 14. Distribution of the reduced χ2. The correspond-
ing values for the cluster members are adapted from Tables
3-5.

However, this comparison is weak, since some stars in

the S-cluster show proper motions of several 1000 km/s

(Peißker et al. 2022), the IRS 13 cluster members ex-

hibit velocities of a few tens-hundreds km/s (Paper I).

In Fig. 5, we present the results of the LOAN and the

inclination for all investigated IRS 13 cluster members.

It is evident that the impact of the missing radial veloc-

ity on the inclination is negligible because the absolute

value is expected to be in the same order as the values

listed in Table 4-6. For the LOAN, the situation is more

complex, since it defines the alignment of a given orbit,

which results in a retrograde or prograde motion of the

investigated object. However, we can extract the retro-

grade or prograde motion of the cluster members from

the fits shown in Fig. 4 where we indicate the direction

of the investigated trajectories with arrows. Inspect-
ing Table 3 suggests, that the LOAN is not affected by

choosing an orbit with a poor χ2 Keplerian solution.

From the distribution of the reduced χ2, we find a sim-

ilar trend for the majority of the investigated sources.

In addition to the above discussion, we guide the inter-

ested reader to Appendix A for a short discussion about

possible values for the semi-major axis a and the eccen-

tricity e. To check the validity of the plots discussed in

this work, we refer to the orbit plots of all investigated

sources of the IRS 13 cluster that are released along with

this manuscript (Appendix D).

Based on this discussion, we expect that neither the

absolute value of the inclination or the retrograde and

prograde motion of the investigated cluster members is

affected by the radial velocity. In addition, we do not

expect a significantly different result for the position an-

gle as shown in Fig. 6 because the orientation relative

to Sgr A* is independent of the inclination or the retro-

grade and prograde motion.

4.7. Alternative interpretations

Here, we want to discuss another possible interpreta-

tion of the presented data. While we favor the scenario

of an inspiralling cluster based on the comprehensive

analysis presented in Paper I and this work, we cannot

exclude the possibility of rejuvenation. This process de-

scribes an apparent young age of older stars that under-

went merging events, as is proposed for stars in the inner

parsec (Stephan et al. 2019). As discussed, for example,

in Genzel et al. (2003), the presence of super-blue strag-

glers may be plausible and explain the relatively young

age of the stars in the S-cluster (Habibi et al. 2017).

This scenario could also be transferred to the IRS 13

cluster, although some of the E-stars are categorized

as WR stars. In particular, WN8 and WC9 type stars

(Paumard et al. 2006) that can be associated with stellar

masses between 10-15 M⊙ which is in the same order as

the S-stars. Hence, rejunivated stars in the IRS 13 clus-

ter cannot be ruled out, which impacts our classification

as an inspiralling cluster in the first place. Furthermore,

Zajaček et al. (2020) argues that the depletion of red gi-

ants through a possible jet interaction with Sgr A* leads

to stars, that mimic the emission of bluer and younger

stellar sources. Although this hypothesis is limited to

the S-cluster, it cannot be ruled out that the IRS 13

cluster may have been closer (∼ 40mpc) to Sgr A*. How-

ever, this scenario again demands an inspiralling cluster

that undergoes a dynamical migration. Still, an exact

solution is challenging, but it could be addressed in fu-

ture high-resolution observations by identifying close bi-

nary systems to qualitatively derive a relation between

the multiplicity fraction and the relaxed stars (Alexan-

der & Pfuhl 2014). With this knowledge, one could es-

timate the exact stellar age of the S-cluster but also

IRS 13 without the chance of ”fake” young stars that

have been rejuvenated by merging processes (Stephan

et al. 2019). So far, theoretical models show that the

relaxation timescales for possible binary systems are in

the range of 108 − 1010 yr (Alexander & Pfuhl 2014)

whereas rejuvenation can take place in the same time

frame (Genzel et al. 2003). However, (Pfuhl et al. 2014)

identified a massive binary system at a distance of 0.1 pc

to Sgr A* and and estimated age of 106yr which is 2-3

magnitudes lower than the time frame for possible reju-

venation processes. Although this binary is not part of

IRS 13, it is an example of how to distinguish between

young stars and older stars that appear younger. Fu-

ture surveys with ERIS (VLT), MIRI (JWST), GRAV-

ITY (VLTI), MATISSE (VLTI) and METIS (ELT) will
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put tight constraints on the age of the stars and their

habitat by identifying possible binary systems. In ad-

dition to the classification of IRS 13 displayed in Fig.

8, a comprehensive global point of view on the dynam-

ical behavior of the cluster is required to confirm the

scenario proposed here of an inspiralling cluster. Spec-

ulatively, the recent observation of the globular cluster

VVV CL002 could serve as a link between the inner par-

sec region and distances of about 300 pc (Minniti et al.

2023).

In addition to these scenarios, an even more profound

possibility of an alternative explanation for IRS 13

should be discussed. The chance association that would

affect the classification of IRS 13 in the first place. Al-

though Mužić et al. (2008), Eckart, A. et al. (2013),

and Peißker et al. (2023b) discussed these scenarios, we

want to revise the idea of a chance association for at

least some IRS 13 cluster members. Especially when

it comes to binaries, this problem is eminent and of-

ten arises when the data baseline is limited (Oudmaijer

& Parr 2010; Longhitano & Binggeli 2010; Martayan

et al. 2016). In the following, we will distinguish be-

tween back- and foreground contamination.

4.7.1. Background stars

Taking into account the extinction maps presented in

Schödel et al. (2010), we find a rather constant redden-

ing along IRS 13 in agreement with the analysis of Fritz

et al. (2010, 2011) who estimates AK = 3.6 ± 1.6 for

the K-band. Hence, the chance of stellar contamination

is reduced (Comerón & Schneider 2007). In addition,

the authors of Fritz et al. (2010) find that the prob-

ability of background stars at the position of IRS 13

is less than 0.1%. Using the magnitudes of Paper I,

we construct a K-band magnitude and H-K color dia-
gram for the new IRS 13 members shown in Fig. 15.

In this diagram, we indicate the mean H-K color based

on the analysis of Schödel et al. (2010) who investigates

all stars in the NSC using the same NACO set as dis-

cussed in this work. On the basis of the current data

set and the necessary condition for contamination for

the H-K colors of ≪ 2.07, we did not find photometric

outliers that would suggest a population of background

stars that significantly impact the analysis. Despite the

possibility of a bright background star, we conclude that

the majority of objects in the IRS 13 cluster are most

plausible not background stars, in agreement with the

literature (Mužić et al. 2008; Fritz et al. 2010). A pos-

sible superposition of random stars in the line of sight

will be discussed in the next section.

4.7.2. Foreground stars

Figure 15. Near-infrared K-band magnitudes as a function
of H-K colors of the new IRS 13 cluster members analyzed in
Paper I and this work. The dashed line indicates the mean
H-K color of all stars in the NSC and is adapted from Schödel
et al. (2010). Considering the uncertainty range of the es-
timated colors (see Paper I), we do not find any significant
outliers.

The data set investigated in this work covers almost

two decades, which reduces the possibility of contami-

nation by a foreground star. However, we want to take a

closer look at the possibility of a superposition of several

stars that may act as a fake cluster. For this, we model a

foreground fake cluster that consists of stars with a ran-

domized velocity and direction. Due to the decreased

distance of this fake cluster towards earth, the cluster

is smaller than the measured size of the core region of

IRS 13 which we set to 1 arcsec (Fig. 3). The ”real”

size of the fake cluster is 0.75 arcsec at a distance of 2

kpc away from the GC. Assuming a distance of 8 kpc

for the GC, this fake cluster would be the size of IRS

13. In Fig. 16, we show Monte Carlo simulations that

compare a gravitational bound cluster with a group of

stars that are in superpositon with IRS 13. Based on

the presented figure, it is evident that the fake cluster

dissolves after 5 years in agreement with the confusion

arguments for two stars outlined in Sabha et al. (2012)
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Figure 16. Monte Carlo simulations of a gravitational
bound cluster and a group of stars that are in superposi-
tion with IRS 13. These stars act as a cluster that dissolves
completely after 5 years.

and Eckart et al. (2013). Both authors estimate that

stellar confusion due to background or foreground stars

is on the order of a few years.

5. CONCLUSIONS

In addition to the manifold results shown in Paper

I, we investigate the possibility of a Keplerian solution

that represents the trajectory of the cluster members of

IRS 13. Assuming a circular motion of the cluster, we

find with the proper motion and the LOS velocity a 3d

distance of about 0.12 pc for IRS 13 to Sgr A*. With

this distance estimate, we can safely assume that the

IRS 13 cluster is gravitationally bound to Sgr A*, i.e. it

is inside the sphere of gravitational influence of Sgr A*

(∼ 2 pc). The hot plasma as well as colder gas and dust

of IRS 13 can also provide material for the accretion flow

of Sgr A* since they lie inside the Sgr A* Bondi radius of

∼ 0.2 pc. Therefore, we assume that all cluster members

are gravitationally bound to Sgr A* which justifies the

inference of Keplerian orbits that cover a data baseline

of about 20 years (Paper I). Despite the lack of radial

velocities and the uncertainties that arise from this, we

find that contamination by fore and background stars is

highly unlikely. Based on our analysis, we formulate the

following key results:

• We argue that the true dimensions of IRS 13 are

larger than it was previously known in the litera-

ture and the cluster expands to the south in pro-

jection,

• With these derived dimensions, the nature of IRS

13 can be described as an evaporating cluster that

suffers from the tidal interaction with Sgr A*, re-

sulting in a stretched tail,

• IRS 13 is the remnant of a massive star-formation

cluster, in which the first generation of stars

started to form most likely in the region of the

current CND,

• The second generation of stellar objects, i.e., the

investigated dusty sources, were formed during the

inspiral motion of IRS 13,

• Our simulations show, that a cluster with the de-

rived properties for IRS 13 in Paper I and this

work can migrate into the inner parsec,

• The simulations suggest that especially embedded

high-mass stars can undergo a migration from the

CND to the NSC,

• Independent of the number of particles used in

the simulations, the migration timescales from the

CND in the NSC is ∼ 0.3Myr,

• In agreement with the literature, we propose a

fragmenting dense bow-shock shell as a potential

birthplace for the candidate YSOs,

• The orbital distribution of the DS sources is not

randomized as it is proposed for other regions in

the NSC,

• The majority of the investigated cluster members

of IRS 13 are part of at least one disk that is not re-

lated to the clockwise disk or the counter-clockwise

disk,

• The massive and embedded cluster IRS 13 forms
an individual structure on the basis of about 50

individual stellar orbits.

• Using the H30α-line emitting gas kinematics and

the spectral energy model of an ADAF around the

IMBH of 3×104 M⊙, we provide tentative support
for the hypothetical presence of the IMBH in the

IRS 13 E3 region.

With the upcoming James Webb Space Telescope

(JWST) and the Enhanced Resolution Imaging Spectro-

graph (ERIS) observations, we will test our hypothesis

of the putative presence of an IMBH and further ver-

ify the nature of the cluster members. In addtion, we

will further decrease the limitations of the Keplerian el-

ements by incorporating the radial velocity for the dusty

sources. Due to the 3d distance of the IRS 13 cluster

to Sgr A*, we estimated that these limitations on the
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eccentricity e and semi-major axis a are in a reasonable

uncertainty range of about 5-10%. As for the H30α line

distribution presented in this work, the IFU data pro-

vided by JWST and ERIS will be another cornerstone

for studying the various components of the IRS 13 clus-

ter which we addressed in Paper I and this work.
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Peißker, F., Zajaček, M., Eckart, A., et al. 2021c, ApJ, 923,

69, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/ac23df

—. 2023a, ApJ, 943, 183, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/acb435
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Figure 17. All possible values for the semi-major axis and eccentricity assuming a constant r and θ. For r, we use the estimated
cluster distance of 80 mpc (Sec. 3). Different values of θ are indicated. We find a possible eccentricity range between ± 5% and
± 10% with a corresponding uncertainty for the semi-major axis of 300 ± 100 mpc. As implied by this figure, the uncertainty
of the eccentricity decreases for higher values of a.

APPENDIX

In this Appendix, we show the results of the MCMC simulations used for the analysis and provide additional

information regarding the analysis. Furthermore, we expand the results and discussion of Sec. 3 and Sec. 4 to cover

some background aspects such as the wind topic which will be covered in an upcoming publication.

A. PARAMETER SPACE OF THE ECCENTRICITY AND SEMI-MAJOR AXIS

Since we discussed already possible values for the inclination and the LOAN in Sec. 4.6, we want to complete this

discussion by inspecting possible values for the eccentricity e and the semi-major axis a. For this, we refer to Eq.

4 in Sec. 3. Because the projected distance of the data points to Sgr A* is fixed, we can assume a constant r and

true anomaly θ. With this, we plot the possible parameter space for these quantities (Fig. 17). For this example, we

used the estimated 3d distance for IRS 13 of r=80 mpc (Sec. 3) with an angle for the true anomaly between θ = π/2

and θ = π/8. In the shown example, we used semi-major axis values between 200-400 mpc and find that for large

uncertainties of ± 100, the resulting eccentricity range is 0.1-0.2. It furthermore demonstrates that the derived orbital

parameter e is inside a reasonable uncertainty range of ± 10% which is an upper limit. However, this result has no

impact on the discussion about the inclination i and the LOAN (Sec. 4.6) and the result presented in Fig. 5 and Fig.

6.

B. MISSING STAR TRAILS

Assuming a gas-to-dust ratio of 100 and 1000, we will use the massive, young, and embedded cluster RCW 108 as

an example for the mentioned cluster dynamics and star trails (Comerón et al. 2005; Comerón & Schneider 2007).

Employing the indicated gas-to-dust ratio, we get a total stellar mass of 2.3 × 103 − 2.3 × 104 M⊙ for RCW 108

(Wolk et al. 2008) which is in a comparable range of the IRS 13 estimate of 1.5 × 104 M⊙ (Paumard et al. 2006).

Comerón & Schneider (2007) estimate a multiplicity fraction of ∼ 0.43 which serves as an quantitative argument. A

more qualitative approach exceeds the scope of this work. However, a closer look at the derived multiplicity fraction

of RCW 108 reveals that the triplet fraction is about ∼ 0.07 whereas higher-order systems show about ∼ 0.10. This

example implies that the young cluster tends to destroy high-order companion systems. A possible explanation could

be hard and soft binary systems (Heggie 1975; Hills 1975a,b). Assuming a random stellar encounter, a soft binary

gets destroyed, resulting in at least one singlet whereas the companion may become a runaway star (Hills 1988). In

contrast, a hard binary can be described as a system with higher (binding) energy and increased mean stellar kinetic

energy compared to the soft binary. Using the definition from Heggie (1975), it is

EB >
1

2
⟨mv2⟩ (B1)
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where EB defines the binding energy of the system. It is obvious that the mass of the multiplet system is the main

contributor, which explains why most massive stars are accompanied by at least one stellar companion (Sana et al.

2012). Furthermore, Eq. B1 implies that single components of a triplet (or higher order) system suffer from a decreased

binding energy because of their distance to the primary. This is reflected by

EB = −G
m1m2

2aB
(B2)

where G is the gravitational constant, m1 and m2 are the masses of the binary system, and aB is the semi-major axis

of the system. For simplicity, we set m1 = m2 = m3 where m3 is the mass of the triplet. From these definitions, it is

evident that

EB = −G
m1m2

2aB
> −G

(m1 +m2) ·m3

2aT
= ET (B3)

where ET is the binding energy of the triplet system with aT ≫ aB (see Heggie 1975). The above equation demonstrates

that high-order multiplet systems are prone to dissolve in the presence of a hard binary. Hence, a system tends to

create a higher fraction of binaries.

Although RCW 108 serves just as an example, it is suggested that this dynamic behavior of the cluster can be

transferred to IRS 13. Because the trajectory of the expelled component of a triplet (or soft binary) system does not

rely on the interaction of IRS 13 with Sgr A*, we conclude a random direction for this cluster member. Hence, no

star trail is needed to classify IRS 13 as an evaporating cluster. A detailed overview of the destruction and creation of

multiplets, a common process for young cluster timescales of a few 104 yr (Hurley et al. 2002), is described in Portegies

Zwart et al. (2010).

C. WINDS IN THE INNER PARSEC

It is assumed that the black hole feeding is driven by stellar winds that are orginating from the S-stars (Lützgendorf

et al. 2016). While this idea promises many different interesting scientific aspects, it is limited by the exact knowledge

of the stellar type of the S-stars and the related wind velocities. However, Wardle & Yusef-Zadeh (1992) formulated

the idea that stellar winds originating at the IRS 16 cluster are responsible for the mini-cavity to describe large scale

imprints of the massive stars in the inner parsec. This is followed by the analysis of Krabbe et al. (1995) who estimated

wind velocities of several hundred km/s for the massive stars in the IRS 16 cluster. Recently, Peißker et al. (2021a)

followed up on this speculation to explain the bow-shock shape of X7. Furthermore, Ciurlo et al. (2023) independently

confirmed the misalignment of X7 and Sgr A*. Both Peißker and Ciurlo et al. conclude that elongated and dusty

sources, such as X7, pointing in the direction of the IRS 16 cluster exclude a speculative nuclear wind that is launched

at the position of Sgr A*. If the IRS 16 cluster is responsible for the mini-cavity, it can be argued that the possible

interaction of stellar winds with X7 could also be the reason for the bow shock of X3 (Peißker et al. 2023b). Hence, it is
implied that the mini-cavity is neither created by a central speculative star or the interaction IRS 13 with the northern

arm. From this discussion, we conclude that the mini-cavity is a distinct feature that is created by the interaction

with the surrounding and the ambient medium. We will address this point in more detail in an upcoming publication.

D. SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

Along with this article, we publish supplementary material to present the analysis done for each individual source

listed in Table 4-6. The associated uncertainties for the orbital elements are extracted from the provided corner plots.

Furthermore, we publish the RA and DEC fits for all investigated sources. Finally, we release .txt files with the derived

Keplerian orbit for all cluster members, arranged as follows. The first column represents the epoch, and the second

and third columns give the RA and DEC coordinates of each source in arcseconds.

E. MCMC SIMULATIONS

In this section, we present the MCMC simulations using the Keplerian elements listed in Table 6 as a prior. In Fig.

18-24, we display the related results of the MCMC simulations. For every parameter, we find a compact distribution

resulting in a reasonable uncertainty range. The MCMC results for the DS sources and the E stars (see Table 4 and

Table 5) will be publicly available.
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Figure 18. MCMC simulation of the Keplerian orbit of α (Fig. 4).

F. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS OF THE NATURE OF η

Due to the amount of concepts covered in Paper I, we want to add additional information on the candidate YSO η.

While we do not question its nature based on the color-color analysis accompanied by the SED analysis, we want to

follow-up on the missing envelope as suggested by the fit. Due to the absence of η in the submm/radio regime, it is

obvious that no dust material with a temperature <30 K is present in the system. If there is a premature envelope

related to η, the material is optically thin, which would not contradict the clear detection of the system in the L- and

M-band. However, we expect a low and assumably variable dust density for the case of an optically thin envelope which

we could aim for with an adapted infall rate Ṁ . As discussed in Robitaille (2017), this approach poses limitations and



34 Peißker et al.

a = 168.549+2.948
1.104

0.4
8

0.5
0

0.5
2

0.5
4

e

e = 0.508+0.021
0.021

0.6

0.9

1.2

1.5

1.8

i

i = 1.542+0.107
0.750

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

 = 0.802+1.255
0.118

3.9

4.2

4.5

4.8

 = 4.644+0.173
0.399

23
32

.6
23

33
.2

23
33

.8
23

34
.4

T

T = 2333.980+0.578
0.907

3.0

4.5

6.0

7.5

m

m = 4.244+0.920
1.634

16
2

16
5

16
8

17
1

17
4

a

6

8

10

12

di
st

an
ce

0.4
8

0.5
0

0.5
2

0.5
4

e

0.6 0.9 1.2 1.5 1.8

i

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 3.9 4.2 4.5 4.8
23

32
.6

23
33

.2
23

33
.8

23
34

.4

T

3.0 4.5 6.0 7.5

m

6 8 10 12

distance

distance = 7.401+1.066
0.732

Figure 19. MCMC simulation of the Keplerian orbit of β (Fig. 4).

could have been compensated for with the set of synthetic SEDs based on an updated YSO model published along

with the mentioned publication. The dust density of the envelope ρenv presented in Robitaille et al. is calculated with

ρenv =
Ṁ

4π(GMSRC)1/2
(F4)
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Figure 20. MCMC simulation of the Keplerian orbit of δ (Fig. 4).

where MS denotes the mass of the central stellar object and RC
13 the centrifugal radius where dust material is piled

up due to the distribution of the radiating material. Although both YSO models presented in Robitaille (2011) and

Robitaille (2017) have to be proven highly accurate by fitting the SED of a given astronomical object, defining the

dust density ρenv rather than the infall rate Ṁ to describe the dusty envelope seems to be a more effective way in the

case of challenging objects such as η. The reason for this discrepancy is indeed the low dust density of the envelope

of η which we had to exclude in total as discussed and presented in Paper I. In Fig. 25, we show the fit of the

13 We noticed a misprint in Robitaille (2017). The centrifugal radius
is RC and not R3

C (Whitney & Hartmann 1993).
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Figure 21. MCMC simulation of the Keplerian orbit of ϵ (Fig. 4).

synthetic YSO models as presented in Robitaille (2017). As expected, the density of the optically thin dust envelope

is 1×10−23 g/cm2 whereas all other best-fit results show comparable scales with the analysis presented in Paper I. We

list the related outcome of the fit in Table 10 in comparison with the parameters estimated in Paper I to underline the

consistency of our approach. Using the stellar radius and luminosity with the evolutionary tracks shown in Peißker

et al. (2023b), we find an satisfying overlap of the YSO models of Robitaille (2011, 2017). The main difference is in

fact that the latter model is able to reproduce the low-density and optically thin envelope of η with a theoretical infall

rate Ṁ of ≈ 10−24. This estimate and the dust envelope density poses the limit of the model discussed in Robitaille

(2017) and should be considered as a motivation for further observations with, e.g., JWST.
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Figure 22. MCMC simulation of the Keplerian orbit of η (Fig. 4).

ID Mass [M⊙] Luminosity [103 × L⊙] Infall rate [Ṁ⊙] Radius [R⊙] Disk mass [M⊙] Disk size [AU] Envelope size [AU]

η, Paper I 0.5 ± 0.2 2 ± 0.5 - 0.8 ± 0.2 0.005 ± 0.002 0.13-50 -

η, this work 0.4 ± 0.2 8 ± 0.5 ≈ 10−24 0.8 ± 0.2 0.06 ± 0.002 0.13-1.25 1.26-10

Table 10. Comparison of best-fit parameters describing the YSO η using the models described in Robitaille (2011) and
Robitaille (2017). Using the stellar radius and luminosity, we extract the mass from the evolutionary tracks presented in Peißker
et al. (2023b).
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Figure 23. MCMC simulation of the Keplerian orbit of γ (Fig. 4).

G. N-BODY SIMULATIONS OF THE INSPIRALLING CLUSTER IRS 13

The motivation of the section is a representation of the N-body simulations that incorporate the location of the

CND, the inner parsec, and the IRS 13 cluster. Due to the different dimensions of the mentioned components, smaller

structures such as the CWD and CCWD are excluded. We refer the interested reader to Murchikova et al. (2019)

to find a representation of the latter two components in relation to the inner parsec. For the N-body simulations

presented in this section, we use the same setup as for the results presented in Fig. 7. In addition, we include a size

measure for the individual simulated stars that scales with the mass of the particles. Hence, larger dots represent a

higher mass. We limit the particle size to N=50 to avoid a confusing representation of the dense cluster. The different
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Figure 24. MCMC simulation of the Keplerian orbit of ζ (Fig. 4).

stellar masses range from 0.1 to 100 M⊙ following a power-law distribution with an index of -2.35 (Massey & Hunter

1998; Kroupa 2001). We further placed the cluster inside the CND at about 5 pc. In Fig. 26, we show the results of

the simulations consistent with the ones displayed in Fig. 7. In addition, we implemented contour lines based on CO

observations carried out with ALMA. The inlet in the plot on the right of Fig. 26 shows a mock image where we used

the position of the simulated particles at 0.3 Myr to create a fits file with the corresponding relative positions. This

is overlaid with the [FeIII] contour lines.
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Figure 25. Spectral Energy Distribution of the candidate YSO η using the set of synthetic models published along with
Robitaille (2017). This best-fit result shows similarities with the SED presented in Paper I but including a dust envelope with
a low density. The submm/radio data point marks an upper limit due to the sensitivity threshold of the ALMA observations.



The massive cluster IRS 13 41

Figure 26. N-body simulations of a dense cluster carried out with AMUSE. The initial starting point of the cluster is at
(0,5) pc and gets attracted by the compact and dominating mass of Sgr A*. The circle indicates the size of the inner parsec
whereas the CND (lime-colored CO contours observed with ALMA in the left plot) is located at a distance of 1-5 pc from
Sgr A* (Requena-Torres et al. 2012). After the cluster passes the CND, the denser and embedded core of the cluster rapidly
sinks in towards the inner parsec consistent with IRS13. Because of soft binaries, low-mass stars are kicked out with random
trajectories and velocities. Horizontal axes are conventionally oriented, that is, from a negative to a positive range. The inlet of
the right plot shows the stars with the related positions of the circle located at (0,0) pc. In contrast, the orientation of the inlet
is identical with the projection on the sky to ensure are correct adaptation of the [FeIII] line distribution which is represented
by lime-colored contours. Here, Sgr A* is located at (0,0).
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