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ABSTRACT

The mere existence of multiple stellar generations in Milky Way globular clusters indicates
that each generation was unable to stop star formation, that instead persisted unimpeded for
several million years. This evidence argues for an extended stage of star formation within a
forming globular cluster, during which stellar feedback was substantially ineffective and the
nascent globular cluster was able to accrete processed gas from its surrounding, and efficiently
convert it into successive stellar generations. It has been argued that such delayed feedback
results from core collapse in most massive stars failing to trigger an energetic supernova
explosion, but rather leading directly to black hole formation. Thus, globular clusters offer
a concrete phenomenological example for the lack of feedback in young starbursts, an option
that has been widely advocated to account for the unexpected abundance of UV-luminous
galaxies at z = 9 − 16, as revealed by JWST observations. The paper is meant to attract
attention to this opportunity for a synergic cooperation of globular cluster and high redshift
research.
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1 INTRODUCTION

On its first Cycle, the James Webb Space Telescope (JWST) has re-

vealed an unexpected abundance of UV-bright galaxies at z = 9−16

(e.g., Finkelstein et al. 2023; Donnan et al. 2023; McLeod et al.

2023; Harikane et al. 2023a,b and many others). Their finding was

unexpected in the frame of existing theoretical models of galaxy

formation and evolution, that had been fine tuned to reproduce

observables in the lower redshift Universe, see e.g., Figure 14 in

Finkelstein et al. (2023).

As a consequence, a number of possible alternatives to

current assumptions in cosmological simulations are being ex-

plored to cope with this discrepancy (e.g., Boylan-Kolchin 2023;

Wilkins et al. 2023). For example, Yung, et al. (2023) discuss sev-

eral options to ease the factor ∼30 underprediction of their semian-

alytical model at z ∼13 compared to the observed UV luminosity

function. These include a top heavy IMF, that automatically would

bust the UV luminosity function, exclude other possible limitations

of their model such as a too inefficient baryon cooling within ha-

los and inefficient gas-to-stars conversion. They conclude that too

efficient stellar feedback is the main ingredient that could be re-

sponsible for their model underpredicting the number of luminous

galaxies at these redshifts. Indeed, the abundance of UV luminous

galaxies appears to be consistent with the limiting case of (feed-

back unimpeded) ∼100 per cent efficiency in converting baryons

⋆ E-mail: alvio.renzini@inaf.it

into stars in dark matter halos at these redshifts (Finkelstein et al.

2023), as estimated by Behroozi & Silk (2018).

In alternative, Shen et al. (2023 ) appeal to intrinsic UV lumi-

nosity variability of dwarf galaxies at high redshifts, such objects

being likely dominated by a bursty mode of star formation. Thanks

to a kind of intrinsic Eddington bias, the result of variability is to

boost the top end of the luminosity function, with consistency with

the observed counts being achieved for a variability described by a

gaussian luminosity spread with σUV ≃ 2.5 mag.

A top heavy IMF is also favoured by Harikane et al. (2023a),

who, for lack of evidence, exclude AGN boosting the UV luminos-

ity of z ∼9 − 16 galaxies. A lack of suppression of star formation

by the UV background in the pre-ionization era is also mentioned

as a possible contributor.

A specific case of feedback suppression at high redshifts is

advocated by Dekel et al. (2023). Based on the Starburst99 models

(Letherer et al. 1999), Dekel et al. argue that at low metallicities,

such as those prevailing at high redshifts, stellar winds from mas-

sive stars convey little energy and momentum, hence prior to su-

pernova (SN) explosions stellar feedback is very inefficient, hence

boosting star formation and the UV luminosity function. This low-

feedback phase lasts up to ∼3 Myr since a burst of star formation,

then coming to an end as the most massive stars eventually undergo

SN explosions and efficient feedback begins. This assumes that all

massive stars undergoing core collapse also end with a SN display,

hence ejecting ∼1051 erg in kinetic energy.

While all these options are being currently considered, this pa-
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per expands on the possibility of an even stronger reduction of stel-

lar feedback, that can be achieved by substantially extending the

no-supernovae period, past a burst of star formation. The justifica-

tion for such a scenario comes from the multiple stellar generation

phenomenon in Galactic globular clusters (GC), which suggests a

substantially more extended period of inefficient feedback, up to

∼10 Myr, as discussed in Renzini, Marino & Milone (2022, here-

after Paper I). Section 2 succinctly recaps the evidence on GC for-

mation supporting the concept of an extended feedback-free time

at their formation. Section 3 then expands on the consequences of

such a delayed feedback for star formation in the early Universe,

and finally, Section 4 returns on the key issues and on the plausibil-

ity of the whole scenario, including mentioning some caveats.

2 GLOBULAR CLUSTER FORMATION

Virtually all (Galactic) GCs host multiple stellar generations,

with the first generation (1G) reflecting the chemical composi-

tion of the ISM prior to the 1G formation, whereas second gen-

eration (2G) stars are depleted, to various degrees, in carbon

and oxygen and enriched in helium, nitrogen and sodium (e.g.,

Gratton, Carretta & Bragaglia 2012; Milone et al. 2017). Thus, the

material having formed 2G stars had to be exposed to proton-

capture processes at high temperatures in stars of the first gen-

eration, though their nature has been matter of debate ever since

the multiple generation phenomenon was discovered. In Paper I

it is argued that the most likely candidates are massive interact-

ing binaries, as originally suggested by de Mink et al. (2009). The

majority of massive stars are indeed members of interactive bina-

ries (Sana, de Mink & de Koter 2012) and, most of the nuclearly-

processed material is shed with low kinetic energy as a result of

common-envelope events (de Mink et al. 2009).

It is worth emphasising that the fraction of 2G stars increases

from ∼50 per cent in lower mass GCs to over 80 per cent in the most

massive ones (Milone et al. 2017). In all evidence, the formation

of the first generation did not stop star formation, which actu-

ally had to continue with an even increasing rate and efficiency.

In Paper I, this absence of feedback was ascribed to a temporary

lack of supernova explosions, as also required by most 2G stars

having the same iron abundance of 1G ones, indicating no or very

small contamination by supernova ejecta (see also Milone et al.

2017). This also demonstrates that 2G stars had to form before SN

explosions began to pollute the ISM, hence all star formation had

to be confined within a few (up to ∼10) Myr. As discussed in Pa-

per I, this can be due to stars more massive than ∼20 M⊙ failing to

produce a SN display at their core collapse, but rather silently sink-

ing into black holes (see also Krause et al. 2013). Thus, following

a burst of star formation there would be no supernova events for

the first ∼10 Myr, while stars more massive than ∼20 M⊙ complete

their evolutionary cycle and pollute the ISM with proton-capture

products. Then supernovae begin and continue for another ∼ 25

Myr, while stars from ∼20 down to ∼8 M⊙ complete their evolu-

tion. Strong feedback from these supernovae will then bring to an

end star formation within the young GC. Finally, no more core-

collapse supernovae occur, from ∼35 Myr on after the burst, when

stars less massive than ∼8 M⊙ end their evolution as white dwarfs.

In most GCs there appears to be a small 1G-2G discontinuity

in chemical composition, suggesting a brief pause in star forma-

tion, then followed by a number of successive bursts, each gen-

erating a 2G sub-population. Such number increases with cluster

mass (Milone et al. 2017) and becomes as high as 15 in ω Cen

(Bellini et al. 2017), the most massive Galactic GC. Clearly, even

successive (2G) bursts were unable to stop star formation, before

supernovae eventually succeeded. In all evidence, feedback was in-

effective also during most of the formation of the second genera-

tions.

During this no-supernova phase, may stellar winds still pro-

vide sufficient feedback to contrast this scenario? At low metallic-

ity winds carry little energy, as argued by Dekel et al. (2023), but

GCs exist with near-solar metallicity and they still exhibit the mul-

tiple generation phenomenon (Kader et al. 2022). However, for the

high ISM densities at GC formation, energy dissipation can be so

high to neutralize most of the feedback from stellar winds, while

radiative feedback or UV background may have only minor effects

(Elmegreen 2017; Dekel et al. 2023). In any event, the empirical

fact remains, that, even in near-solar metalliciry GCs, the first gen-

eration did not prevent the formation of second generation stars.

The dominance of 2G stars demands that the 1G population

having processed the material to form 2G stars had a substantially

higher mass than that of the 1G still bound to the clusters. This

is known as the mass budget problem (e.g., Renzini et al. 2015),

whereby the first generation returns only ∼10 per cent of its mass

with the required composition to form 2G stars. Hence, 1G stars

still bound to the cluster today fall short by at least a factor of ∼10

in producing enough material to build the 2G stars. This mismatch

would be even worse if star formation was restricted to the 3 Myr

period prior to the first core-collapse event, as only the most mas-

sive stars would have had time to contribute, hence the necessity

to extend longer the no-supernova phase, indicatively to ∼10 Myr

as justified in Paper I. As far as the mass of the 1G contributors is

concerned, in Paper I it is argued that, within the (dwarf) galaxy

hosting a nascent GC (e.g., as seen at high redshifts, Vanzella et al.

2019, 2023), this extended 1G feeder population inhabited a wide

region around the forming GC, that was also actively star forming

and feeding the central cluster with material to form the second

generations. During this overcooling phase, the young GC was ac-

tually the centre of a converging accretion flow, lasting some 10

Myr, before supernovae finally brought it to a halt.

This extended feedback-free time is critical to ensure that a

sufficient number of 1G donor stars, down to ∼20 M⊙, had time to

evolve and shed enough processed materials to build the 2G stars in

GCs. Thus, the converging material had been processed inside stars

of a first generation that collectively was several times more mas-

sive then the final mass of the bound GC (see also the GC formation

models of Elmegreen 2017). It has been suggested that the young

cluster R136, and its surrounding 30 Dor star-forming complex in

LMC, may represent a local analog for GCs forming in high red-

shift low-mass galaxies (Schneider et al. (2018, Paper I). It is worth

emphasizing that the dominance of 2G stars requires that their for-

mation had to take place with an extreme efficiency in gas to stars

conversion, close to 100 per cent, which was actually promoted

by the lack of supernova feedback (Paper I). Clearly, if this is the

way GCs formed, then the temporary lack of supernova explosions,

hence with the feedback delay promoting high star formation effi-

ciency, ought to have important consequences for star formation in

general, and possibly so for star formation in extremely high red-

shift galaxies.

In summary, the hypothesis of most massive stars (>
∼

20 M⊙)

failing to result in a SN explosion has five decisive advantages for

GC formation: 1) it promotes and extended, unimpeded formation

of multiple stellar generations, 2) It boosts star formation efficiency,

up to ∼100 per cent, with almost full conversion of gas into stars, 3)

it avoids contaminating 2G stars with heavy-element SN products,
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4) it allows an extended range of stellar masses (i.e., above ∼20 M⊙)

to provide processed material for the formation of 2G stars, and

5) compared to the assumption of no delay in SN feedback, the

extended period of star formation (from ∼3 to ∼10 Myr) allows

a ∼ 30 times bigger volume around the nascent GC to contribute

material for the 2G formation (Paper I). As such, it appears to be

promising to explore the consequences of this hypothesis for star

formation in the early Universe.

3 OVERCOOLING IN THE EARLY UNIVERSE?

White & Rees (1978) early noticed that cooling in the early Uni-

verse could be so effective that most baryons in dark matter ha-

los would quickly turn into stars, an effect dubbed overcooling.

Clearly, global overcooling did not happen, because even by the

present time not much more than 10 per cent of the cosmic baryons

now reside in stars (Fukugita, Hogan & Peebles 1998). Yet, if GCs

formed as sketched above, with an early overcooling phase promot-

ing the accumulation of multiple stellar generations in a short time

interval, then an early overcooling as a generic properties of star

formation may help accounting for the excess of UV-bright galaxies

at z>
∼

9. Indeed, it offers an effective reduction of stellar feedback,

invoked as the single simplest way of boosting star formation at

very high redshifts, as from JWST observations (Finkelstein et al.

2023; Yung, et al. 2023; Harikane et al. 2023b; Dekel et al. 2023).

Indeed, compared to Dekel et al. (2023), the proposed scenario ex-

tends from ∼3 to ∼10 Myr the “feedback free” time past a burst of

star formation.

Besides this indirect role on the high-redshift Universe, where

GC provide a hint favoring delayed feedback and overcooling,

young GCs and their immediate environment may also play a di-

rect role on global star formation at high redshift. High-redshift

globulars and their precursors, their possible contribution to re-

ionization and observational detectability, have been considered for

some time (see e.g., Carlberg 2002; Schraerer & Charbonnel 2011;

Katz & Ricotti 2013; Trenti, Padoan & Jimenez 2015; Renzini

2017; Boylan-Kolchin 2018; Pozzetti, Maraston & Renzini 2019).

Thus, nascent GCs, with their 1G feeding surrounding, may con-

tribute significantly to the stellar mass and luminosity in the very

early Universe. Given the old ages of most Galactic GCs, they had

to form beyond z ∼3, and the metal poor ones possibly well be-

yond it. Given the mass of GCs in the local Universe, young GCs,

along with their ∼10 times more massive star-forming environment,

may have dominated over the whole stellar mass if formed beyond

z ∼5 (Renzini 2017). Also, given the extreme densities of typical

GCs today, corresponding to some ∼107 atoms cm−3, the similarly

high gas densities of forming GCs at very high redshift may have

contributed significantly to the total emission measure in emission

lines and nebular continuum.

The object GN-z11 at z = 10.6 (Bunker et al. 2023) with den-

sity higher than 106 cm−3 has been proposed as (hosting) a possi-

ble GC in formation (Senchyna et al. 2023; Belokurov & Kravtsov

2023), though the high density may rather refer to the broad line re-

gion of an AGN (Maiolino et al. 2023). Worth noting is that its high

N/O ratio is just what one expects for the ISM of a globular cluster

while forming its 2G stars, which indeed are strongly enhanced in

nitrogen and depleted in oxygen.

4 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

It has been argued that GCs in the local Universe, with their ubiqui-

tous multiple stellar generations, offer strong evidence for a lack of

feedback during their formation in the early Universe. Stars more

massive than ∼ 20 M⊙ failing to produce an energetic supernova

would accomplish such effect, and delay feedback by some 10 Myr.

If so, such delayed feedback and corresponding transient overcool-

ing phase, would result in a major reduction in the stellar feedback,

as now widely advocated as an obvious way of accounting for the

excess of UV-bright galaxies at z = 9 − 16 (Finkelstein et al. 2023;

Dekel et al. 2023; Yung, et al. 2023).

However, a few caveats are in order. For example, could such

delayed feedback result in an overproduction of stars in cosmolog-

ical simulations, not only in the early Universe but also all along

cosmic times? It would certainly do so, but this could be compen-

sated by suitably increasing the feedback efficiency past the ∼10

Myr delay. In any event, the overall star formation history may

change little, but star formation would be more bursty on short

timescales, and simulated galaxies may become more clumpy. It

would be instructive to see how simulated galaxies would react to

such a different recipe for feedback.

As already warned in Paper I, restricting core-collapse super-

novae to below ∼20 M⊙ would have the collateral effect of reduc-

ing theoretical metal yields by roughly a factor of 2. Empirical

yields, of course, would remain the same. Still, how physically-

based is the assumption that the most massive stars fail to produce

energetic SN events? This is actually a widely entertained possi-

bility (e.g., Krause et al. 2013; Sukhbold et al. 2016; Adams et al.

2017; Sander et al. 2019; Eldridge & Stanway 2022 and references

therein). From the theoretical point of view, the opposite problem

has, along the years, affected attempts of modelling the outcomes

of core-collapse events, namely the difficulty of producing explo-

sions, especially in more massive stars (Sukhbold et al. 2016).

Ultimately, how well established is the empirical scenario of

GC formation proposed in Paper I? Like most previous attempts of

describing how GCs may have formed, this is a phenomenologi-

cal scenario, not a theoretical model. Yet, it is based on the enor-

mous progress in the study of multiple stellar generations in GCs

achieved mainly thank to HST imaging and VLT spectroscopy. As

such, it is built to comply, as well as possible, with all the resulting

observational constraints. In the end, for what matters for the feed-

back in starbursts, the mere existence of multiple stellar generations

in GCs is tell tale evidence of inefficient feedback. Other details of

the formation process may be irrelevant as far as the consequences

for star formation at high redshifts are concerned.

Still, the empirical evidence of high, close to 100 percent effi-

ciency in gas to star conversion refers to the scale of forming glob-

ular clusters, whereas the evidence for the z = 9 − 16 Universe

requires it at the scale of full young galaxies. A supernova avoid-

ance period extended to ∼10 Myr would boost the star formation

efficiency on all scales, but it remains to be seen whether this can

reach close 100 per cent also on galactic scales at those redshifts.

Nevertheless, supernova avoidance and ensuing overcooling favour

the formation of high density clumps, with further enhanced effi-

ciency. The mentioned case of GN-z11, the best known galaxy at

these redshifts, exhibits a very high gas density to the point of hav-

ing the full galaxy line emission being dominated by what has been

proposed to be a globular cluster in formation.
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