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ABSTRACT

This work communicates the discovery of a binary open cluster within the Galaxy.
NGC 1605 presents an unusual morphology with a sparse stellar distribution and a

double core in close angular proximity. The 2MASS and Gaia-EDR3 field-star decon-
taminated colour-magnitude diagrams (CMDs) show two distinct stellar populations

located at the same heliocentric distance of ∼ 2.6 kpc suggesting that there are two
clusters in the region, NGC 1605a and NGC 1605b, with ages of 2 Gyr and 600 Myr,

respectively. Both Gaia parallax and PM distributions are compact and very similar
indicating that they are open clusters (OCs) and share the same kinematics. The large

age difference, 1.4 Gyr, points to a formation by tidal capture during a close encounter
and the close spatial proximity and similar kinematics suggest an ongoing merger event.

There are some prominent tidal debris that appear to trace the clusters’ orbits during
the close encounter and, unexpectedly, some of them appear to be bound structures,

which may suggest that additionaly to the evaporation the merging clusters are being

broken apart into smaller structures by the combination of Galactic disk, Perseus arm,
and mutual tidal interactions. In this sense, the newly found binary cluster may be a

key object on the observational validation of theoretical studies on binary cluster pairs
formation by tidal capture as well as in the formation of massive clusters by merging,

and tidal disruption of stellar systems.

Keywords: (Galaxy:) open clusters and associations: general, (Galaxy:) open clusters
and associations: individual

1. INTRODUCTION

Most known open cluster (OC) pairs are

young with some few intermediate-age ex-
ceptions and no one old survivor, which

suggest that such a systems are short-lived

Corresponding author: Denilso Camargo
denilso.camargo@gmail.com

a Civil staff

(Bhatia & Hatzidimitriou 1988; Bhatia et al.
1991; Dieball et al. 2002; Pietrzynski & Udalski

2000; Bekki et al. 2004; Minniti et al. 2004;
Priyatikanto et al. 2016; Kovaleva et al. 2020).

In this sense, the survival timescale for bi-
nary clusters appears to be in the range

10-100 Myr, with less than 17% of the
Galactic multiple systems surviving for

more than 25 Myr (Dieball et al. 2002;

http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.14664v1
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de la Fuente Marcos & de la Fuente Marcos

2009, 2010).
Binary clusters may form after the gravita-

tional collapse of multiple massive and dense
gas clumps inside giant molecular clouds, with

collapsing clumps forming clusters of similar
ages and very close to each other (Piatti et al.

2010; Camargo et al. 2011, 2015b; Arnold et al.
2017; Mora et al. 2019; Darma et al. 2021).

However, like the individual embedded clusters
multiples also suffer with the infante mortality

(Lada & Lada 2003) and, thus, most end
up completely unbound or merge within a

few tens of Myr. On the other hand, oc-

casionally, a cluster pair may be formed by
tidal capture during a close encounter be-

tween two clusters tipically with different
ages (van den Bergh 1996; Oliveira et al. 2000;

de la Fuente Marcos & de la Fuente Marcos
2009).

During a close encounter the interacting clus-
ters loss angular momentum and orbital en-

ergy, carried away by escaping stars and tidal
interactions and, thus, they may become grav-

itationally bound together to form a binary
cluster pair that eventually merge to compose a

single cluster with two distinct stellar popula-
tions. The color-magnitude diagram (CMD) for

the merger product is a composite of the two

populations (Leon, Bergond & Vallenari 1999).
Alternatively, for high relative velocities, they

can just perform a fly-by or end up completely
disrupted. Also close encounters increase the

internal energy of each cluster leading to ra-
dial expansion and enhancing the fraction of

escaping stars. Such an event produces a ro-
tating merger remnant, which also increase

the mass-loss rate (Einsel & Spurzem 1999;
de la Fuente Marcos & de la Fuente Marcos

2010; Priyatikanto et al. 2016).It is expected

that the escaping low mass stars form

tidal streams tracing the clusters path.

While tidal streams from disrupted massive

globular clusters and dwarf galaxies are rel-
atively common in the galactic halo, tidal

streams from disrupted lower mass open clus-
ters in the galactic disk have been more

difficult to detect (Meingast & Alves 2019;
Röser, Schilbach & Goldman 2019; Barbá et al.

2019; Gagné et al. 2021; Jerabkova et al. 2021;
Kamdar, Conroy & Ting 2021).

In the following, is shown that open cluster
NGC 1605 is in fact two merging OCs (here-

after, NGC 1605a and NGC 1605b) with evi-
dence of tidal streams. Four prominent over-

densities were identified within the tidal streams

using the Gaia photometry (Gaia Collaboration
2021). The paper is organized as follows. In

Section 2, the methods and tools employed in
the clusters analyses are described. The Sec-

tion 3, presents the fundamental and structural
parameters derived. In Section 4, the results

are discussed. Finally, the Section 5 provides
the concluding remarks.

2. METHODS

The cluster pair analysis is based on the
2MASS and Gaia-EDR3 photometry and WISE

image. The 2MASS and Gaia color magnitude
diagrams (CMDs), built with photometry ex-

tracted in circular concentric regions centered
in the optimised coordinates, provide the clus-

ters basic parameters.

2.1. Field-stars decontamination

To uncover the cluster intrinsic CMDs it

is employed a field-stars decontamination pro-
cedure (Bonatto & Bica 2007; Camargo et al.

2015a,b) previously applied in the 2MASS

(Camargo et al. 2012; Camargo 2018), WISE
(Camargo et al. 2016), and Gaia (Minniti et al.

2021b) photometry. The FS decontamination
tool divides the CMDs of the cluster region and

of a comparison field into a 3D grid (a mag-
nitude and two colors), computing the density

of stars with compatible magnitude and colors
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Figure 1. Left panel : WISE multicolour image (10′ × 10′) of the cluster pair region. Middle panel :
schematic distribution of star in the 2MASS observed (gray) and decontaminated (black) photometry. Right
panels: Gaia-EDR3 photometry. Top - stellar surface-density σ(stars arcmin

−2) for the binary cluster pair
region. Bottom - the corresponding isopleth surfaces. Left - observed photometry. Right - decontaminated
photometry. ∆α′ = ∆(α cos(δ)). The isopleth surfaces show evidence of tidal streams around the cluster
pair.

in the correspondent cells, and then, statisti-

caly remove from the cluster CMD the expected
number of field stars in each cell. Large extrac-

tion areas are essential for a consistent field-star
decontamination. For NGC1605a and b a wide

external ring (50′ ≤ R ≤ 70′) centered in the
clusters coordinates were adopted as compari-

son field.

2.2. Fundamental parameters

The basic parameters are derived by fitting
PARSEC isochrones (Bressan et al. 2012) on

the FS decontaminated CMDs.
The fits are made by eye and consist in the

application of shifts in magnitude and color in
the isochrone from the zero distance modulus

and reddening until a satisfactory solution is
reached. The best fits are superimposed on de-

contaminated CMDs. The clusters’ parameters
were derived by using both 2MASS and Gaia

photometry independently.

2.3. Structural parameters

Structural parameters have been derived by
means of the radial density profiles (RDPs), de-

fined as the projected number of stars per area

around the cluster center. The RDPs of the OCs

are built by applying color-magnitude filters to
the Gaia EDR3 observed photometry. CM fil-

ters are used to exclude probable field stars,
however, those with colors similar to that of the

cluster’s stellar sequences remain. The CM fil-
ter enhances the contrast of the RDP relative

to the background level (Camargo et al. 2011;
Camargo 2018; Camargo & Minniti 2019). In

order to guarantee RDPs with enough spatial
resolution and moderate 1σ Poisson errors they

were built by counting stars in concentric rings -

the width of the rings grow with distance from
the center. The structural parameters are de-

rived by fitting a King function (King 1962).
The King profile describes an isothermal sphere

like bound stellar systems that reached a state
of equilibrium.

The profile is expressed as σ(R) = σbg +
σ0K

[1+( R

Rc
)2]
, where σbg is the stellar background

surface density, σ0K is the central density rel-

ative to the background level and Rc is the core
radius. The σbg is measured in the compari-

son field and kept fixed to minimize degrees of
freedom. The cluster radius (RRDP ) and uncer-

tainty can be estimated by considering the fluc-
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Figure 2. First column panels: 2MASS J×(J−H)
CMDs (R = 6′) centered in NGC 1605b. Top panel :
observed CMDs. Middle panel : equal-area com-
parison field used only to illustrate the local field.
Bottom panel : field-star decontaminated CMD fit-
ted with Padova isochrones of 600 Myr and 2 Gyr.
Second column panels: the same as the first col-
umn for the Gaia-EDR3 G×(BP − RP ) CMDs.
Third column of panels: Gaia-EDR3 G×(BP−RP )
CMDs. Top panel - decontaminated CMD centered
in NGC1605a (R = 6′). Middle panel - the same
as the top panel for R = 2′. Bottom panel - de-
contaminated CMD of NGC1605b (R = 2′). Note
that CMDs with extractions of R = 6′ show both
OCs while those with R = 2′ present the OCs in-
dividually. Colour-magnitude filters used to isolate
cluster stars are shown as shaded regions.

tuations of the RDPs with respect to the resid-
ual background and corresponds to the distance

from the cluster center where RDP and compar-
ison field become statistically indistinguishable.

3. RESULTS

NGC 1605 was previously considered as a 5
Gyr old OC located at a heliocentric distance of

1.1 kpc (Sujatha & Babu 2003). However, the
Gaia EDR3 and 2MASS decontaminated CMDs

of the cluster projected region show two distinct
stellar populations suggesting that NGC 1605

may be a composite of two clusters. The WISE

image (Fig. 1 - left panel) shows a sparse stellar
distribution with more than a visual overden-

sity, which can be more easely identified in the
observed and decontaminated photometry from

2MASS and Gaia-EDR3 (Fig. 1 - middle and
right panels).

Since that the RDP of the origi-
nal cluster present a dip at the center

(Barkhatova & Chentsov 1961) new central
coordinates were searched. Two main over-

densities were found and some other less
prominent, which also point to a cluster

pair with the minors stellar density peaks
beeing, possibly, a consequence of dynami-

cal interactions. The optimised coordinates

of NGC1605a and NGC1605b are shown in
Table 1. A cluster (FSR 694) was found

by Froebrich, Scholz & Raftery (2007) in the
NGC1605 projected area, but as the coordi-

nates do not match the classical name was
kept.

The best-fitting PARSEC isochrones in the
2MASS decontaminated J × (J −H) and Gaia

EDR3 G × (BP − RP ) CMDs independently
provide an age of 2 ± 0.2 Gyr for NGC 1605a

and 600± 100 Myr for NGC 1605b (Fig. 2). A
heliocentric distance of d⊙ = 2.6 ± 0.4 kpc was

derived for both, which agree with the value ob-
tained by Fang (1970). As the clusters centers

have a projected separation of only ∼ 1.8 pc,

the stellar content of both objects seems to be
mixed within the cluster pair area even for the

central region, as shown by their CMDs (Fig. 2).
The Gaia FS decontaminated photometry for

the clusters’ central regions present compact
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and very similar parallax distributions (Fig. 3).

In addition, the Gaia-EDR3 PM distributions
for the clusters’ inner regions also are very sim-

ilar and consistent with that of a typical open
cluster. Fig. 3 presents more compact PM dis-

tributions for stars in the clusters’ area than in
the comparison field, suggesting cohesive struc-

tures.
The Fig. 3 also shows the RDPs for the two

OCs. Structural parameters are displayed in
Table 1. Since the stellar contents of the merg-

ing clusters appear to be fully mixed, as shown
by the CMDs (Fig. 2), their RDPs present irreg-

ularities mostly due to the presence of the neigh-

bor in the profile of each one of them. The CM
filters cannot completely isolate the two stel-

lar populations, as they overlap in the CMD,
but for NGC 1605b it works better decreasing

significantly the Galactic stellar field contribu-
tion to the cluster RDP. It seems that the field

stars level in the NGC 1605b RDP represents
the Galactic field in the pair neighborhood. The

RDPs also show that the clusters stellar con-
tents are spread in a large area.

Additionally, the Fig. 1 provides the stellar
surface-density and the corresponding isopleth

surfaces for the Gaia EDR3 observed and decon-
taminated photometry, which point to a binary

cluster and support an ongoing merger event.

This figure shows clearly the presence of two
prominent stellar clumps that can still be iden-

tified individually, but in an advanced merger
stage. Since there are evidences of tidal debris

in the binary cluster pair vicinity (Fig. 1), the
isopleth surface and stellar surface-density for

a large region are shown in Fig. 4. It is evi-
dent the tidal debris distribution along the tidal

streams that trace the probable orbital paths of
the two clusters converging in the present posi-

tion of such objects. The analysis of the most
prominent overdensities inside the tidal streams

shows that at least some of them are populated
by stars consistent with those that make up the
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Figure 3. Top panels: parallax for the Gaia
EDR3 field-stars decontaminated photometry in
the central region of each cluster and for field stars
within a large area (50′ ≤ R ≤ 70′) in the cluster
pair’s neighborhood centered in NGC1605b. Mid-

dle panel : Gaia EDR3 PM distribution. The black
circles are the stars in the central region of each
cluster, while the brown circles represent the stars
in the same surrounding field of the top panels.
Bottom panel : radial density profile for NGC 1605a
and NGC 1605b built with EDR3 CM-filtered pho-
tometry. Brown horizontal shaded region: stellar
background level measured in the comparison field.
Gray region: 1σ King fit uncertainty.

binary cluster pair, mainly NGC1605b. The
Fig. 5 provides the Gaia EDR3 G× (BP −RP )

CMDs, the RDPs, the decontaminated par-
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Figure 4. Top panel: stellar density map for
the Gaia-EDR3 observed photometry centered in
the binary cluster. Middle panel: stellar surface-
density σ(stars arcmin−2) for the binary cluster
pair region. Bottom panel : stellar density map
showing details of the overdensities 1 and 2 with
the secondary looping path (green dots). These
features show clearly the orbital path of the merg-
ing clusters and the tidal debris within these tidal
streams. ∆α′ = ∆(α cos(δ)).

allax diagrams, and PM distribution for four

tidal debris overdensities. Since the Gaia par-
allax uncertainties may be underestimated by

up to ∼ 40% (Arenou et al. 2018) the decon-
taminated parallax diagrams were built using

stars with uncertainties lower than 0.5mas and
a more restrective decontamination procedure.

The best isochrone solutions for NGC1605a and
NGC1605b fit very well the two populations in-

side these overdensities indicating that the tidal
debris are possibly OCs located at the same he-

liocentric distance (∼ 2.6 kpc) as the merging
clusters, which may suggest a common origin.

The age derived for NGC1605b (600 Myr) was

adopted for the overdensities, but a significant
fraction of their stars are consistent with those

within NGC1605a indicating that the exchange
of stars probably also took place earlier.

The RDPs of these overdensities follow a King
law, which suggest that they may be bound

structures. Table 1 shows the structural param-
eters derived for these objects. The compact

PM distributions also point to gravitationally
bound structures (Fig. 5).

The analysis of the newly found overden-
sities is robust enough to classify them as

OCs. Following the star cluster catalog
(Camargo et al. 2015a, 2016; Camargo 2018;

Camargo & Minniti 2019) these tidal debris

OCs are also named Camargo 1010, 1011, 1012,
and 1013.

4. DISCUSSIONS

Given that NGC1605a and NGC1605b are

located at the same heliocentric distance and
in close projected proximity, it seems that they

form an old binary OC pair in the Galaxy.

These objects are too close to be just a pro-
jection effect. The large age difference between

the binary cluster members point to a forma-
tion by tidal capture during a close encounter

(van den Bergh 1996). In this sense, Galactic
multiple OCs with initial separations smaller

than ∼ 20 pc are likely to merge and those with
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Table 1. Derived parameters for OCs in the
present study.

Cluster α(2000) δ(2000) σ0K Rcore RRDP

(hm s) (◦ ′ ′′) (∗ ′−2) (′) (′)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

NGC 1605a 4:34:53.0 45:17:45.0 5.04± 0.2 1.52± 0.2 10.0± 3.0

NGC 1605b 4:35:04.0 45:15:57.0 16.3± 1.9 0.55± 0.1 11.3± 2.3

Ovd 1 4:34:10.9 45:25:54.3 3.97± 0.1 0.75± 0.1 5.0± 51.0

Ovd 2 4:34:13.3 45:15:39.5 8.05± 1.6 0.72± 0.1 6.0± 2.0

Ovd 3 4:34:29.0 45:11:35.7 2.81± 0.3 1.51± 0.2 6.7± 2.0

Ovd 4 4:35:26.0 45:02:42.2 4.82± 1.3 0.72± 0.2 7.0± 1.5

wider separations probably evolve to physically

unrelated clusters - both taking place in less
than 100 Myr (Portegies Zwart & Rusli 2007;

de la Fuente Marcos & de la Fuente Marcos
2010). The fact that the two stellar popula-

tions are mixed, even in the central region of
each OC and that both parallax and PM distri-

butions are compact and very similar point to
an ongoing merger event. Although some dis-

persion is expected for star clusters under tidal

disruption, compact stellar distributions in the
parallax and PM diagrams are a characteristic

of bound structures. The similarity suggests
that these objects share the same kinematics.

The Gaia observed and decontaminated stel-
lar surface-density/contour maps (Fig. 1) show

clearly a common structure with two peaks in-
dicating an ongoing merger of a binary cluster.

During the close encounter, NGC1605a and
NGC1605b apparently described looping orbits

around each other that are traced by tidal de-
bris deposited along of tidal streams. The

Fig. 4 shows the streams and tidal debris in
an unprecedent way. The binary OC is lo-

cated within the Perseus arm close to the Galac-

tic disk midplane and, thus, suffer with addi-
tional tidal friction from these Galactic features.

Tidal stripping of stars from star clusters has
long been expected, including clumps forma-

tion (Kupper et al. 2008), but the present re-
sults suggest that stellar groups can be pulled

out from the tidal interacting clusters by drag

forces during the close encounter and that some

of them may remain gravitationally bound. The
structure of these tidal features follows a King

profile (Sect. 2) and are kinematically coherent.
In addition, the CMDs of the overdensities show

stellar populations consistent with those of the
two merging clusters suggesting that these stel-

lar debris structures may be fragments of the
clusters possibly pulled out by a combination of

tidal interaction between the clusters and tidal
friction from the Perseus spiral arm and the

Galactic disk. Alternatively, evaporated stars
could have been coalesced together within the

streams forming stellar groups, some of them

gravitationally bound. There are evidences
that the epicyclic motion of escaping stars from

star clusters may lead to overdensities forma-
tion within the tidal streams, but close en-

counters with Galactic features like molecular
clouds or other star clusters also affect the

properties of the tidal debris (Kupper et al.
2008; Jerabkova et al. 2021). These overdensi-

ties could be unrelated OCs, but it is unlikely
that they present similar stellar content and fol-

low the binary cluster path by chance.
The Fig. 1 shows that the merging clusters

have an elongated shape, mostly NGC1605b,
which is consistent with tidal tails, but it also

can be a new substructure. In the Gaia pho-

tometry (right panels) this feature can be seen
as a third minor clump. Tidal tails have been

discovered around globular clusters, but such
features around OCs are rare (Minniti et al.

2018; Röser, Schilbach & Goldman 2019;
Piatti & Carballo-Bello 2020; Piatti et al.

2021), which probably reflects the difficulty
in detecting faint structures within crowding

environments.
The RDPs of the binary cluster members and

of the four overdensities present a stellar excess
in their outskirts. It is primarily due to the pres-

ence of the other clusters in the neighbourhood,
but, in part, it also can be interpreted as ongo-
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Figure 5. First row panels: Gaia-EDR3 decontaminated CMDs fitted with the same Padova isochrones
of Fig. 2. CM filters used to isolate clusters stars are shown as shaded regions. Second row panels: RDPs
built after applying CM filters that select the clusters sequences fitted by the isochrones. Third row panels:
Gaia-EDR3 decontaminated parallax diagram. The black circles are the stars in the central region of each
cluster and the red circles are the NGC1605b parallax distribution shown in Fig. 3. Fourth row panels:
Gaia-EDR3 PM distributions. The black circles are the stars in the central region of each cluster, while
the brown circles represent the stars in the surrounding field (50′ ≤ R ≤ 70′) and the red circles are the
NGC1605b PM distribution shown in Fig. 3.
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ing dissolution process, in the sense that while

the cluster is dissolving stars move out towards
the field. Dynamical interactions between star

clusters during close encounters increase the in-
ternal energy of each cluster at the expense of

an orbital kinetic energy reduction. As a con-
sequence of the internal heating by dynamical

friction, the clusters’ radii increase, while the
angular momentum, orbital velocity, and the

cluster separation decrease resulting in merger
(Priyatikanto et al. 2016). There are evidences

that in clusters’ close encounters the less mas-
sive (or dense) component may be completely

disrupted, with most of its stars forming a

halo around the massive cluster (Oliveira et al.
2000).

Star clusters under tidal stress often have an
elongated shape (Chen et al. 2004), which may

favor their fragmentation during a close en-
counter. It seems to be the case of NGC1605a

and b that even before the mutual encounter
probably already had a structure dynamically

heated, since they are submitted to the strong
Galactic tidal field. Due to their shallow grav-

itational potential OCs are vulnerable against
external tidal perturbations and an addi-

tional high-energy close encounter may provides
enough energy to overcome their binding energy.

In addition, the merger of a cluster pair can re-

sult in a fast rotating object (Priyatikanto et al.
2016), which increase the mass loss rate

(de la Fuente Marcos & de la Fuente Marcos
2010; Martinez-Medina et al. 2020;

Darma et al. 2021). As aformentioned, Figs.
1 and 4 show the tidal debris that trace the

orbits followed by the two merging clusters
(Leon, Bergond & Vallenari 1999; Tang et al.

2019; Jerabkova et al. 2021). It seems that a
previous encounter occurred in the past, prob-

ably in the tidal streams crossing shown in the
Fig. 4 upper and middle panels, (∆α′,∆δ) =

(−8, 5). Priyatikanto et al. (2016) argue that

before a merger takes place, the two OCs typi-

cally experience at least one close encounter.
The Fig. 4, bottom panel, shows the over-

densities 1 and 2. The tidal debris distribu-
tion around these two merger relics are consis-

tent with the disruption of rotating structures
(Peñarrubia et al. 2009; Jerabkova et al. 2021).

There are secondary streams around these over-
densities that suggest looping orbits of tidal

substructures possibly stripped from them. It’s
easy to accept that an elongated and fast ro-

tating OC tends to lose stars preferentially at
its ends with the stripped stars drawing loop-

ing orbits around the cluster. For a high-energy

close encounter the possibility of fragmentation
of such elongated OCs, already weakened by the

Galactic tidal effects, cannot be ruled out. A
future simulation could provides clues on the

merger process that leaded up to the complex
scenario shown in Fig. 4.

A stellar bridge connecting NGC1605a and
NGC1605b (Fig. 1- middle panel) suggests a

possible mass transfer (Dieball & Grebel 1998).
This feature may explain the significant fraction

of stars from NGC1605b in the FS decontami-
nated CMD of the central region of NGC1605a,

in addition to possible previous encounters.
It is commonly accepted that merging events

lead to the formation of massive clusters, how-

ever, it is interesting to speculate that such
processes, at least when they result from close

encounters, can break down massive OCs into
multiple low-mass objects by tidal stripping,

some of them eventually result bound. These
features are potentially interesting for future

simulations, as they can be completely dis-
solved in the Galactic field due to tidal heating

(Pang et al. 2021), also may result in a clus-
ter aggregate/moving group (Dalessandro et al.

2021), or disperse as bound structures follow-
ing their own orbits in the Galaxy. Recently,

Coronado et al. (2021) identified several OCs
sharing the same orbit.
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5. CONCLUDING REMARKS

This paper reports the identification of an old
binary OC pair in the Milky Way. The binary

cluster members are NGC1605a with 2 ± 0.2
Gyr and NGC1605b with 600 ± 100 Myr, both

located at the same distance from the Sun of
d⊙ = 2.6±0.4 kpc and with a projected separa-

tion of only∼ 1.8 pc between their central cores.

These parameters suggest a physical connection
and the age difference point to a formation by

tidal capture during a close encounter. The
2MASS and Gaia-EDR3 field-stars decontam-

inated CMDs of these objects show two distint
populations that are mixed within a large area

around the binary cluster including the central
region of each one, which suggest an ongoing

merger event. The compact and very similar
parallax and PM distributions also are consis-

tent with an ongoing merger of a binary cluster
pair.

The merging clusters are followed by tidal
streams that appear to draw their recent or-

bital path. These tidal streams are populated

by several stellar overdensities, four of them re-
sult in OCs - Camargo 1010, 1011, 1012, and

1013. These tidal structures are populated by
stars consistent with those in the merging clus-

ters with the adopted isochrone solutions for
NGC1605a and NGC1605b fitting very well the

two stellar populations within these overdensi-
ties. These new findings are distributed along

of the stream that seems to be the NGC1605b
orbit and, thus, the age of 600 Myr was adopted

for them. The heliocentric distance derived for
these newly found OCs is the same of the bi-

nary cluster. Also, these overdensities share the
same PM distribution as the merging clusters.

This study suggests that during a close en-

counter of two OCs, in addition to the evap-
oration of individual stars from these clusters,

stellar groups can be pulled out of them by tidal
effects, forming tidal debris distributed along of

tidal streams and, surprisingly, some of them

may survive as bound stellar systems.
From the theoretical viewpoint, this binary

cluster may be an important seed on developing
and validate more realistic simulations for tidal

interacting stellar systems.
Close encounters between star clusters are

rare, obviously the subsequent formation of bi-
nary clusters is even rarer, and the evolution

to a merger event is extremely unlikely, which
makes the present discovery extremely impor-

tant. NGC1605a and NGC1605b become the
first old binary OC known in the Galaxy and, if

that was not enough, they appear to be under-

going a merger during a close encounter, leaving
streams populated by bound substructures. In

addition, the new finding alleviates the scarcity
of binary cluster pairs in our home Galaxy when

compared to the Magellanic Clouds.
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