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No evidence for accretion around the intermediate-mass black hole in Omega Centauri
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ABSTRACT

For over a decade, both theoretical predictions and observational studies have suggested that w Cen-
tauri (w Cen), the most massive Milky Way globular cluster, might harbor an intermediate-mass black
hole (IMBH). Recently, identification of fast-moving stars in the core of w Cen provided the strongest
evidence to date for the presence of such an IMBH. One of the key questions in the study of IMBHs
is their accretion efficiency, which determines their radio and X-ray signatures. We investigate the
accretion signature of the IMBH in w Cen with ultra-deep radio continuum observations of the central
region of the cluster. Using approximately 170 hours of Australia Telescope Compact Array observa-
tions, we achieve a root mean square noise of 1.1 uJy at 7.25 GHz, making this the most sensitive
radio image of the cluster to date. We detect no radio emission at any of the proposed centers of the
cluster, imposing stringent constraints on the presence of an accreting IMBH in w Cen. Considering
the fundamental plane of black hole activity, our findings indicate that the accretion efficiency around
the black hole is exceptionally low (with a conservative 3-o upper limit of € < 4 x 1073).
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1. INTRODUCTION

Over five decades of X-ray observations (Giacconi
et al. 1962; Remillard & McClintock 2006), together
with the past decade of gravitational wave detections
(Abbott et al. 2016; The LIGO Scientific Collaboration
et al. 2025), have led to the identification of a popula-
tion of stellar-mass black holes (sMBHs, < 200 Mg;
e.g., Fryer 1999; Mirabel et al. 2001) to complement
the well-established population of supermassive black
holes (SMBHs, > 10° My; e.g., Kormendy & Rich-
stone 1995; Kormendy & Ho 2013). By contrast, we
have comparatively little observational evidence (e.g.,
Baldassare et al. 2015; Nguyen et al. 2019) for a pop-
ulation of intermediate-mass black holes (IMBHs, with
masses between ~ 200 and 10°> M), which are the miss-
ing link in our understanding of black hole evolution.
IMBHSs observed today offer critical insights into the ori-
gin and early growth channels of SMBHs (Volonteri &
Perna 2005; Kormendy & Ho 2013; Banados et al. 2018;
Greene et al. 2020).

IMBHs may form through repeated mergers in dense
star clusters, as shown in the simulations by Portegies
Zwart & McMillan (2002); Rantala et al. (2024, 2025)

or via direct gas collapse (Lodato & Natarajan 2006;
Begelman et al. 2008; Alexander & Natarajan 2014; Ro-
driguez et al. 2019; Natarajan 2021). Another possible
formation channel is the collapse of population III stars
into black holes (> 100Mg,), followed by mergers leading
to an IMBH (Haiman & Loeb 1998; Miller & Hamilton
2002; Bromm & Larson 2004; Wyithe & Loeb 2005).
However, even after decades of searching, the forma-
tion and presence of IMBHs still remain elusive due to
the paucity of observational evidence (e.g., Greene et al.
2020).

Dynamical studies and accretion models suggest that
globular clusters (GCs) and dwarf galaxies are promis-
ing sites for IMBH searches, particularly given the de-
tection of candidate IMBHs (or perhaps light SMBHs)
as some dwarf galaxies’ central black holes (10°My, < M
< 1010 Mg, Seth et al. 2014; Miller et al. 2015; Nguyen
et al. 2019). Another effective technique for sensing
the presence of IMBHs is through a dynamic analysis
of the stars residing in the centers of GCs. If a cen-
tral IMBH is present, it will leave a distinct signature
on the line-of-sight velocities and proper motions of the
surrounding central stars (Gerssen et al. 2002, 2003).
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However, these signatures could also indicate a popu-
lation of mass-segregated stellar-mass compact objects
(Smith et al. 2024; Banares-Herndndez et al. 2025). Ad-
ditionally, detecting IMBHs using dynamical analyses is
challenging as the sphere of influence of an IMBH could
be small and, therefore, would have only a limited num-
ber of stars (e.g., van der Marel & Anderson 2010).

Another method to search for evidence of IMBHs is
through their accretion signatures, which generate X-
ray and radio emission. X-ray emission arises from the
accretion flow, while synchrotron radiation often arises
from jets, producing radio continuum emission. In GCs,
the winds of evolved stars continuously supply gas to
the intracluster medium, and even minimal accretion
by an IMBH could generate significant X-ray luminos-
ity (Pooley & Rappaport 2006). Our best tool for in-
terpreting X-ray and radio emission from a black hole
is the fundamental plane of black hole activity. This
phenomenological correlation links X-ray and radio lu-
minosities with the accreting black hole’s mass (Merloni
et al. 2003; Falcke et al. 2004). If the assumptions under-
lying the fundamental plane hold for a given system, the
observed X-ray and radio luminosities can be used to es-
timate the black hole mass (e.g. Maccarone et al. 2005;
Lu & Kong 2011; Tremou et al. 2018; Paduano et al.
2024). However, this correlation exhibits an intrinsic
scatter with a standard deviation in the mass dimension
of approximately 1 dex (Giiltekin et al. 2019).

Over the past decade, numerous studies have investi-
gated the presence of an IMBH at the center of w Cen
(NGC 5139), with proposed masses spanning a wide
range—from as low as 1200 M® (e.g., Anderson & van
der Marel 2010) to recent strong evidence suggesting
a mass between 39,000 and 47,000 M® (H&berle et al.
2024a). w Cen is in some ways a unique cluster as its
observational properties suggest a complex evolutionary
history, straddling the line between the tidally stripped
nuclear star cluster of a dwarf galaxy and a globular
cluster (e.g., Hilker & Richtler 2000; Bekki & Freeman
2003). Tt is the brightest and most massive (3.5x 105 M;
Baumgardt & Hilker 2018) star cluster in the Milky Way
with a broad metallicity distribution and multiple stel-
lar populations (Freeman & Rodgers 1975; Frinchaboy
et al. 2002; Milone et al. 2017). Because of these prop-
erties w Cen has been often suggested to be the rem-
nant nucleus of an accreted dwarf galaxy (e.g., Bekki &
Freeman 2003; Tsuchiya et al. 2003). Numerical simu-
lations showed that the merger of the w Cen progenitor
with the Milky Way would result in stripping away the
outer layers and leaving the orbitally bound nucleus,
which is consistent with observations (Bekki & Freeman
2003). Furthermore, the relatively low distance of w Cen

(5494 £ 61 pc; Héberle et al. 2025) makes it an effective
target for IMBH searches. There have been several dy-
namical studies hinting at evidence of a putative IMBH
in w Cen (Noyola et al. 2008a,b; van der Marel & An-
derson 2010; Anderson & van der Marel 2010; Noyola
et al. 2010; Noyola 2010; Baumgardt 2017; Pechetti et al.
2024; Héberle et al. 2024a). While w Cen has been the
target of a deep X-ray survey using the Chandra X-ray
observatory, no central source consistent with an IMBH
has yet been identified (Henleywillis et al. 2018; Su et al.
2022). Similar IMBH searches in the radio (Lu & Kong
2011; Tremou et al. 2018) and infrared (Chen et al. 2025)
bands have found no evidence of jets from an accreting
central black hole, and N-body simulations (Baumgardt
et al. 2019; Banares-Herndndez et al. 2025) have debated
the claims regarding the presence of an IMBH.

In this work, we conduct the deepest ever radio study
of w Cen and its center, to search for the radio signa-
ture of an accreting IMBH. In Section 2, we provide the
details of the data and describe the processing, in Sec-
tion 3 we present our main results, and in Section 4 we
discuss the interpretation of our findings in the context
of the presence of an IMBH in w Cen.

2. OBSERVATION AND DATA REDUCTION
2.1. ATCA 202/ data

We observed w Cen with the Australia Telescope Com-
pact Array (ATCA, Wilson et al. 2011) in 2024 under
project code CX556. Throughout these observations,
the array was in 6A and 6C configurations. The ex-
tended 6km array configuration was selected to max-
imise the spatial resolutions of radio images. Table
1 provides detailed information on our observations of
w Cen.

Our observations were carried out in two wide inter-
mediate frequency bands (IFs): one centered at 5.5 GHz
and the other centered at 9.0 GHz (each IF with a band-
width of 2048 1MHz channels). PKS 1934—638 was
used as the primary calibrator for bandpass and flux cal-
ibration. PKS 1315—46 was used as the secondary cal-
ibrator for phase and amplitude calibration. Addition-
ally, we observed PKS 0823—500 as a backup primary
calibrator. During the observations, PKS 0823—500 was
initially observed for approximately 10-15 minutes after
the telescope setup. Following this, we alternated be-
tween observing the source and the secondary calibra-
tor, allowing 15 minutes for the source and 2 minutes for
the calibrator. During poor weather conditions, the ob-
servation time for the source was reduced to 10 minutes
in each cycle. Most of the observations ended with ob-
serving the primary calibrator PKS 1934—638 for 10—
15 minutes.



2.2. ATCA archival data

w Cen was targeted at least twice previously with
sensitive, high-frequency observations, under projects
C2158 (Lu & Kong 2011) and C2877 (Tudor et al.
2022). All other archival observations were either in
lower-frequency bands focusing on pulsar searches or
were from prior to the bandwidth upgrade (Wilson et al.
2011), when the telescope was far less sensitive (Mac-
carone et al. 2005). The first project was carried out
before the installation of new 4 cm receivers on ATCA
making the former observations (C2158; 18.3hours on
source) less sensitive than the remaining data. The lat-
ter project (C2877) includes post-upgrade data amount-
ing to 11.8hours on source. Both studies carried out
observations in the 6 km configurations, and observed
the source PKS 1934—638 as the primary calibrator and
PKS 1320—446 as the secondary calibrator. The root
mean square (rms) noise reported in previous studies
was 6.5 puJy beam~! (6.8 GHz) in Lu & Kong (2011)
and 2.9 uJy beam™! (7.25 GHz) in Tudor et al. (2022)
for the stacked 5.5- and 9.0-GHz data. Both studies con-
cluded that no radio emission was detected at or near the
center (van der Marel & Anderson 2010) of w Cen above
their observed sensitivity limit.

2.3. Data processing

We processed all data using the software MIRIAD
(Sault et al. 1995), following the standard procedures
for flagging and calibration'. After conducting band-
pass, flux density and time-varying gain calibrations, the
visibilities were imported into the Common Astronomy
Software Application (CASA 5.6; CASA Team et al.
2022)? for imaging. We used the tclean task to gener-
ate images and apply Briggs weighting with robustness
of 1.0 to balance image sensitivity and resolution. While
imaging, we used Multi-Term Multi-Frequency Synthe-
sis (mtmfs) and mvc spectral modes along with two Tay-
lor terms (nterms=2). We used a cell size of 0.15” and
an image size of 5760 pixels for imaging the 5.5 and 9.0
GHz bands. The synthesized beams in the 5.5 and 9.0
GHz stacked images of 172hours are 2.9” x 1.7”, and
1.8” x 1.1”, respectively. The stacked image of these
two frequencies has an apparent central frequency of
7.25 GHz, which we imaged with a cell size of 0.15"” and
an image size of 6912 pixels. The synthesized beam in
the stacked image of 7.25 GHz is 2.1"” x 1.3".

L https://www.atnf.csiro.au/computing /software/miriad /
userguide/

2 https://casaguides.nrao.edu/index.php/CASA_Guides: ATCA_
Advanced_Continuum_Polarization_Tutorial NGC612-CASA4.7

Table 1. The ATCA observations of Omega Cen.

Project Date Start time Time on Source
(UTC) (hr)
CX556 2024-12-27 13:29 7.89
2024-12-26 13:35 8.90
2024-12-23 14:17 9.01
2024-09-29 03:00 5.02
2024-09-28 02:00 5.99
2024-09-25 20:49 5.05
2024-09-15 21:26 9.99
2024-09-04 04:00 4.65
2024-09-01 02:04 5.99
2024-08-31 02:03 5.08
2024-08-30 22:15 4.25
2024-08-29 05:02 5.10
2024-03-24 09:01 9.82
2024-03-06 09:50 9.99
2024-03-05 10:19 9.89
2024-03-02 10:21 9.89
2024-02-29 19:54 1.48
2024-02-28 10:01 9.89
2024-02-23 10:57 9.82
2024-02-14 12:29 9.39
C2877 2015-01-09 14:04 7.04
2014-12-06 19:16 1.91
2014-12-04 15:22 2.84
C2158 2010-01-23 01:14 7.61
2010-01-22 12:31 10.70

NoTE—C2158 observations were carried out prior to the
installation of new receivers on ATCA.

3. RESULTS

By combining all the available ATCA data, we pro-
duced deep radio images of the cluster at both 5.5 and
9.0 GHz, reaching noise rms values of 1.7 pJy beam™*
and 1.4 puJy beam™!, respectively. We also combined
the data across the frequencies, making the deepest ra-
dio image of w Cen with a noise rms of 1.1 xJy beam™!
at an apparent frequency of 7.25 GHz (Fig. 1).

The rms values reported here are measured near the
phase center. In ideal experiments, it is expected that
rms would decrease as the inverse square-root of ac-
cumulated exposure time. However, performing step-
stacking, we found that in these observations, the rms
noise scaled with exposure time with power law indices

of —0.38 (5.5 GHz) and —0.46 (9.0 GHz).

3.1. Radio emission constraints in the Core
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Given the complexity of w Cen, there have been sev-
eral estimates for the exact position of the cluster center.
In this work, we explore the presence of radio emission
close to the three recently-proposed center locations, de-
rived by Pechetti et al. (2024) and Héberle et al. (2024a),
through analyses that build upon and extend earlier
studies by Noyola et al. (2008a); Anderson & van der
Marel (2010); Noyola (2010). Pechetti et al. (2024) anal-
ysed w Cen using high-resolution MUSE spectroscopy,
extracting velocities for 28,108 stars. They discovered a
counter-rotating core within the inner ~20 arcsec. They
derived the kinematic center from the counter-rotating
core’s rotation axis via kinemetry analysis (Krajnovié
et al. 2006), and the dispersion center from the peak
in the central velocity dispersion profile. The centers
are offset by ~10 arcsec, suggesting complex core dy-
namics and possibly indicating a wandering or off-center
IMBH. Using HST data, Héberle et al. (2024a) identi-
fied an IMBH in w Cen through the detection of seven
fast-moving stars with velocities exceeding the cluster’s
escape velocity (Vesc = 62 km S_l). The IMBH location
that they derived was based on proper motion analysis
from 20 years of HST observations covering 1.4 million
stars (Haberle et al. 2024b), which is roughly between
the two proposed centers by (Pechetti et al. 2024) and
could be the center of the cluster. These center positions
are listed in Table 2.

We did not detect radio sources at any of these loca-
tions, with a 30 upper limit of S, jim = 3.3 uJy beam~!
within the reported uncertainties of any of the proposed
photometric centers listed in Table 2. Furthermore, our
reported 30 upper limit is measured from a circular re-
gion with a ~20” radius within the cluster core, which
is free from any bright sources. The closest 5-sigma
unidentified source is ~13" away from the Center B. The
deepest view of the core of w Cen based on our 7.25 GHz
image is shown in Figure 1 (left), with the proposed clus-
ter center locations (right). This non-detection places
stringent constraints on the presence of a central radio-
emitting source, limiting potential accretion signatures
from an IMBH in the cluster core.

4. ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION

We report on radio non-detections from the center of
w Cen, in an ultra-deep (172hours) radio continuum
image. The flux density upper limit from the deep-
est stacked image corresponds to a radio luminosity of
Ly < 6.55 x 10% ergs™! at the kinematic distance of
w Cen (d = 5494 + 61 pc; Héberle et al. 2025). The
luminosity was derived using

Ly = 47d*S, v, (1)

Table 2. The most recent photometric centers and their
uncertainties in arcsec from the literature.

RA(J2000)  DEC(J2000)
(hr:min:sec) (") " ()
A 13:26:47.31 (1.5)  -47:28:51.40 (5)

B 13:26:46.86 (1.5) -47:28:42.50 (1.5)
C 13:26:47.30 (0.6) -47:28:46.03 (0.4)

Center

NOTE—w Cen center coordinates labeled as A and B are
estimated locations based on kinemetry and velocity
dispersion, respectively (Pechetti et al. 2024). Center C is
the proposed IMBH location by Héberle et al. (2024a)
based on acceleration measurements. We detect no
significant radio sources at any of these locations.

where S, is the upper limit on the flux density, d is the
source distance, and v is the observing frequency. We
adopted a 30,ms upper limit from the stacked image,
corresponding to S, 1im = 3.3 puJy at v = 5.5 GHz. Our
findings suggest that either the inferred IMBH at the
center of w Cen must be residing in a low-density en-
vironment or that the accretion process from the intra-
cluster medium is extremely inefficient. The interferom-
eter spatially filters out diffuse Galactic emission. The
field is not crowded, and no compact sources are de-
tected within the synthesised beam around the target
central position in either the individual or stacked im-
ages in both frequency bands. In the following sections,
we discuss these implications.

4.1. Constraints accretion efficiency from the
fundamental plane

The fundamental plane equation with black hole mass
as a dependent variable (e.g., Miller-Jones et al. 2012;
Paduano et al. 2024) is expressed as log Mpy = (1.638+
0.070)log Lr — (1.136 £ 0.077) log Lx — (6.863 + 0.790),
where Mgy is the mass of the black hole, Lgr is ra-
dio luminosity and Lx is X-ray luminosity. Although,
following Strader et al. (2012); Tremou et al. (2018);
Paduano et al. (2024), we can assume that the ac-
cretion rate is a fraction F = 3% of the Bondi rate
(Bondi 1952; Pellegrini 2005) and that the efficiency
scales with mass accretion rate below 2 % of Eddington,
to eliminate Lx in favor of Mgy and the intracluster
gas density. The radio luminosity can be expressed as
log Lr = log(4nv) + 2logd + log S, where d is the dis-
tance, v is the observed frequency, and S, is the flux
density. We assume that the X-ray luminosity can be
derived from the standard equation Lx = eM c?, where
M is the mass accretion rate, ¢ is the speed of light,
and € is the accretion efficiency. The X-ray component
can then be expressed as log Lx = 3log Mgy + log A
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Figure 1. The image on the left shows the core region of w Cen (white circle). The zoomed-in region in the right image is
indicated by the cyan box. The right image shows the recent centers proposed by Pechetti et al. (2024) (yellow) and Héberle

et al. (2024a) (white) for w Cen (Table 2).

which gives the following form of the fundamental plane
equation (Paduano 2023):

log Mpg = 0.371log(4mv) + 0.74logd
+0.37log S, — 0.257log A — 1.53,  (2)

where A (ergs™1!) is a scaling factor that sets the propor-
tionality between black hole mass and X-ray luminosity.
More detailed information can be found in the cited ref-
erences.

This scaling factor can be expressed as

7TK203G3M%UT

A =0.125(ep’F?
(ep”F7) e

: 3)

where € is the accretion efficiency p is the gas density
and F' is the fraction of the Bondi rate at which accretion
proceeds, which as stated above we took to be 0.03.
The remaining quantities are physical constants: K is
a dimensionless adiabatic constant determined by the
thermodynamic regime (i.e., K = e3/2 for isothermal
gas, K = 1 for adiabatic gas), G is the gravitational
constant, My is the solar mass, o is the Thomson cross-
section, and m,, is the proton mass. The sound speed c,

~kgT
pmy

(v = 1 for isothermal and v = 5/3 for adiabatic gas),
kp is Boltzmann’s constant, T is the gas temperature,
and p is the mean molecular weight.

is given by c¢s = , where 7 is the adiabatic index

High-precision HST proper-motion measurements of
fast-moving stars within the inner 10” region of w Cen-
were compared with state-of-the-art N-body simulations
for various IMBH masses. The mass estimations depend
on the adopted dynamical model. The velocity mea-
surements alone provide a firm lower limit of 8200 M,
while models incorporating the full velocity distribu-
tion favours a central IMBH with a mass in the range
39000 — 47000 My, (Haberle et al. 2024a). Using this
most robust mass estimate together with our deepest
radio upper limit, we can refine our understanding of
the accretion efficiency of the IMBH in w Cen.

Using Equations 2 and 3, we can estimate the accre-
tion efficiency, assuming that the ambient gas density
in w Cen is similar to that measured in other globular
clusters. The gas density is defined as p = num g, where
n is the gas number density and p is the mean molecu-
lar weight, consistent with the sound speed. Following
Strader et al. (2012), we assume n = 0.2 £ 0.1cm ™3,
based on the estimated free electron density derived us-
ing pulsars in other globular clusters (Anderson 1992;
Freire et al. 2001; Zhang et al. 2025). With these con-
siderations, given the estimated mass of the black hole,
our radio upper-limit yields 99% upper limits on the
accretion efficiency of € < 8 x 107 (adiabatic) and
€ <9 x 1077 (isothermal) assuming the Bondi fraction
F = 0.03. Conservatively, accounting for the scatter in
the fundamental plane (e.g., Giiltekin et al. 2019) in-
creases these upper limits to 4 x 1072 and 5 x 107 for



6

the adiabatic and isothermal cases, respectively. These
results provide the deepest constraints to date on the ac-
cretion efficiency of an IMBH. For comparison, previous
studies have reported accretion efficiency constraints for
a stellar-mass black hole in NGC 3201 as € < 1.5 x 1075
(for system ACS ID #21859; Paduano et al. 2022), for
Gaia BH1 as € < 1076 — 107?, and for Gaia BH2 as
€ <107* — 1073 (Rodriguez et al. 2024).

The ratio of radio luminosity to Eddington luminos-
ity, Lr/Lgaq, provides a scale-independent approach
to assess black hole activity. Using the upper limits
of radio luminosity (Lr < 6.55 x 10*¢ ergs™—!) derived
from our data along with the black hole mass limits
39000 — 47000 M, gives Lr/Lgqqa < (1.3 —1.1) x 10716,
Yang & Yang (2023) studied radio and X-ray emissions
from a sample of black holes, which also included the
largest sample of IMBH candidates. They have reported
that only a small fraction (~ 0.6% ) of their IMBH
candidate-hosted galaxies are active in radio, suggest-
ing a long quiescent phase in the evolution of IMBHs.
Comparatively, two of the low accreting IMBHs from
Yang & Yang (2023), namely, NGC 4394 (Nyland et al.
2012; Davis et al. 2020) and NGC 404 (Ho & Ulvestad
2001; Wrobel & Ho 2006), have Lr/Lgqq < 10710—107°
(Yang & Yang 2023). This comparison indicates a sim-
ilar possibility of environmental effects on accretion in
w Cen cluster core. Recent simulations show that IMBH
accretion rates depend strongly on the cluster environ-
ment, evolutionary timescale, gas supply, and growth of
the putative IMBH (Rizzuto et al. 2023; Partmann et al.
2025; Weinberger et al. 2025).

The expected mean-squared displacement of an IMBH
within the cluster can be expressed as (z2) =
2 My 2
9 (MBH) e
the cluster core, Mpy is the IMBH mass, and r. is the
core radius (Chatterjee et al. 2002). Adopting a con-
servative estimate of m, = 1My, due to core depletion
from mass segregation in w Cen, we find an expected
displacement range of 0.38"” — 0.34” for the mass range
of 39000 — 47000 M, from Hiberle et al. (2024a), which
is approximately 0.2% of the core radius (160”; Baum-
gardt & Hilker 2018).

where m, is the average stellar mass in

5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

The debate surrounding the potential existence of an
IMBH in w Cen has persisted for over a decade, sup-
ported by theoretical predictions and observational ev-
idence. The recent study of Héberle et al. (2024a) re-
solved this debate, using fast-moving stars at the center
of w Cen to verify the presence of an IMBH, with an es-
timated mass of 39,000-47,000M. By including radio
observations, which are sensitive to emission that may
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arise from accretion processes associated with a central
black hole, we can probe the accretion efficiency of this
IMBH.

We present the most sensitive radio observations
of w Cen to date, achieving an RMS noise of
1.1 pJy beam~! at 7.25 GHz and a 3¢ upper limit on
the radio luminosity of Ly < 6.55 x 10%¢ ergs™!. On
combining this radio limit with the stringent mass esti-
mate of 39000 — 47000 M, from Héberle et al. (2024a),
it suggests that the IMBH in w must be accreting at
an exceptionally low rate, with a conservative 30 upper
limit of € < 4 x 1076, Alternatively, the absence of de-
tectable emission may imply that the gas density is too
low to produce accretion.

Future facilities such as the Square Kilometre Ar-
ray (SKA)? or the next-generation Very Large Array
(ngVLA)* could provide even deeper constraints on the
nature of an IMBH in w Cen; for example, to reach our
sensitivity level using the SKA-mid AA4 array config-
uration with Briggs weighting would only require ~15
minutes of observation time.

Beyond searching for the accretion signature of an
IMBH, our deep radio image will allow us to produce
a catalogue of all radio sources within the half-light ra-
dius of w Cen, which can be cross-matched with deep
images from other wavelengths (e.g., Henleywillis et al.
2018). We plan to analyse all detected radio sources in
the cluster in a future work.
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