2512.19787v1 [astro-ph.GA] 22 Dec 2025

arXiv

J KAS http://jkas.kas.org

Journal of the Korean Astronomical Society eISSN: 2288-890X - pISSN: 1225-4614

K-DRIFT Science Theme:
llluminating the Next Era of Galaxy Cluster Science

Jaewon Yoox (92, Kyungwon Chunx (2!, Jongwan Ko (23, Jihye Shin (93,

Cristiano G. Sabiu (0%, Jaehyun Lee (23, Kwang-il Seon (2!, Jae-Woo Kim (0!,

Jinsu Rhee (1'%, Sungryong Hong (©)!, Woowon Byun (©)!, Hyowon Kim (27,

Sang-Hyun Chun (!, Hong Soo Park (©)!*, Yongmin Yoon (9%, and Jeehye Shin (0!}

'Korea Astronomy and Space Science Institute, Daejeon 34055, Republic of Korea

2Quantum Universe Center, Korea Institute for Advanced Study, Seoul 02455, Republic of Korea

3Department of Astronomy and Space Science, University of Science and Technology, Korea, Daejeon 34113, Republic of Korea
“Natural Science Research Institute, University of Seoul, Seoul 02504, Republic of Korea

3School of Physics, Korea Institute for Advanced Study, Seoul 02455, Republic of Korea

S|nstitut d’Astrophysique de Paris, Sorbonne Université¢, CNRS, UMR 7095, 98 bis bd Arago, 75014 Paris, France

"Departamento de Fisica, Universidad Técnica Federico Santa Maria, Avenida Vicufia Mackenna 3939, San Joaquin, Santiago, Chile
$Department of Astronomy and Atmospheric Sciences, Kyungpook National University, Daegu 41566, Republic of Korea
*Corresponding Author: J. Yoo, jwyoo@kasi.re.kr K. Chun, kwchun@kasi.re.kr

Received —; Accepted —; Published —

Abstract

The KASI Deep Rolling Imaging Fast Telescope (K-DRIFT) is a pioneering instrument designed to explore low-surface-brightness
(LSB) phenomena. This white paper presents a compelling array of science cases that showcase K-DRIFT’s unique capabilities
in unraveling the mysteries of intracluster light (ICL) and other LSB components within galaxy clusters. Exploring the origin
of ICL in galaxy clusters and comparing the spatial distributions of ICL and dark matter will offer new insights into galaxy
cluster dynamics. Moreover, investigating LSB objects in galaxy clusters, such as LSB structures in the brightest cluster galaxy,
ultra-diffuse galaxies, and tidal features, will enhance our understanding of galaxy evolution within the cluster environment.
We present our strategies for addressing scientific queries, encompassing LSB observation and analysis techniques, specialized
simulations, and machine-learning approaches. Additionally, we examine the potential synergies between K-DRIFT and other
ongoing or forthcoming multi-wavelength surveys. This white paper advocates for the recognition and support of K-DRIFT as a
dedicated tool for advancing our understanding of the universe’s subtlest phenomena.

Keywords: galaxies: general — galaxies: interactions — galaxies: stellar content — galaxies: structure — galaxies: dwarf
galaxies — galaxies: low surface brightness galaxies

1. Introduction direct evidence for dark matter through gravitational lensing
and the separation from ordinary matter during high-speed
collisions (Clowe et al. 2004).

Formed hierarchically through the mergers of smaller
structures—galaxies, groups, and filaments—galaxy clusters
represent the final stage of structure formation. This assembly
process drives the co-evolution of baryons and dark matter and
shapes the dynamical state of clusters. Residing in the densest
regions of the universe, clusters provide an extreme environ-
ment for studying galaxy interactions, hot X-ray emitting gas,
and the transformation of galaxies in high-density regions. The
typical cluster mass composition—approximately 85% dark
matter, 12% gas, and 3% stars (Sun et al. 2009; Gonzalez et al.

Galaxy clusters, the largest gravitationally bound structures in
the observable universe, are pivotal to our understanding of
the cosmos. Encompassing a rich tapestry of galaxies, dark
matter, and intergalactic gas, these clusters offer an unparal-
leled window into the underlying forces and processes that
shape the universe. Their abundance, spatial distribution, and
internal dynamics are sensitive to cosmological parameters
such as matter density, the amplitude of density fluctuations,
and the nature of dark matter and dark energy. The mass func-
tion derived from galaxy cluster statistics constrains theoretical
models, while dramatic systems like the Bullet Cluster provide
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K-DRIFT: Galaxy Cluster

2013; Sanderson et al. 2013)—underscores the dominant role
of dark matter in structuring the universe, with weak gravita-
tional lensing serving as the most direct method for mapping
its distribution.

A rich galaxy cluster often contains a well-developed
brightest cluster galaxy (BCG), and the surrounding intraclus-
ter light (ICL; the diffuse light from stars not gravitationally
bound to any individual cluster galaxy) traces the cumulative
effects of mergers and accretion events predicted in ACDM
models. The ICL, which is collisionless and dynamically
associated with the global cluster potential, is emerging as
a promising visible tracer for dark matter (Montes & Tru-
jillo 2019; Alonso Asensio et al. 2020; Yoo et al. 2022, 2024,
2025). Additionally, ACDM simulations predict a rich pop-
ulation of low-surface-brightness (LSB) structures, including
dwarf galaxies and tidal features, many of which remain un-
detected in current surveys, contributing to longstanding dis-
crepancies such as the missing satellite problem (Klypin et al.
1999). Studying ICL and LSB features can thus offer crucial
clues about hierarchical structure formation and the distribu-
tion of dark matter (Mihos et al. 2005; Mihos 2016).

Numerical simulations are a powerful tool for understand-
ing the observed properties of galaxy clusters and their forma-
tion and evolution. In general, cosmological hydrodynamic
simulations have been used for this purpose, as they allow us
to trace the formation and evolution of stellar structures self-
consistently, with stars forming from the gas component whose
hydrodynamics is modeled, e.g.,The Three Hundred project
(Cui et al. 2018), IlustrisTNG (Nelson et al. 2018), ROMU-
LUSC (Tremmel et al. 2019), and Horizon Run 5 (HRS; Lee
et al. 2021). However, modeling the baryonic components is
highly computationally expensive, which limits either the num-
ber of clusters that can be simulated or the achievable mass or
spatial resolution.

To overcome these limitations, some studies have em-
ployed an alternative technique. These simulations focus on
tracing the structures in the LSB universe much faster and
at higher resolution than cosmic hydrodynamic simulations
(e.g., Rudick et al. 2006; Harris et al. 2017; Chun et al. 2022).
Although they lack hydrodynamic processes and in-situ star
formation, they complement full-physics simulations and have
demonstrated that LSB structures are essential for understand-
ing the observed properties of clusters and their formation and
evolution (e.g., Alonso Asensio et al. 2020; Sampaio-Santos
etal. 2021; Yoo et al. 2021; Chun et al. 2023; Tang et al. 2023;
Contreras-Santos et al. 2024; Chun et al. 2024; Yoo et al. 2024).
It is evident, therefore, that observations of the LSB universe
would provide valuable data to test and constrain models of
galaxy and galaxy cluster evolution as well as cosmology.

The forthcoming KASI Deep Rolling Imaging Fast Tele-
scope (K-DRIFT) stands poised to revolutionize our under-
standing of these phenomena. With its advanced capabilities
for observing LSB phenomena, K-DRIFT will illuminate the
faint and elusive components of galaxy clusters, offering un-
precedented insights into their formation, evolution, and the
dark matter that pervades them. The synergy between K-

DRIFT and other large-scale, multi-wavelength surveys will
further enhance our comprehension of the universe, bridging
gaps in current knowledge and paving the way for new discov-
eries.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we
describe the general science cases that K-DRIFT will address.
Section 3 outlines our strategies for survey design, simulations,
and machine-learning approaches tailored to specific scientific
goals. Section 4 discusses the potential synergies between K-
DRIFT and other major ongoing or future surveys. In Section
5, we conclude by summarizing the implications of K-DRIFT’s
contributions to astrophysics and cosmology.

2. Science Cases for K-DRIFT

The K-DRIFT Pathfinder at the Bohyunsan Optical Astronomy
Observatory in Korea has already demonstrated a surface-
brightness sensitivity of 1,1, ~ 28.5 mag arcsec™2 (Byun
et al. 2022). Figure 1 shows the Abell 2199 and Coma clusters
observed by the K-DRIFT Pathfinder. The next-generation K-
DRIFT, ‘K-DRIFT Generation 1 (G1)’, will represent a major
advancement in the study of LSB phenomena (uy > 29 mag
arcsec ~2). With its wide field-of-view (FoV) of approximately
4.5 x 4.5 deg? and a pixel scale of about 2 arcsec, K-DRIFT
Gl is ideally suited for expansive and detailed night sky sur-
veys. The expected depth of K-DRIFT G1, reaching p™i (3o,
10" x 10”) ~ 29-30 mag arcsec 2 in 10 hours of observation,
will mark it a powerful tool for probing the faintest structures
in the universe. A detailed description of the telescope and
survey strategy is provided in Ko et al. (2025). This section
explores the LSB science cases that can be investigated using
K-DRIFT G1, with particular focus on the ICL within galaxy
clusters.

2.1. Origin of Intracluster Light

The phenomenon of ICL has garnered significant interest in
recent years, thanks to deep observations of galaxy clusters
that have revealed distinct diffuse light not bound to individual
galaxies (Zwicky 1951; Gregg & West 1998; Feldmeier et al.
2002; Lin & Mohr 2004; Gonzalez et al. 2005; Zibetti et al.
2005; Mihos et al. 2005, 2017; DeMaio et al. 2018; Jiménez-
Teja et al. 2019; Kluge et al. 2020; Furnell et al. 2021; Montes
et al. 2021; Yoo et al. 2021, see Figure 5 in Ko & Jee 2018).

The study of ICL with K-DRIFT can significantly en-
hance our understanding of the baryonic component of the
universe. By quantifying the extent and characteristics of ICL,
we may address the current discrepancy between the observed
and simulated dark matter and baryon fractions in galaxy clus-
ters (Buote et al. 2016). Observations of the ICL distribution
and its correlation with other cluster properties (such as to-
tal mass, galaxy density, and dynamical state) are expected to
place strong constraints on theoretical models of galaxy clus-
ter evolution (Lin & Mohr 2004; Arnaboldi & Gerhard 2010a).
Furthermore, the detailed mapping of ICL can provide insights
into the processes of galaxy interactions and mergers, offering
a deeper understanding of the mechanisms driving the evolu-
tion of clusters.

Yoo et al.



K-DRIFT: Galaxy Cluster

Figure 1. Galaxy cluster images observed with the K-DRIFT Pathfinder. Left: Abell 2199, spanning approximately 25 x 25 arcmin®. Right:
Coma cluster, spanning approximately 32 x 32 arcmin®. In the upper panels, regions with surface brightness brighter than 26.5 mag arcsec >
(the typical ICL detection threshold) are masked and displayed in the lower panels. The K-DRIFT G1 is expected to provide wider FoV and
improved image quality.
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Although there is growing consensus on the importance
of ICL study, its main formation mechanism remains under
debate due to the limited number of ICL measurements across
a wide range of redshifts and masses, as well as the disparity
in observational methods of measuring the ICL and its prop-
erties. The ICL origins suggested in previous observation and
simulation studies are as follows: major mergers of BCGs and
subsequent violent relaxation (Rines et al. 2007; Ko & Jee
2018), tidal stripping from the outskirts of L* member galax-
ies (Iodice et al. 2017; DeMaio et al. 2018; Montes & Trujillo
2018), disruptions of dwarf galaxies as they fall toward galaxy
cluster centers (Purcell et al. 2007; Murante et al. 2007; Conroy
et al. 2007; Toledo et al. 2011), in-situ star formation (Gerhard
etal. 2002; Puchwein et al. 2010; Barfety et al. 2022) (however,
several observational results disagree with this scenario (Sand
etal. 2011; Melnick et al. 2012)), and pre-processing in galaxy
groups, where intragroup light formed in the infalling systems
later becomes part of the ICL in the main cluster (Fujita 2004;
Lin & Mohr 2004; Mihos 2004; Sommer-Larsen et al. 2005;
Rudick et al. 2006; Contini et al. 2014).

The morphological signatures of ICL can vary depend-
ing on its origin. If formed predominantly through recent
tidal stripping or galaxy disruption, the ICL may appear as
distinct tidal features, such as streams or shells, that preserve
the imprint of those interactions. In contrast, ICL originat-
ing from early-phase BCG major mergers is expected to be
more smoothly distributed and diffuse, reflecting the violent
relaxation processes associated with such events.

The color and metallicity profiles of ICL can also provide
clues to its origin. A negative gradient in these profiles sug-
gests disruption and tidal stripping as primary mechanisms,
whereas a near-constant gradient could imply major mergers
of massive galaxies. The composition of the ICL, whether
dominated by metal-poor stars from low-mass satellite strip-
ping or metal-rich stars from massive galaxy mergers, offers
further insights into its formation history. The age of the ICL,
whether predominantly old or young, can shed light on its ori-
gin, reflecting contributions from the stripping of old stellar
systems or younger, star-forming galaxies and in-situ formation
processes.

With its deep imaging capabilities in multiple bands, K-
DRIFT is uniquely positioned to advance our understanding of
ICL origins. By measuring the morphology, color, and color
gradients of ICL and comparing them with the overall light of
galaxy clusters, K-DRIFT can provide critical data to constrain
the possible origins of ICL in various clusters. Its ability to
observe faint and diffuse light with high sensitivity makes it
an ideal instrument for disentangling the complex processes
that contribute to the formation of ICL, thereby shedding light
on the dynamical evolution and assembly history of galaxy
clusters.

2.2. Spatial Distribution of ICL and Dark Matter

ICL as a dark matter tracer: Weak gravitational lensing
is a powerful method to trace dark matter. However, it has
several drawbacks, such as the difficulty of identifying back-

ground galaxies and accurately measuring their shapes in the
presence of the telescope point spread function (PSF). These
issues all contribute to an increase in the uncertainty of the
derived maps. It would be advantageous to search for other
possible dark matter tracers that are simpler to observe and/or
are subject to different systematic biases. The ICL is colli-
sionless and expected to follow the global potential well of
the galaxy cluster. Therefore, it could serve as a luminous
tracer for dark matter (Montes & Trujillo 2018, 2019; Alonso
Asensio et al. 2020; Yoo et al. 2022, 2024, 2025). If the spatial
distribution of the ICL coincides with that of the dark matter, it
may be possible to construct a dark matter map without relying
on laborious weak lensing analyses.

Yoo et al. (2022) introduced the Weighted Overlap Coef-
ficient (WOC) method to quantify the similarity between the
spatial distributions of dark matter and ICL. Their findings in-
dicate that the combination of ICL with the BCG, exhibiting
the highest WOC value among various cluster components, can
serve as an effective luminous tracer for dark matter in galaxy
clusters (see the upper panel of Figure 2).

The forthcoming galaxy cluster survey conducted by K-
DRIFT promises to deliver deep imaging data that is well suited
for constructing comprehensive two-dimensional maps of the
ICL. Harnessing the synergy between this imaging data and
weak-lensing measurements will enable us to explore the fea-
sibility of employing the ICL as a tracer for dark matter, therby
providing compelling observational evidence supporting this
prospect.

Constraining dark matter models using the ICL: The
self-interacting dark matter (SIDM) model has been attracting
increasing attention. First, there is no a priori reason why dark
matter particles should not interact with each other (Spergel &
Steinhardt 2000; Burkert 2000). Weak self-interactions are a
natural consequence of certain particle physics theories con-
cerning the origin of dark matter (Tulin & Yu 2018). Moreover,
introducing the SIDM could help resolve tensions between
the results of dark matter-only simulations and observations
of dwarf and low-mass galaxies (Bullock & Boylan-Kolchin
2017).

The Cluster-EAGLE zoom-in cosmological simulation
(Bahé et al. 2017) contains 30 galaxy clusters (> 10 M) ina
ACDM universe. Two of these clusters have been re-simulated
from identical initial conditions in a ASIDM universe (Robert-
son et al. 2018). The SIDM was assumed to have an isotropic,
velocity-independent interaction cross-section of o /m = 1 cm?
g~ 1. During each simulation timestep, At, dark matter parti-
cles scatter elastically off neighbors within a radius hgy = 2.66
kpc with a probability

(o/m)mpurv At
Pscar = T
3 SI
where v is the particle’s relative velocity and mpy; the dark
matter particle mass (Robertson et al. 2017).
In the SIDM universe, when a galaxy falls into a SIDM
cluster, interactions between its dark matter particles and those
of the cluster could scatter dark matter out of the galaxy. This
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Figure 2. Top: the WOC results for different components of galaxy
clusters. The three data points with the same symbols come from the
three projection angles of each galaxy cluster, which are connected
with lines. Bottom: the WOC results for different dynamical state of
galaxy clusters. Figure credit from Yoo et al. (2022).

evaporation process acts in addition to tidal stripping, accel-
erating the overall mass loss. Consequently, the SIDM model
would predict different tidal interaction histories from the cold
dark matter (CDM) model (Sirks et al. 2022). Indeed, the
simulated galaxy clusters in the SIDM universe showed fewer
survived galaxies and more disrupted galaxies than those in
the CDM universe with the same initial conditions (see Figure
7 in Sirks et al. 2022).

Variations in tidal interaction histories, such as stronger
tidal stripping from galaxy outskirts and an increased number
of disrupted galaxies, would lead to corresponding differences
in both the amount and morphology of ICL within galaxy clus-
ters. Therefore, comparing the spatial distribution similarity
between dark matter and the ICL could help us constrain dark
matter models such as the SIDM or the CDM.

2.3. ICL and Dynamical Evolution of Galaxy Clusters

According to the standard model of structure formation, galaxy
clusters are formed through successive mergers and accretion
of smaller systems provided along filament structures in the
large-scale structure (Zel’dovich 1970). These dynamical pro-
cesses leave signatures in the cluster properties before the sys-
tem becomes fully virialized, such as asymmetric, multiple
peaks in the X-ray (Kapferer et al. 2006) and/or galaxy den-
sity field (Boschin et al. 2009), which imply the existence of
substructures. The system will eventually achieve virialization
and relaxation following a dynamic young phase characterized
by active merging events.

In galaxy cluster simulations, attempts to parametrize the
dynamical state of a galaxy cluster involves several quantities
including the center-of-mass offset (distance between the cen-
ter of mass and the density peak of the system), the subhalo
mass fraction, the virial ratio (n = 27'/|W|, where T and W
are the kinetic and the gravitational potential energies, respec-
tively), the redshift of the last major merger, and the redshift at
which the cluster reaches 50% of its present-day mass (z = 0).
In observations, on the other hand, commonly used indica-
tors include the offset between the BCG and the X-ray peak
(Katayama et al. 2003), the magnitude gap between the BCG
and the second brightest galaxy (Jones et al. 2003), and the
substructure luminosity fraction (Wen & Han 2013).

BCG+ICL fraction as an indicator of galaxy cluster
dynamical state: The abundance of ICL, together with the
growth of the BCG, increases through the dynamical exchange
of galaxies within clusters, as shown in numerous simulation
studies (Murante et al. 2007; Purcell et al. 2007; Conroy et al.
2007; Puchwein et al. 2010; Rudick et al. 2011; Contini et al.
2014; Cooper et al. 2015). Thus, the buildup of ICL reflects
the cumulative effect of galaxy interactions during cluster evo-
lution. Within this framework, the combined fraction of BCG
and ICL light relative to the total cluster light (hereafter the
BCGHICL fraction) can serve as a valuable proxy for assessing
the dynamical state of galaxy clusters. More evolved systems
are expected to display higher BCG+ICL fractions than dy-
namically younger clusters, consistent with both observational
and simulation results (Rudick et al. 2006; Aguerri et al. 2006;
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Da Rocha et al. 2008; Montes & Trujillo 2018; Chun et al.
2023; Yoo et al. 2024).

However, measurements of ICL fractions reported in the
literature vary widely, ranging from as low as 2.6% (McGee
& Balogh 2010) to as high as 50% (Lin & Mohr 2004). This
large spread arises from differences in the dynamical states
of the observed clusters, the adopted definitions of ICL, and
systematic uncertainties associated with telescope instrumen-
tation and data reduction methods (see Figure 15 in Yoo et al.
2021).

The upcoming K-DRIFT cluster survey holds promise in
establishing the connection between the BCG+ICL fraction
and the dynamical state of galaxy clusters. This potential will
be realized through a consistent ICL definition and uniform
observations facilitated by a single instrument.

Spatial distribution similarity with dark matter: More
relaxed galaxy clusters, which have had enough time to virial-
ize, could show stronger alignment between the distributions
of dark matter and other cluster components. If the BCG+ICL
component of more relaxed galaxy clusters exhibits a spatial
distribution more similar to that of the dark matter compared to
dynamically younger galaxy clusters, then this similarity could
be used as an indicator of the cluster’s dynamical state.

Accordingly, we investigated how the two-dimensional
spatial distribution similarity between dark matter and
BCG+ICL varies with the formation time (2,,,2; the redshift
at which the cluster has accumulated half of its final observed
mass), a proxy for the relaxation level of galaxy clusters (Yoo
et al. 2022, 2024). Among the sample galaxy clusters, the
more relaxed clusters showed a stronger similarity between the
spatial distribution of the dark matter and BCG+ICL than the
dynamically young clusters (see the lower panel in Figure 2).
The relationship between the dark matter—BCG+ICL similar-
ity and z,,, /o shows a clear trend, although cluster 4 appears to
be an outlier. Among the clusters with high similarity (clus-
ters 1, 2, 3, and 4), cluster 4, which has the latest formation
time and is therefore the most dynamically unrelaxed, exhibits
slightly larger variations with viewing angle.

The upcoming K-DRIFT deep imaging data, uniformly
surveyed across galaxy clusters, will provide a valuable oppor-
tunity to extensively study the relationship between the spatial
distribution similarity of ICL and dark matter, and the dynam-
ical state of the host galaxy cluster.

2.4. Brightest and Faintest Ends

BCG formation: The BCG is the most luminous and massive
galaxy in a cluster. Itis generally located near the cluster center
and can be more than two magnitudes brighter than the second
brightest galaxy (e.g., Raouf et al. 2019).

The coalescence of infalling galaxies is thought to be
the major formation mechanism of BCGs (e.g., Ostriker &
Hausman 1977; Richstone & Malumuth 1983; De Lucia &
Blaizot 2007). Because they mostly reside at the centers or
in the vicinity of the deepest gravitational potential wells of
clusters, BCGs can accrete baryons far more efficiently than
other cluster galaxies. This leads to larger characteristic sizes,

higher dark matter content, and greater velocity dispersions
compared to typical elliptical galaxies (e.g., Von Der Linden
et al. 2007; Zhao et al. 2015; Kluge et al. 2020).

According to most observational and theoretical studies,
a significant portion of stars in BCGs likely formed ex-situ at
z > 2 and were later accreted into BCGs via mergers (e.g.,
De Lucia & Blaizot 2007; Lee & Yi 2013; Rodriguez-Gomez
et al. 2016; Lee & Yi 2017; Contini et al. 2018; Cooke et al.
2019). However, the timescale of this build-up process is
still debatable (see Chu et al. 2021, and references therein).
Some studies have suggested that the sizes of BCGs do not
evolve significantly after 2 ~ 1 (Stott et al. 2011; Oldham
et al. 2017), whereas others have shown that BCGs have more
than doubled in size relatively recently (< 6 Gyr; Shankar
et al. 2015). It has also been suggested that BCGs have almost
halted the growth of their inner structures since z ~ 0.4, while
they have predominantly built up outside structures, including
ICL, ever since (DeMaio et al. 2020). This may result in two-
Séric component galaxies with shallower luminosity profiles
in their outer regions. Chu et al. (2022) proposed that the
two-component nature of BCGs—a compact inner component
and a shallower extended outer envelope—can be resolved in
deep surveys reaching surface brightness levels fainter than
26 mag arcsec 2. Given that K-DRIFT aims to reach a depth
of ~30 mag arcsec 2, it will enable us to distinguish the outer
component from the inner structure, thereby offering a crucial
test for BCG formation scenarios.

Faint-end slope of the luminosity function: Kim et al.
(2023) demonstrates, using the HRS simulation (Lee et al.
2021), that the surface-brightness and aperture limits of obser-
vations substantially affect the galaxy stellar mass function at
both the low- and high-mass ends. Since BCGs typically have
extended luminosity profiles, their total luminosity or mass
can be underestimated in surveys with shallow depth or small
apertures. At the low-mass end, observations inevitably miss
a large fraction of LSB galaxies when the surface-brightness
limit is insufficient. Thanks to its unprecedented depth and
wide FoV, K-DRIFT will enable us to efficiently capture the
LSB components of the BCGs and find LSB galaxies in clus-
ters.

2.5. Environmental Effects on Galaxies

In the concordance ACDM cosmology, initial density peaks
gradually accumulate matter spread over the radius of tens
of cMpc, eventually forming galaxy clusters. The inner en-
vironments of galaxy clusters significantly influence infalling
galaxies through their high gas densities and strong tidal fields.
This inevitably makes cluster satellites differ from those in field
environments.

Environmental effects are strongly exerted on cluster
galaxies through several different physical processes. High-
speed tidal encounters between galaxies occur more frequently
in clusters than in the field, resulting in mass loss and morpho-
logical transformation of the cluster satellites (Harassment;
Moore et al. 1996). Tidal stripping of halos truncates the hot
gas envelope of galaxies, the outer source of the interstellar
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medium (ISM), eventually suppressing star formation (Stran-
gulation; Peng et al. 2015). As cluster satellite galaxies move
through the intracluster medium (ICM), they experience ram
pressure that can directly strip the ISM from galaxies (Ram
pressure stripping (RPS); Gunn & Gott 1972). This also leads
to the quenching of star formation in cluster galaxies (Koop-
mann & Kenney 2004a,b).

Environmental effects sometimes leave characteristic fea-
tures in cluster satellite galaxies. For example, ram pressure
stripping can form “jellyfish galaxies” (e.g., Lee et al. 2020a,
2022a,b), and galaxies that have experienced harassment of-
ten develop stellar streams (e.g., Smith et al. 2010, 2015).
The presence of these structures can provide valuable infor-
mation about the evolutionary path of galaxies in the cluster
environment (e.g., Smith et al. 2015; Yun et al. 2019; Smith
et al. 2021, 2022), but such structures typically have very low
surface brightness. Therefore, we expect that K-DRIFT obser-
vations will reveal evidence of morphological transformation
of member galaxies and enhance our understanding of their
evolutionary paths.

UDGs in the cluster: Ultra-diffuse galaxies (UDGs) are
galaxies with an extremely low surface brightness (g > 24
mag arcsec2; van Dokkum et al. 2015; Koda et al. 2015).
They have an effective radius comparable to that of large galax-
ies (reg > 1.5 kpc), but their stellar mass is similar to that of
dwarf galaxies (M, = 1078 My).

After van Dokkum et al. (2015) discovered 47 LSB galax-
ies in the Coma cluster and proposed the term UDGs for these
galaxies, several studies have identified UDGs in other clusters
and in the field (Mihos et al. 2015; Merritt et al. 2016; Tru-
jillo et al. 2017; Shi et al. 2017; Lim et al. 2020). Although
UDGs generally have low luminosities and large sizes, their
stellar populations exhibit variations. In particular, UDGs in
the clusters show a diverse range of properties, even if they are
located within the same cluster. Observational and theoretical
studies have indicated that the evolution of UDGs within clus-
ter environments is the main driver of their diverse properties.

Because UDGs have diverse properties, various scenarios
have been suggested to explain their formation (e.g., Yozin &
Bekki 2015; Amorisco & Loeb 2016; Di Cintio et al. 2017;
Sales et al. 2020; Lee et al. 2020b). In particular, the unique
conditions of the cluster environment make cluster satellites
evolve into UDGs as they undergo tidal stripping. Sales et al.
(2020) showed that tidal-origin UDGs have distinct character-
istics compared to those formed by internal processes in the
field. Specifically, these tidal-origin UDGs exhibit lower ve-
locity dispersion, higher metallicities, and lower dark matter
content. Furthermore, the distribution of tidal-origin UDGs
peaks at the center of clusters, which is in contrast to previous
observations suggesting that UDGs are rare at cluster centers.

Contrary to previous observations, Lim et al. (2020) found
that the distribution of 44 UDGs identified by the Next Gener-
ation Virgo Cluster Survey (NGVS) is more concentrated than
other galaxies with similar luminosity. Additionally, due to
their low surface brightness, half of the 44 UDGs found by
NGVS had not been detected in earlier observational studies.

These discrepancies may be attributed to the challenges asso-
ciated with UDG observations, especially within the cluster’s
central regions. Consequently, conducting deeper imaging
observations using K-DRIFT for other clusters may provide
insight into whether the distribution of UDGs in that cluster
is a unique attribute of the Virgo cluster or a natural result of
UDG formation.

Tidal featured galaxies: In cluster environments, satel-
lite galaxies experience the strong tidal field of the galaxy
cluster or interactions with other galaxies. In this process,
galaxies lose mass, and tidal features can be formed. More-
over, since about 50% of satellite galaxies have experienced
preprocessing (e.g., Han et al. 2018), some satellites form tidal
features even before falling into the cluster.

Adams et al. (2012) analyzed 54 galaxy clusters at
0.04 < z < 0.15 containing 3551 early-type galaxies and
found that ~3% of cluster early-type galaxies have tidal fea-
tures of p,» < 26.5 mag arcsec”2. They also showed that
there is a decrease in the fraction of galaxies with tidal features
at smaller clustercentric radii. On the other hand, Sheen et al.
(2012) showed that there is no trend in the fraction of galaxies
with merging features of 1,» < 28 mag arcsec™2 depending on
the clustercentric radius. Furthermore, they found post-merger
features in 24% of red-sequence galaxies (M, < —20 mag) in
four rich Abell clusters at z < 0.1. In a more recent study, Oh
etal. (2018) carried out the KASI-Yonsei Deep Imaging Survey
of Clusters, targeting 14 Abell clusters at 0.015 < z < 0.144
and, found that 20% of cluster galaxies exhibit recent merging
features (u,» < 27 mag arcsec™2), while 4% show ongoing
merging features. From a higher fraction of recent merging
features, they concluded that the cluster environment is un-
suitable for merging events between galaxies, and galaxies
showing recent merging features experienced these events be-
fore falling into the cluster. These observational studies have
suggested that the details of the tidal features, such as mor-
phological characteristics, prominence, and number, provide
hints about the mass ratio of the merger, the orbital informa-
tion, and the time since the last merging event, as tidal features
are remnants of recent and/or ongoing mergers between galax-
ies. Furthermore, as these features persist for long periods
in the LSB regime, studies have shown that deeper imaging
surveys can unveil many tidal features around satellite galax-
ies. Given that the K-DRIFT can detect LSB structures down
to 29-30 mag arcsec 2 in 10 hours of observation, many ob-
scured tidal features around cluster galaxies are expected to be
revealed, offering crucial insights to the hierarchical merging
events of clusters.

Jellyfish galaxies: Galaxies always experience ram pres-
sure when moving through fluids. Galaxy clusters are the en-
vironments in which ram pressure is particularly influential on
galaxies due to their high peculiar velocities and high intraclus-
ter medium density (Gunn & Gott 1972). Numerous galaxies
with tail-like features behind them have been observed in the
HI, CO, Ha, and X-ray bands in cluster environments (Gavazzi
et al. 2001; Kenney et al. 2004; Wang et al. 2004; Finoguenov
et al. 2004; Machacek et al. 2005; Oosterloo & van Gorkom
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2005; Sun & Vikhlinin 2005; Sun et al. 2006; Cortese et al.
2006, 2007; Sun et al. 2007; Chung et al. 2007, 2009; Sun
et al. 2010; Scott et al. 2010, 2012; Fumagalli et al. 2014;
Boselli et al. 2016; Poggianti et al. 2017; Sheen et al. 2017;
Scott et al. 2018). It has been suggested that ram pressure
stripping (RPS) is the primary origin of the tail structures,
and galaxies with characteristic features are often referred to
as jellyfish galaxies (Bekki 2009). Although RPS eventually
quenches star formation activities by removing the ISM from
galaxies (Koopmann & Kenney 2004a,b), this effect appears
to cause a complicated evolution history for RPS galaxies on
a short timescale. For instance, Lee et al. (2020a) demon-
strated that the mild ICM winds, mimicking ram pressure in
the cluster outskirts, can enhance the star formation activities
in RPS disks by compressing dense molecular clouds without
producing clumpy structures in the tails. Lee et al. (2022a)
found that apparent jellyfish features can form when a gas-rich
galaxy encounters strong ram pressure. In their simulations,
an abundant ISM is stripped by ram pressure, mixing with
the ICM and forming plenty of warm ionized clouds in the
RPS tails that are bright in the Ha band. The warm gas cools
and collapses within a few hundred Myr across the RPS tails,
eventually forming stars that are detected as Ha knots in ob-
servations. Lee et al. (2022a) also showed that Ho emission
closely correlates with the degree of mixing between the ISM
and ICM in the RPS tails. While the jellyfish features are build-
ing up, disk star formation activities are quickly quenched by
severe stripping. These results indicate that the impact of ram
pressure varies significantly among galaxies with different gas
fractions, masses, and orbits, even within a single cluster.

Deep and wide-field observations are essential to explore
the relationship between infall stages and the jellyfish features
of cluster satellites. The unique optical design of K-DRIFT
will enable us to find galaxies with various jellyfish features
in cluster environments efficiently. For a more in-depth explo-
ration of science cases related to the ICM, please refer to the
corresponding paper in the K-DRIFT white paper series, Seon
et al. (2025, in preparation).

Quenched fraction of satellite galaxies: Many envi-
ronmental processes, including those mentioned above, simul-
taneously affect cluster galaxies, leading to suppressed star
formation activity (Balogh et al. 2000; Kauffmann et al. 2004).
Although many cluster galaxies show distinct characteristics
compared to their field counterparts, it is still challenging to
identify the primary mechanism responsible for this discrep-
ancy. However, the timescale over which star formation (or
star formation rate) declines, "the quenching timescale," of-
fers a useful diagnostic for determining the dominant process
driving star formation suppression in cluster galaxies (Wetzel
et al. 2013; Foltz et al. 2018; Rhee et al. 2020; Oman et al.
2021; Park et al. 2023). For example, if cluster galaxies have
star formation quenching timescales comparable to their dy-
namical timescales within clusters, environmental processes
related to their orbital motion (e.g., RPS) are likely to be the
most significant.

The quenched fraction of cluster galaxies as a function

of stellar mass has been widely used as a proxy for estimating
the quenching timescale: low (high) quenched fractions indi-
cate slow (fast) star formation quenching (Wetzel et al. 2013;
Mok et al. 2014; Oman & Hudson 2016). Recent large-scale
observations have reported increasing quenched fractions with
increasing stellar mass of galaxies. Higher quenched frac-
tions in massive galaxies could be interpreted as evidence for
faster quenching, despite their stronger restoring force against
cluster environmental effects. However, this is unlikely to be
accurate, because massive galaxies are typically subject to sig-
nificant mass quenching before entering the cluster, resulting
in low gas content at the time of infall (e.g., Jung et al. 2018).

Lower quenched fractions in low-mass galaxies, on the
other hand, suggest longer quenching timescales, which ap-
pears counter-intuitive given their weaker restoring force
(Wheeler et al. 2014; Oman & Hudson 2016; Rhee et al.
2020). One possible explanation for this trend is observa-
tional selection bias due to the low completeness for low-mass
galaxies; many quenched low-mass galaxies may simply re-
main undetected. Indeed, the lower detection limit for cluster
galaxies in recent large-scale surveys is around 100 M, mak-
ing the determination of quenched fractions for galaxies with
M, < 1010 Mg, less reliable. Furthermore, recent cosmolog-
ical simulations focusing on galaxy clusters fail to reproduce
satellite galaxies below M, ~ 109719 M, mainly due to in-
sufficient resolution to resolve them. Therefore, there are still
many opportunities to test the reliability of the quenched frac-
tion at the low-mass end.

The deep and wide-field observations provided by K-
DRIFT will significantly expand the galaxy sample in clusters
to include the low-mass regime. This will enable the determi-
nation of quenched fractions across a wide mass range, which
has not been thoroughly explored yet, thereby offering new
insights into the quenching mechanisms of cluster galaxies.

Hickson compact group: Hickson (1982) reported one
hundred compact groups (hereafter, HCGs) identified from the
Palomar Observatory Sky Survey, including the well-known
Seyfert’s Sextet (Seyfert 1948; Palma et al. 2002) and Stephan’s
Quintet (Stephan 1877; Appleton et al. 2023), which were listed
as HCG 79 and HCG 92, respectively. The median redshift
of the HCGs is z = 0.030, and most HCGs are associated
with sparsely populated loose groups and filaments rather than
dense rich clusters. However, the fraction of late-type galaxies
in these groups is lower than that of field galaxies in low-
density environments, and the contents of neutral gas in these
compact groups are a factor of two lower than in isolated field
galaxies, suggesting that HCGs are dynamically interacting
systems (Hickson 1997).

Narrow-band Ha observations of 16 HCGs were per-
formed by Vilchez & Iglesias-Paramo (1998). A significant
fraction of elliptical and lenticular galaxies exhibited Ho emis-
sions. In three particular groups, Ha emission was also de-
tected in their tidal features, implying the potential debris of
disrupted dwarf galaxies. Since K-DRIFT is designed for faint
extended emissions with a wide FoV, broad- and/or narrow-
band observations, centered at Ha, of HCGs can provide valu-
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able insights into the interaction and evolution of compact
galaxy groups within the context of galaxy formation and evo-
lution.

2.6. Large-Scale Structures

Galaxy clusters typically reside at the intersections of cos-
mic filaments, which are prominent features of the large-scale
structure of the universe. The prevailing model for structure
formation draws inspiration from Zel’dovich’s pancake con-
cept (Zel’dovich 1970). This model posits that an initially in-
homogeneous mass distribution experiences gravitational tidal
forces, initiating a mildly non-linear stage of evolution. The
process involves mass contraction along one axis, forming
sheet-like walls, followed by filaments along the second axis,
ultimately culminating in the collapse to form galaxy clusters.

A recent investigation has revealed a robust correlation
between the ellipticity of more than 200 BCGs and their align-
ment with large-scale structures, extending out to ten times the
cluster’s characteristic radius, Rogg (Smith et al. 2023). This
correlation suggests that the preferential inflow of galaxies
along interconnected filaments plays a pivotal role in shap-
ing the structure of a cluster’s BCG. Furthermore, a recent
weak-lensing study has detected the dark matter components
of intracluster filaments in the Coma cluster field (Hyeong-
Han et al. 2024). This finding suggests that these intracluster
filaments may represent the terminal segments of large-scale
cosmic filaments, particularly those associated with individual
clusters.

When combined with spectroscopic and weak-lensing
data of galaxy clusters and their surrounding filaments, the
forthcoming K-DRIFT LSB imaging data will serve as a valu-
able resource for studying the cosmic assembly history and
dynamical evolution in their vicinity. In particular, deep imag-
ing of the extended diffuse outskirts of BCGs, tidal features
surrounding member galaxies, and the spatial distribution of
ICL, together with their correlation with filaments, is expected
to provide detailed insights into the formation and evolution of
cosmic structures.

2.7. Cosmology

Galaxy clusters offer a unique window into cosmology. They
are sensitive to several key cosmological parameters, such as
the nature of dark matter and dark energy, as well as the large-
scale structure of the universe. Their enormous mass amplifies
subtle cosmological effects, making them ideal laboratories for
testing models of cosmic evolution (Allen et al. 2011).

In the realm of cluster cosmology, the potential of ICL as a
cluster mass proxy, as discussed in Section 2.2, is of particular
interest. Its suggested role in improving cluster-finding algo-
rithms significantly increases its importance. Cosmological
studies that rely on galaxy cluster abundance measurements
emphasize the critical need for precise and accurate cluster
mass proxies. Proxies with minimal scatter in relation to the
true cluster mass can notably reduce the need for subsequent
observations, thereby minimizing uncertainties in derived cos-
mological parameters like 23, and og (Rozo et al. 2010). The

accuracy of such cosmological studies is contingent upon hav-
ing a mass proxy that is robust against variations in the large-
scale structural environment of the cluster, as underscored by
Wu et al. (2022). Incorporating diffuse light quantities in
developing cluster mass proxies or cluster finding algorithms
presents an intriguing avenue for further refinement, as pro-
posed by Huang et al. (2022).

Qs constraint: Current measurements of the matter
content energy budget of the universe (£,;) heavily rely on
observations of its bright components. However, traditional
observations have overlooked a significant portion of the uni-
verse, particularly LSB structures such as ICL, UDGs, and
dwarf galaxies. These LSB structures contribute a substantial
fraction, approximately 15%, of the total baryonic mass (Yoo
et al. 2021). Moreover, recent studies have identified thou-
sands of UDG candidates in the Coma cluster. By harnessing
the capabilities of K-DRIFT to explore the LSB universe, we
can significantly improve our understanding of the baryonic
content and contribute to placing more accurate constraints on
Qar.

Test of modified gravity: The recent discovery of the
UDGs NGC 1052-DF2 and NGC 1052-DF4, which exhibit a
velocity dispersion reasonably explained solely by the pres-
ence of baryonic matter without requiring any dark matter
contribution, has opened up new avenues for exploring alter-
native theories of gravity (Moffat & Toth 2019; Laudato &
Salzano 2023). This intriguing result motivates an investiga-
tion into modified gravity theories, such as f(R) gravity and the
Renormalization Group correction to General Relativity. The
line-of-sight velocity dispersion analysis of NGC 1052-DF2
and NGC 1052-DF4 indicates that certain f(R) gravity models,
such as Taylor expanded f(R) about R = 0 or simple power-law
models with of the form f(R) o R", are consistent with the
observed data (Bhatia et al. 2023).

By including these recent findings on the velocity dis-
persion of dark-matter-deficient UDGs and their compatibility
with alternative gravity theories, K-DRIFT’s observations of
LSB structures in galaxy clusters, along with the potential for
a future space-based extension, may offer new insights into
cosmological models, including those that extend beyond the
standard ACDM framework.

3. Strategies for LSB studies

The exploration of LSB phenomena, as outlined in Section
2, necessitates a comprehensive strategy that overcomes the
limitations of current astronomical instrumentation. Although
the importance of observing LSB structures such as ICL and
UDG is widely recognized, actual observational studies remain
scarce due to the inherent challenges of detecting such faint fea-
tures (Feldmeier et al. 2002; Lin & Mohr 2004; Gonzalez et al.
2005; Zibetti et al. 2005; Koda et al. 2015; van Dokkum et al.
2015, 2016; Yagi et al. 2016; van Dokkum et al. 2017; Mihos
et al. 2017; DeMaio et al. 2018; Ko & Jee 2018; Ruiz-Lara
et al. 2018; Lim et al. 2018; Gu et al. 2018; Jiménez-Teja et al.
2019; Alabi et al. 2020; Yoo et al. 2021; Mirakhor & Walker
2021; Mancera Pifa et al. 2022). To effectively study these
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elusive structures, which are typically about 100 times fainter
than the night sky, a paradigm shift in observational strategy
is required. This involves not only collecting more photons to
reduce Poisson noise but also optimizing telescope design to
minimize systematic errors. In this context, smaller telescopes
with simpler optics, contrary to the traditional approach of
using large, complex structures, could prove more effective.

3.1. Wide-Deep Survey

The study of LSB phenomena, particularly in the context of
galaxy clusters and ICL, requires wide-field and uniformly
deep observations (exceeding 26.5 mag arcsec~2). This ne-
cessity arises from the need to detect extended sources com-
parable in size to galaxy clusters and to accurately determine
the level and pattern of the sky background accurately. Hence,
minimizing systematic errors is crucial in pushing down the
surface brightness limit and ensuring reliable measurements.

The measurement of ICL, in particular, requires a special-
ized observation strategy and meticulous data reduction (Mi-
hos et al. 2005; Duc et al. 2015; Capaccioli et al. 2015; Trujillo
& Fliri 2016; Borlaff et al. 2019; Roman et al. 2020; Montes
et al. 2021). One of the critical challenges in this context is
achieving an exceptionally low sky background error, which is
pivotal for separating ICL components from the contributions
of luminous objects such as stars and galaxies. The primary
sources of sky background error are typically large-scale resid-
uals arising from flat-fielding inaccuracies and difficulties in
sky background subtraction. To address these issues, K-DRIFT
will implement several key strategies:

Large FoV with extensive dithering: K-DRIFT’s FoV,
approximately 4.5 x 4.5 deg?, is optimally suited for detecting
ICL across a wide area. The use of large dithering patterns
in observations will be instrumental in avoiding issues related
to imperfect flat-fielding and the over-subtraction of the sky.
This approach ensures that the entire extent of the ICL, as well
as the surrounding sky, is sampled accurately and uniformly.

Extended PSF wing modeling: The extended wings of
the PSF from bright stars can significantly contaminate LSB
observations. K-DRIFT will employ advanced techniques to
model these PSF wings accurately (Byun et al. 2025; Ko et al.
2025) and subtract their contribution from the data, thereby
minimizing contamination in ICL measurements.

Uniform survey depth: With consistently measured
cluster light ICL can be rigorously identified and extracted.
This process allows for the accurate calculation of ICL frac-
tion, surface brightness profile, and color profile. The preci-
sion of these measurements depends critically on minimizing
the sky background error, which will be a primary focus of
K-DRIFT’s uniformly deep and wide survey approach.

Through these methodologies, K-DRIFT is poised to
make significant contributions to the study of ICL and galaxy
clusters. The telescope’s design and observation strategy are
specifically tailored to overcome the challenges inherent in
LSB studies, paving the way for groundbreaking discoveries
and a deeper understanding of these elusive cosmic structures.

Our wide-deep survey will cover approximately 1100

galaxy clusters, initially selected from 12 catalogs, including
UPcluster-SZ (Bahk & Hwang 2024), RedMaPPeR (Rykoff
et al. 2016), eFEDS (Liu et al. 2022), eRASS (Merloni et al.
2024), and DESI (Zou et al. 2021). These clusters will then
be filtered by redshift (z < 0.1) and declination (—40° < Dec
< —20°) to target the most observable systems. The survey
may later be extended to cover a wider declination range (Dec
< 0°) encompassing approximately 4300 galaxy clusters.

3.2. Narrow-Band Imaging

The identification of ICL as originating from intergalactic
sources is complicated by the presence of central cD galaxies
within many galaxy clusters. These galaxies exhibit extended
surface brightness profiles that exceed the expected extrapola-
tion of a de Vaucouleurs profile at large radii, making it difficult
to distinguish the diffuse intracluster component from the light
associated with the c¢D galaxy’s halo. One potential solution
to this issue lies in kinematic observations of galaxy clusters,
as demonstrated in previous studies through investigation of
discrete tracers of the ICL, such as planetary nebulae, red gi-
ant stars, supernovae, and globular clusters (see Arnaboldi &
Gerhard 2022, and references therein). However, at present,
general spectroscopic observations are not well suited to prob-
ing line emission from those individual tracers of the ICL (i.e.,
tracing the radial extent and the kinematics of the intraclus-
ter components across the entire galaxy cluster). Although
high-performance integral field spectrometers are an option,
their limited FoV, typically less than 1 arcmin?, makes them
inefficient for this purpose. An effective alternative approach
to obtain low-resolution spectral maps down to faint surface
brightness limits over very wide areas of the sky is narrow-band
imaging (e.g., Lokhorst et al. 2019, 2020).

[O 1] 5007 A emission line: Planetary nebulae (PNe)
are often used to estimate the kinematics of diffuse stellar ha-
los in galaxies and ICL, where analyzing individual stellar
spectra is not feasible, because of their prominent [O 1] 5007
A emission line (Jacoby et al. 1990; Arnaboldi et al. 1996;
Feldmeier 2003). Additionally, since PNe represent the final
stage of evolution for low- to intermediate-mass stars, they
tend to be separately distributed similarly to the majority of
stars (e.g., Ciardullo et al. 1989; Ennis et al. 2023). By com-
paring the spatial distribution of intracluster PNe with other
components (e.g., galaxies, hot gas, and dark matter) of the
galaxy cluster, we can obtain hints about the origin of the ICL
(Arnaboldi & Gerhard 2010b). Furthermore, conducting de-
tailed spectroscopic analyses (e.g., as a K-GMT large program)
on intracluster PNe candidates identified through narrow-band
imaging will help validate our ICL identification method based
on comprehensive broad-band (i, g, r) survey data.

The K-DRIFT survey of nearby galaxy clusters, using
both broad- and narrow-band imaging, will yield significant
findings in the field of ICL research, particularly through the
analysis of intracluster PNe.

Ho 6563 A emission line: Observations of the circum-
galactic medium (CGM) surrounding galaxies allow us to trace
their extended environments and a variety of physical processes
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(e.g., infalling gas from the large scale environment, outflowing
gas via active galactic nucleus (AGN) or starburst activity, and
tidal stripping), that influences how the CGM affects the evolu-
tion of galaxies (for reviews, see Faucher-Giguere & Oh 2023;
Crain & van de Voort 2023). Although Ha emission from the
CGM is very faint (e.g., Lokhorst et al. 2020), recent studies
have shown that wide-field deep Ho imaging with fast optical
systems allows for the exploration of the diffuse emission from
the extended CGM over tens of kpc (e.g., Watkins et al. 2017,
2018; Lokhorst et al. 2022). Deep Ha imaging with K-DRIFT
has the potential to map the diffuse CGM surrounding galaxies
in the nearby universe.

3.3. NUV Imaging

The near-ultraviolet (NUV) is recognized as a sensitive proxy
for star formation over the past ~1 Gyr. As an indicator of
recent star formation, NUV observations reveal a diversity
among early-type galaxies, reflecting variations in the degree
of recent star formation activity (Ferreras & Silk 2000; Yi
et al. 2005; Schawinski et al. 2007; Kaviraj et al. 2007; Ko
et al. 2013, 2016). Therefore, NUV observations of the ICL
and other LSB features in galaxy clusters could serve as a
valuable addition to the K-DRIFT science program, providing
crucial insights into their origins.

To highlight the necessity of NUV observations with K-
DRIFT, we generated mock images of a galaxy cluster from the
HRS simulation in g — 7, u —r, and NUV —r colors (see Figure
3). The NUV, u, and r magnitudes were computed using
the mass-to-light ratios of a single stellar population in the
three filter bands provided by the E-MILES stellar population
synthesis model (Vazdekis et al. 2010, 2016; Ricciardelli et al.
2012). The galaxy cluster has a mass of Mogg ~ 4 x 1014 M,
at the final redshift of the HRS (z = 0.625), and the stellar
ages are adjusted assuming the cluster is located at z = 0.023.
A pixel scale of 2 arcsec and a PSF FWHM of 1.5 arcsec
were adopted to create the mock color images, designed to
mimic K-DRIFT’s performance. Compared to the g — r (upper
panel) or u — r (middle panel), the NUV —r (lower panel) color
image displays a broader color range in both the total cluster
light (left) and ICL (right) maps. This broader color variation
enables a more detailed investigation of the ICL’s formation
history compared to other color indices.

Building on the success of the ground-based K-DRIFT,
we plan to develop its next-generation counterpart in space,
dubbed the space-based K-DRIFT. With this space-based mis-
sion, we aim to explore the NUV universe in greater depth,
opening up new opportunities to investigate the formation and
evolution of galaxies, galaxy clusters, and LSB features with
unprecedented precision.

3.4. Cluster/Group Simulations for K-DRIFT’s LSB Ob-
servations

Recent advances in observational technology have led to the de-
tection of previously unseen LSB objects (e.g., Lee etal. 2022c;
Montes & Trujillo 2022). This suggests that our knowledge
of the evolution of individual galaxies and their environments

may have been constrained by observational surface bright-
ness limits (see Martin et al. 2019). K-DRIFT is expected to
overcome this limitation through deeper observations of large
samples of galaxy groups and clusters. To understand the clus-
ters and their substructures observed by K-DRIFT, theoretical
studies using high-resolution numerical simulations that real-
istically implement even LSB objects will also be essential.

Full-box simulations: To include multiple clusters in a
full-box cosmological simulation, a box with a side length of
at least 100 h~! Mpc is required. In recent years, many sim-
ulations have been carried out in cubic boxes of comparable
volume (e.g., Horizon-AGN: Dubois et al. 2014; Illustris: Vo-
gelsberger et al. 2014; EAGLE: Schaye et al. 2015; HRS: Lee
et al. 2021), successfully reproducing key statistics observed
in large-scale surveys.

Despite these successes, full-box numerical simulations
are inherently forced to compromise between box size and
spatial resolution due to limited computational resources. For
example, TNG300 (Nelson et al. 2019) and HRS include clus-
ter samples of more than a hundred due to their very large box
sizes, but their baryon mass resolution of M, ~ 10° M is in-
sufficient to reproduce the LSB regime of > 29 mag arcsec 2
in the local universe (see Kim et al. 2023, for further de-
tails).Conversely, TNGS50 achieves a force resolution of ~300
pcina(51.7 cMpc)? volume, and thus it barely contains cluster-
scale structures in its cosmological domain.

Zoom-in simulations: The zoom-in technique is a prac-
tical way to overcome the trade-off between resolution and box
size. In this approach, the region of interest within the simu-
lation box is computed at high resolution while the rest of the
volume is set to a coarse resolution. The NewHorizon2 simu-
lation (Yi et al. 2024) serves as an example of this approach.
NewHorizon2, a twin simulation of NewHorizon (Dubois et al.
2021), focuses on a field region within a spherical volume of
a 10 Mpc radius extracted from the full cosmological box of
HorizonAGN. This region is simulated with very high res-
olutions (e.g., 68 pc spatial resolution), including on-the-fly
computations of the chemical evolution of nine elements (H,
D, C, N, O, Mg, Si, S, and Fe). This simulation allows for the
study of galaxies down to M, ~ 107 M, and hence provides a
strong theoretical framework for understanding the formation
and evolution of LSB objects with surface brightness as faint
as ~30 mag arcsec 2 in field environments. Furthermore, its
counterpart, NewCluster (Han et al. 2025) is a zoom-in simu-
lation of a cluster region, with a resolution and physical models
similar to those of NewHorizon2. This simulation additionally
includes on-the-fly calculations of the formation, coagulation,
and destruction of four dust species, and is thereby expected to
offer pioneering insights into the origin of LSB in cluster envi-
ronments. These simulations are anticipated to synergize well
with the planned science programs with K-DRIFT, however,
they are limited to a small number of clusters/groups, which is
insufficient for conducting comprehensive statistical analyses.

GRT simulations: Cosmological hydrodynamic simula-
tions self-consistently follow the formation and evolution of
galaxy clusters, modeling the hydrodynamics of the gas com-
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Figure 3. Mock color images of all cluster light (left) and ICL (right) from the Horizon Run 5 simulation. The top, middle, and bottom panels
show the g — r, u — r, and NUV—r mock color images, respectively. Theses mock color images were produced with a 2 arcsec pixel scale
and a 1.5 arcsec PSF FWHM, simulating the anticipated performance of K-DRIFT. Notably, the NUV —r color map exhibits greater variations
compared to the g — r and v — r color maps.
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ponent from which stars form. However, such treatments of the
baryonic component are highly computationally expensive. As
a result, the spatial resolution of these simulations or the num-
ber of clusters that can be modeled is necessarily limited. To
overcome the limitations of cosmological hydrodynamic simu-
lations, Chun et al. (2022) introduced an alternative simulation
technique called the “Galaxy Replacement Technique” (GRT).
The GRT is designed to follow the formation and evolution of
clusters with a multi-resolution cosmological N-body simula-
tion derived from the full merger tree of a low-resolution dark-
matter-only cosmological simulation. This technique, based
on a resimulation approach, allows for precise control of the
properties and temporal evolution of the clusters while fully
accounting for their cosmological context.

The GRT traces the spatial distribution and evolution of a
cluster and its substructures without including computationally
expensive baryonic physics. This efficient approach allows
for studying large statistical samples of clusters with a high
stellar mass resolution of m, ~ 105M@ (Chun et al. 2023,
2024). Such high resolution enables us to accurately resolve
tidal stripping processes and to describe in detail the formation
of ultralow-surface-brightness features in clusters, such as the
ICL and tidal features.

Chun et al. (2024), the most recent study using the
GRT, performed simulations for 84 clusters with 13.6 <
log Magoc[Me] < 14.4 to investigate the formation channels
of the ICL within the clusters from z = 1.5 to the present.
The authors found that the ICL is already abundant at high
redshift (z = 1.5) and that its main formation channel is
the tidal stripping of massive galaxies with stellar masses of
10 < log M,[Mg)] < 11, regardless of redshift. Additionally,
they showed that the expected ICL fraction is strongly affected
by observational detection limits, such as the observable radius
determined by the telescope’s FoV and the faint-end surface
brightness limit (see Figure 12 in Chun et al. 2024). In other
words, the measured ICL fraction is changed by the choice
of observable radius, and a higher surface brightness limit
(uy < 28.5 mag arcsec”?2) leads to an underestimation of
the ICL fraction. They also found that the relative importance
of different ICL formation channels depends on the detection
limit, with even the dominant channel changing under different
observational conditions (see Figure 13 in Chun et al. 2024).

Figure 4 shows that not only the ICL but also the tidal
features of the surviving satellites may be obscured by the de-
tection limit. Adams et al. (2012) analyzed 54 clusters of 0.04
< z < 0.15, containing 3551 early-type galaxies, and identi-
fied tidal features. They found that ~3% of cluster early-type
galaxies exhibit tidal features of y,» < 26.5 mag arcsec™2,
and that the fraction of satellites with tidal features de-
creases at smaller clustercentric radii (< 0.5 Ryi:). On the
other hand, in an ultralow-surface-brightness regime (uy ~
31.0 mag arcsec™2), Chun et al. (2025) show an increasing
trend within the 84 GRT clusters. This suggests that the numer-
ous tidal features of satellites in the clusters might be veiled by
detection limits. The results of the GRT simulations empha-
size the need for deeper imaging observations to investigate

the ICL in greater detail.

While the GRT is an outstanding technique for tracing
the formation and evolution of various LSB objects resulting
from gravitationally merging events, its lack of hydrodynam-
ics may cause it to miss the LSB structures originating from
hydrodynamic processes. To overcome this limitation, it is
necessary to complement GRT-based studies with cosmologi-
cal hydrodynamic simulations such as HR5, NewCluster, and
MlustrisTNG. Indeed, these simulation studies are expected to
advance our understanding of LSB objects as well as clusters
and their satellite galaxies within a comprehensive cosmolog-
ical framework. Together, they are anticipated to contribute
significantly to analysis of the clusters and their substructures
observed by K-DRIFT.

3.5. LSB Structure Detection using Machine Learning

The LSB structures in galaxy clusters present substantial chal-
lenges for detection and quantitative analysis owing to their
faint, diffuse emission and susceptibility to observational sys-
tematics. Recent advances in machine learning (ML), how-
ever, have demonstrated considerable potential for improving
both the detection and characterization of such structures. For
example, Tanoglidis et al. (2021); Miiller & Schnider (2021)
trained and evaluated a range of convolutional neural network
(CNN) models on labeled LSB galaxies and imaging artifacts
from the Dark Energy Survey, achieving classification accu-
racies exceeding 90%. More recently, Desmons et al. (2024)
applied self-supervised representation learning to identify tidal
features in Hyper Suprime-Cam imaging, while Smirnov et al.
(2023) developed a U-net-based framework to automate the
annotation of optical images containing Galactic cirrus emis-
sion. In Paudel et al. (2025a,b), an external-attention model
trained on a comprehensive catalog of dwarf elliptical (dE)
galaxies (Paudel et al. 2023) was used to study the large-scale
distribution of dEs in the Virgo Cluster, leading to the dis-
covery of serendipitous systems such as the runaway galaxy
NGC 524. Together, these studies illustrate the growing matu-
rity of ML-based approaches for extracting scientifically valu-
able information from extremely low-contrast imaging data.
The unique design of K-DRIFT, optimized specifically for LSB
observations, makes it a particularly well-suited instrument for
extending this line of research to galaxy clusters.

Machine learning algorithms can be trained to identify
LSB features in K-DRIFT data, enabling efficient detection and
extraction of relevant structures such as ICL, UDGs, and faint
stellar streams. By training the algorithms on both simulated
data and validated observations, these models can learn to
recognize subtle signatures of LSB structures that are often
difficult to detect using traditional analysis methods.

Additionally, machine learning techniques can aid in the
classification and characterization of different types of LSB
structures. For instance, convolutional neural networks can
be utilized to classify UDG candidates based on their mor-
phological properties, distinguishing them from other types of
galaxies within the cluster environment. This automated clas-
sification enables large-scale studies of UDG populations and
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Uy < 26.5mag arcsec? ¢
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Figure 4. Structures of a GRT cluster of Magoe = 2 x 10™* M, brighter than uy < 26.5 mag arcsec ™2 (left) and py < 31 mag arcsec ™2

(right).

their relationship to the overall cluster properties.

Moreover, machine learning algorithms can facilitate the
extraction of important physical parameters from LSB struc-
tures. By training models on synthetic data with known prop-
erties, these algorithms can estimate quantities such as the
stellar masses, sizes, and luminosities of LSB objects in K-
DRIFT observations. This information, combined with other
observational data, enables detailed analyses of the formation,
evolution, and environmental effects on LSB structures within
galaxy clusters.

Integrating machine learning techniques into the anal-
ysis of K-DRIFT data not only enhances the detection and
characterization of LSB structures but also improves the effi-
ciency and scalability of scientific investigations. This synergy
between K-DRIFT’s unique observational capabilities and ad-
vances in machine learning opens up new avenues for studying
the complex and intricate nature of LSB features in galaxy
clusters, facilitating comprehensive analyses and deepening
our understanding of the underlying astrophysical processes at

play.

4. Prospects for Synergies with Other Surveys

The K-DRIFT cluster survey research is poised to synergize
with other ongoing and upcoming multi-wavelength surveys.
In this section, we explore potential synergies and applications.

LSST: The Vera C. Rubin Observatory is poised to gen-
erate a vast dataset through its extensive survey, the Legacy
Survey of Space and Time (LSST), conducted in the southern
hemisphere. LSST is expected to provide a catalog of ap-
proximately 20,000 clusters with mass estimates at about 10%
accuracy, along with 10,000 massive galaxy clusters extending
to a redshift of approximately 1.2 (LSST Science Collabo-
ration et al. 2009; Brough et al. 2020; Ivezi¢ et al. 2019).
The upcoming Wide-Fast-Deep survey of LSST promises a

comprehensive photometric catalog spanning six broad-band
filters (ugrizy; 320—1050 nm). Its wide FoV (9.6 deg?) will
be ideal for accurate sky background estimation, which is cru-
cial for LSB studies. The expected surface brightness limit of
LSST is pli™it(3g, 10" x 10) = 29.0 mag arcsec 2 in its first
year, and 30.3 mag arcsec 2 after ten years of stacked data
(Laine et al. 2018). This advancement is expected to signifi-
cantly improve masking performance of the diffuse outskirts of
member galaxies, thereby strengthening the detection of LSB
features such as the ICL. When combined with potential deep
imaging from the NUYV filter on the space-based K-DRIFT,
this integrated approach could enable a more comprehensive
exploration of recent star formation histories within galaxies
residing in galaxy clusters.

DES: The Dark Energy Survey (DES; Dark Energy Sur-
vey Collaboration et al. 2016) is an astronomical survey con-
ducted from 2013 to 2019 with the primary goal of constraining
the properties of dark energy. It utilizes images captured in the
NUYV, visible, and near-infrared (NIR) wavelengths to measure
the expansion of the universe through various methods, includ-
ing Type Ia supernovae, baryon acoustic oscillations, galaxy
clusters, and weak gravitational lensing. The Dark Energy
Camera (DECam), mounted on the 4-meter Victor M. Blanco
Telescope at the Cerro Tololo Inter-American Observatory in
Chile, serves as the primary instrument for DES. DECam em-
ploys u, g, r, i, z, and Y filters covering a range of 340-1070
nm, similar to those used in the Sloan Digital Sky Survey. This
enables DES to obtain photometric redshift measurements up
to approximately z ~ 1. DECam features five lenses as correc-
tor optics, extending the telescope’s FoV to a diameter of 2.2
deg, one of the widest available for ground-based optical and
infrared imaging, with a resolution of 0.263 arcsec. Covering
5000 deg? of the southern sky, the DES survey area overlaps
with the South Pole Telescope and Stripe 82, while strategi-
cally avoiding the Milky Way. The survey reaches a depth of
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24th magnitude in the i-band across the entire surveyed area,
which is insufficient for the robust detection of tidal features.
The high spatial resolution of DES imaging, when combined
with the greater depth of K-DRIFT imaging, will provide a
complementary dataset enabling comprehensive LSB studies
across large samples of galaxy clusters.

SPHEREx: The Spectro-Photometer for the History
of the Universe, Epoch of Reionization and Ices Explorer
(SPHEREZX; Dor¢ et al. 2014) is a NIR space telescope cur-
rently conducting an all-sky spectral survey. Its comprehen-
sive spectro-photometry maps encompass 102 spectral chan-
nels ranging from 0.75 to 5 pm, with a spectral resolution
of 6 arcsec per pixel. SPHEREX observations will cover a
vast array of celestial objects, including billions of galaxies
and approximately 25,000 galaxy clusters. Traditionally, LSB
studies have been limited by sparse spectral data resulting
from low signal-to-noise ratios and the high cost of obser-
vations. The ongoing SPHEREX spectro-photometry survey,
which will provide a dataset equivalent to integral field unit
observations across the entire sky, is poised to revolutionize
our understanding of the kinematics and stellar populations of
LSB objects. The synergistic combination of low-resolution (6
arcsec) spectrophotometric maps from SPHEREX and higher-
resolution (2 arcsec) deep photometric maps from K-DRIFT is
anticipated to yield groundbreaking insights into LSB studies.
By leveraging potential NUV data spanning 200-300 nm from
the proposed space-based K-DRIFT mission, in combination
with SPHEREXx observations extending to 800 nm, we aim
to construct the full spectral energy distributions of galaxies
across thousands of galaxy clusters.

Euclid: Euclid (Euclid Collaboration et al. 2025), a mis-
sion led by the European Space Agency, stands as a visible-
to-NIR space telescope designed to unravel the complexities
of the evolving dark universe. Its mission is to create a three-
dimensional map of the universe, incorporating time as the
third dimension, achieved through the measurement of shapes
and redshifts of galaxies and clusters out to redshifts about 2.
Euclid is equipped with two scientific instruments: the visible-
wavelength camera (VISible instrument), which covers a broad
band from 550 to 900 nm with a spatial resolution of 0.1 arcsec,
and the NIR camera/spectrometer (Near-Infrared Spectrometer
and Photometer), which provides Y, J, and H broad-bands pho-
tometry and offers spectroscopy in the range of 1100 to 2000
nm with a spatial resolution of 0.3 arcsec and a spectral reso-
lution of R = 250. Space-based surveys like Euclid provide
invaluable imaging data for LSB studies, as they are signifi-
cantly less affected by sky background interference compared
to ground-based telescopes. Euclid will conduct a ~15,000
deg? weak-lensing survey, measuring the shapes of ~1.5 bil-
lion galaxies. The resulting dark matter maps will provide a
powerful reference for comparisons with the ICL distributions
identified by K-DRIFT. In addition, Euclid’s imaging of large
numbers of UDGs in three NIR filters will significantly en-
hance the interpretation of UDG populations discovered with
K-DRIFT.

GALEX: The Galaxy Evolution Explorer (GALEX; Mor-
rissey et al. 2007) is a space telescope that observed galaxies
in ultraviolet light, tracing 10 billion years of cosmic history.
Launched in 2003 and operational for ten years until decom-
missioned in 2013, GALEX surveyed wide and deep fields
in the NUV (175-280 nm) and far-UV (135-174 nm) wave-
lengths, with a 1.2 deg FoV and a spatial resolution of 5 arcsec.
Leveraging the heritage from GALEX, in combination with
deep imaging from K-DRIFT, will enable detailed exploration
of the star formation in the distant universe.

Follow-up observation with large telescopes: The K-
GMT Science Program provides the Korean Astronomical So-
ciety with observational facilities to strength the community’s
scientific capabilities in the field of observational astronomy
and astrophysics in preparation for the coming era of the Gi-
ant Magellan Telescope (GMT). Currently, the K-GMT Sci-
ence Program provides observing opportunities at the Gemini
observatory. The K-DRIFT cluster survey would provide ex-
cellent initial targets, including UDG, for conducting detailed
spectroscopic and deep imaging observations using Gemini
and GMT for more distant targets.

K-SPEC: In order to investigate various properties of
cluster galaxies and their hosts, it is important to distinguish
bona fide member galaxies from other field galaxies. This
requires accurate redshift information for individual galaxies,
as it is the only way to measure the distances and relative ve-
locities of distant objects. KASI-Spectrograph (K-SPEC) is a
multi-object spectrograph that is under development by Korean
researchers. A spectroscopic survey aimed to achieve the spec-
troscopic completeness of >90% for galaxies with K's < 13.75
will be performed with K-SPEC. This survey is helpful in
mapping the large-scale structure and identifying galaxy clus-
ters and groups in the low-redshift universe, where K-DRIFT
plans to conduct observations. The spectroscopic map from
the survey will provide environment information for K-DRIFT
galaxies, such as the redshifts and masses of their host clusters
and groups, as well as the spectroscopic information for host
galaxies showing LSB features. Therefore, by combining both
survey datasets, we can expect to study the environmental ef-
fect on galaxy evolution and the spatial distribution of cluster
galaxies.

uGMRT HI survey: The galaxy cluster environment
affects galaxy properties through both gravitational and hydro-
dynamic processes. One of the fundamental tools for under-
standing those effects is to study cluster galaxies’ gas prop-
erties. Dynamical interactions, such as tidal stripping and
in-situ star formation from stripped cold gas, contribute to
the enrichment of ICL. Detection of extended structures of
HI gas around galaxies in clusters, with morphologies aligned
with the diffuse light distribution, could provide evidence for
potential in-situ star formation. The upgraded Giant Metre-
wave Radio Telescope (uGMRT) addresses these limitations
and can probe star formation outside galaxies. Focusing on the
infalling group around NGC 4839 in the Coma cluster, which
has been poorly covered by previous HI surveys, provides an
opportunity to examine the in-situ ICL and intragroup light
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formation mechanism. Applying the WOC method to com-
pare the spatial distribution of diffuse light and HI gas in this
group could reveal valuable insights into in-situ star formation.
The uGMRT observations on this subject were conducted in
April-May 2023 (GTAC code: 44_046, PI: Jaewon Yoo), with
the potential to expand the survey based on the results. The
synergy between uGMRT HI survey data and future K-DRIFT
data for galaxy clusters promises a lasting legacy for future
studies.

SKA: The Square Kilometre Array (SKA) telescopes are
revolutionary instruments for radio astronomy, consisting of
two world-leading, complementary arrays located on different
continents. SKA-Mid, with 197 dish antennas, is being con-
structed in South Africa, while SKA-Low, featuring 131,072
tree-like antennas, is under construction in Western Australia.
These arrays will span baselines of up to 150 km in South
Africa and 74 km in Australia. With their unparalleled sensi-
tivity, the SKA telescopes will map hydrogen reservoirs around
galaxies, the raw material for star formation, shedding light on
how gas is accreted onto galaxies and converted into stars.
When combined with future K-DRIFT observations of galaxy
clusters, the SKA data will provide a deeper understanding
of star formation histories and the evolution of galaxies and
galaxy clusters.

5. Conclusions

We explored the possible science cases related to galaxy clus-
ters, which will be investigated using our new instrument de-
veloped for LSB science, K-DRIFT. K-DRIFT’s specialized
design positions it as a prime tool for probing the LSB fea-
tures, such as ICL, faint substructures in BCG, UDG, and tidal
features. K-DRIFT will give hints about the key questions on
the LSB field that lead to a step change in our knowledge of
nearby galaxy clusters and groups.

ICL is known to encapsulate the dynamical interaction
history of the encompassing galaxy cluster. Leveraging K-
DRIFT’s sensitivity to faint signals allows for unprecedented
studies on surface brightness and color profiles of ICL, which
offer a unique vantage point for investigating its origin and the
evolutionary processes of the host galaxy cluster. Moreover,
ICL has recently emerged as a promising candidate for tracing
dark matter. The telescope’s ability to capture detailed ICL
distributions will shed light on its potential role as a proxy for
the elusive dark matter content within galaxy clusters. The
investigation into the spatial distributions of ICL and dark
matter, particularly in clusters with diverse dynamical states,
promises valuable insights into cluster dynamics and the co-
evolution of ICL with the host cluster.

K-DRIFT’s advanced imaging capabilities extend beyond
ICL studies, delving into the tidal streams and faint stellar ha-
los, such as BCG inner structure and UDGs within galaxy clus-
ters. This enables a comprehensive exploration of the underly-
ing stellar content, offering valuable clues about the assembly
history and interactions shaping these LSB objects. Beyond
the realm of galaxy clusters, K-DRIFT opens avenues for dis-
covering and characterizing various LSB structures within the

cosmic web, i.e., filaments and voids. The telescope’s excep-
tional sensitivity to LSB allows for identifying dwarf galaxies,
faint stellar streams, and other elusive astronomical entities in
large-scale structures, contributing to a deeper understanding
of cosmic structures.

We present our strategies for addressing the scientific in-
quiries introduced earlier. To minimize systematic errors, we
propose a comprehensive, wide-deep survey. The consistent
measurement of diffuse light across numerous galaxy groups
and clusters in the southern hemisphere is poised to address
a significant portion of questions in the LSB research field.
Leveraging our LSB-specialized simulations and machine-
learning techniques will be instrumental in interpreting ob-
servational results and refining our observation strategy. Fur-
thermore, we explore potential synergies between K-DRIFT
and other ongoing or upcoming multi-wavelength surveys.

K-DRIFT stands at the forefront of LSB studies, offer-
ing unparalleled capabilities for unraveling the intricacies of
galaxy clusters and exploring the cosmos at its faintest lumi-
nosities.
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