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ABSTRACT

The MAMMOTH-LyC survey is a cycle 30 Hubble Space Telescope (HST) medium program obtain-
ing 18-orbit-deep WFC3/UVIS F225W imaging in two massive galaxy protocluster fields at z ~ 2.2.
We introduce this survey by reporting the discovery of J1244-LyCl1, a strong Lyman continuum (LyC)
leaker at z = 2.39, exhibiting clear merger signatures. J1244-LyC1 has a highly significant (100) LyC
detection, corresponding to an absolute escape fraction of fose =36% £ 4% (1o). The LyC emission
is spatially resolved into multiple peaks that coincide with the system’s disturbed morphology, con-
firming genuine multi-site LyC leakage. With a stellar mass of 101920, J1244-LyC1 is both the first
confirmed high-redshift LyC-leaking merger and the most massive LyC emitter known to date. We
interpret J1244-LyC1 as a merger-driven starburst system in which tidal interactions have disrupted
the interstellar medium, creating multiple low-column-density pathways that facilitate LyC escape.
This discovery provides the first direct evidence of spatially resolved LyC escape in a merging system,
offering new insight into the potential role of major mergers in driving the cosmic reionization.

Keywords: Reionization—Galaxies: Galaxy evolution—galaxies: High-redshift galaxies

1. INTRODUCTION However, the fraction of ionizing photons that success-
fully escape their host galaxies, fesc, remains one of the
most crucial unknowns in understanding the EoR. Con-
straining this parameter directly addresses a central and
long-standing question: what sources reionized the Uni-
verse? (Finkelstein et al. 2019; Naidu et al. 2020).
Directly observing LyC-leaking galaxies is essential for
answering this question, yet such efforts face a funda-

Lyman continuum (LyC) photons (Ayest < 912 A) pro-
duced by galaxies powered the last major cosmic phase
transition—the Epoch of Reionization (EoR, z ~ 6-
11; Stark 2016), during which the neutral intergalactic
medium (IGM) became reionized (Dayal et al. 2020).
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which renders direct detections infeasible at the red-
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shifts most relevant to reionization. As a result, ob-
servational searches for LyC emission have focused on
two lower-redshift windows: systems at z ~ 0.3 acces-
sible with the Cosmic Origins Spectrograph (COS) on
the Hubble Space Telescope (HST) (e.g., Izotov et al.
2016a; Wang et al. 2021), and galaxies at z ~ 2-4—the
“cosmic noon” epoch—using HST/WFC3-UVIS imag-
ing (e.g., Oesch et al. 2018; Marques-Chaves et al. 2024;
Wang et al. 2025; Beckett et al. 2025).

At the low-redshift window (z ~ 0.3), HST/COS has
enabled the construction of a sizable sample of confirmed
LyC leakers (Flury et al. 2022; Izotov et al. 2016a; Reste
et al. 2025a). These samples have revealed correlations
between fesc and several observable diagnostics, includ-
ing the UV continuum slope 8 (Chisholm et al. 2022),
the Ly« emission-line profile (Flury et al. 2022; Naidu
et al. 2022), and the [O 111]/[O 11] ratio (032) (Pelle-
grini et al. 2012). Collectively, these trends indicate
that LyC-leaking systems tend to exhibit high specific
star-formation rates, highly ionized gas, compact star-
forming regions, and low H1 covering fractions along the
lines of sight to their ionizing sources (Jaskot 2025). Sev-
eral physical mechanisms have been proposed to explain
the leakage of ionizing radiation, including suppressed
feedback (Jaskot et al. 2017), ionizing feedback (Gaza-
gnes et al. 2018; Flury et al. 2022; Flury et al. 2025;
Bait et al. 2024), stellar and supernova-driven feedback
(Chisholm et al. 2017; Amorin et al. 2024; Komarova
et al. 2021; Flury et al. 2025; Carr et al. 2025), and
bursty star formation (Trebitsch et al. 2017; Flury et al.
2025). Yet the physical mechanism that triggers such
extreme star-formation episodes remains uncertain.

Galaxy mergers have long been proposed as a mech-
anism capable of enhancing LyC escape by reshaping
the gas morphology and star-formation activity (Bridge
et al. 2010; Purkayastha et al. 2022; Reste et al. 2023;
Yuan et al. 2024; Zhu et al. 2024). Gas-rich interactions
frequently trigger repeated starbursts after pericentric
passages (Faria et al. 2025), and merging systems tend
to exhibit significantly elevated star-formation rates
(SFRs) relative to isolated galaxies, especially during
the late stages of interaction (Patton et al. 2013; Stier-
walt et al. 2015; Ferreira et al. 2024). These intense
starbursts efficiently produce large populations of mas-
sive stars—thereby increasing the intrinsic LyC photon
budget—and can facilitate LyC escape through stellar
and supernova-driven feedback (Trebitsch et al. 2017;
Barrow et al. 2020; Ma et al. 2020; Choustikov et al.
2024). In addition, tidal forces can redistribute gas away
from galactic centers (Pearson et al. 2016), potentially
boosting fesc along lines of sight that pass outside the
tidally displaced material (Reste et al. 2023; Ejdetjarn

et al. 2025). Cosmological simulations at z ~ 5-10 like-
wise find that mergers can enhance LyC leakage under
simplified fesc prescriptions (Kostyuk & Ciardi 2024).
Observationally, in the low-z regime, the Lya and Con-
tinuum Origins Survey (LaCOS) has compiled a sample
of 42 LyC leakers, confirming that more than 41% re-
side in merging systems and establishing mergers as an
important channel for LyC escape (Reste et al. 2025b).

In contrast, within the high-redshift window (z ~ 2—-
4), although many LyC candidates show clear morpho-
logical signatures of galaxy interactions, spatial offsets
between LyC-band emission and the UV continuum have
made it extremely difficult to rule out contamination
from low-z interlopers (Zhu et al. 2024). For exam-
ple, Ton3 (Mestri¢ et al. 2025; Vanzella et al. 2018)
exhibits strong ground-based spectroscopic features yet
is dominated by a foreground interloper; its true LyC
detection significance is only 3.50. Other candidates
such as z19863 and CDFS-6664 (Gupta et al. 2024;
Yuan et al. 2024) show similar spatial offsets. The in-
trinsically weak UV continuum associated with these
LyC-leaking regions further complicates interpretation
and forces a re-evaluation of the physical origin of the
claimed LyC signals. In principle, unambiguous con-
firmation requires high spatial-resolution spectroscopy.
Consequently, no high-redshift merger system has yet
been securely demonstrated to exhibit significantly en-
hanced fogc.

In this Letter, we report the discovery of a new LyC
emitter at z = 2.39 in the BOSS1244 field. This source
benefits from extensive multi-band imaging and spec-
troscopy from both HST and Keck, enabling a detailed
investigation of its physical properties. The structure
of this paper is as follows: Section 2 describes the ob-
servations and data reduction; Section 3 presents our
analysis, including spectral-line modeling, spectral en-
ergy distribution (SED) fitting, and the calculation of
fesc; and Section 4 discusses the implications of our re-
sults. Throughout this work, we adopt a flat ACDM
cosmology with Hy = 70 km s~ Mpc™!, Qy = 0.3,
and Q, = 0.7.

2. OBSERVATIONS

The primary dataset for J1244-LyC1 is drawn from
the MAMMOTH (MApping the Most Massive Over-
density Through Hydrogen) program series (Cai et al.
2016, 2017; Wang et al. 2022; Zhou et al. 2025; Yang
et al. 2025; Golden-Marx et al. 2025). These programs
target the BOSS1244 protocluster at z = 2.24 4+ 0.02,
one of the most massive known overdensities at cos-
mic noon (Cai et al. 2016, 2017). The HST Cycle-28
medium program, the MAMMOTH-Grism survey (GO-



16276; P.I.: X. Wang; Wang et al. 2022), provided spec-
troscopic identification across the overdensity, detecting
key rest-frame optical lines such as [O111], [O11], HS,
and Hr.

In addition, the HST Cycle-30 medium program
MAMMOTH-LyC (GO-17159; P.I.: X. Wang) ob-
tained 18 orbits of ultra-deep LyC-band (F225W)
imaging—probing LyC emission at z > 2.2—over the
BOSS1244 field (Fig. 1). The HST observations are
complemented by extensive ground-based multi-band
data, including CFHT Ks band, LBT U and z band
imaging, and Keck/MOSFIRE K band spectroscopy
covering Ha (Zhou et al. 2025).

2.1. HST Data and Reduction

High-resolution HST imaging of J1244-LyC1 was ob-
tained with WFC3/UVIS and WFC3/IR from several
programs (GO-17159 and GO-16276, P.I.: X. Wang;
Wang et al. 2022; GO-15266, P.1.: Z. Cai; Liu et al.
2023). J1244-LyC1 was observed in F225W, F475W,
F125W, and F160W, with total exposure times of
~48,600s, ~2800s, ~1800s, and ~2600s, respectively.
These probe rest-frame LyC (600-800 A), UV (1400 A),
and optical (3700-4750 A) emission.  Slitless spec-
troscopy from the MAMMOTH-Grism survey provides
WFC3/G141 grism data (R ~ 100), covering [O 11], H,
and H~y for J1244-LyC1 (Wang et al. 2022).

We used the pipeline-calibrated FLC single expo-
sures from MAST as the starting point for UVIS re-
duction. Cosmic rays were identified and masked using
astroscrappy. To correct amplifier-dependent back-
ground variations, we equalized the background levels
across the four readout amplifiers.

Multiple exposures were aligned using an iterative as-
trometric refinement procedure. The FA75W mosaic was
first registered to the F160W reference frame from the
MAMMOTH-Grism survey, and the F225W exposures
were subsequently aligned to the F475W frame. Final
mosaics were produced using AstroDrizzle v3.7.1 from
DrizzlePac (Fruchter & Hook 2002), following the con-
figuration described in Carter et al. (2025) . Our input
parameters for Astrodrizzle are listed in Appendix A.
The pixel size of the final F225W and F475W mosaics
is 0.03".

The most significant challenge arose from aligning the
ultra-deep 18-orbit F225W imaging. The UV field con-
tains few suitable stars for astrometric solutions, and
roughly 30% of the exposures are affected by cosmic-ray
contamination, due to full orbit long exposures. In addi-
tion, increased pointing uncertainties due to aging HST
gyroscopes further complicated the alignment.
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To address these issues, we developed a customized re-
duction framework incorporating affine transformations,
iterative drizzling, cosmic-ray rejection, refined photo-
metric matching, and density-based clustering. This
procedure achieved a final relative astrometric precision
of ~0.2pixel, i.e., ~6 milli-arcsec. A detailed descrip-
tion of the method will be presented in the forthcoming
data release and initial science results (Wang et al., in
preparation).

2.2. Keck Observations

J1244-LyC1 was observed twice using
Keck/MOSFIRE: 2022A_U016 (P.I.: M. Malkan; Zhou
et al. 2025) and 2025A_W335 (P.I.: R. Davies). The
first observation was obtained on 15 April 2022 in Multi-
Object Spectroscopy (MOS) mode, with a 0.7” slit width
and a total exposure time of 7920s (11 x 4 x 180s) un-
der ~0.7"” seeing. The second observation, carried out
on 21 February 2025 in Long-Slit Spectroscopy (LSS)
mode, used a 1.0” slit width and accumulated 3960 s
(22 x 180s) under ~0.6” seeing. The first observation
only covered part of the source, the second observation
was at a different PA that allowed it to cover both main
components.

The reduction procedure follows Zhou et al. (2025).
MOSFIRE data were processed with the PYPEIT pipeline
(Prochaska et al. 2020), which performs wavelength cal-
ibration using atmospheric OH emission lines. One-
dimensional spectra from individual exposures were ex-
tracted and co-added to increase the signal-to-noise ra-
tio (SNR). Additional details of our reduction steps are
provided in Appendix B.

2.3. Ground-based Imaging

Ground-based imaging includes LBT/LBC U and z
band observations and CFHT/WIRCam K s band data,
with total exposure times of 4.7hr, 4hr, and 5hr, re-
spectively. The observations were taken under seeing
conditions of 0.8”-1”. These ground-based photomet-
ric measurements provide essential constraints for the

global SED fitting of J1244-LyC1.
3. ANALYSIS
3.1. LyC Detection

Fig. 1 presents the high—spatial-resolution HST imag-
ing of J1244-LyC1 in F225W, F475W, F125W, and
F160W. We adopt the F160W image as the reference
and use its 30 segmentation map to define the aper-
ture. Within this region, the PSF-matched LyC-band
measurement reveals a 100 detection (with mpoosw =
27.8170:15 AB mag; Table 1).

The LyC emission displays an extended structure
whose centroid does not coincide with either of the two
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Figure 1. HST WEFC3 coverage of the BOSS1244 protocluster field and high-resolution multi-band imaging of J1244-
LyC1l. LEFT: The MAMMOTH-Grism and MAMMOTH-LyC programs target overdense fields of extreme emission-line galaxies
(EELGS) at z & 2.2, corresponding to the BOSS1244 protocluster. Black circles mark spectroscopically confirmed Ha emitters
(HAEs; Shi et al. 2021), while the magenta diamonds indicate EELGs with EW([O m1])> 225 A following Tang et al. (2019),
identified using the MAMMOTH-Grism deep HST grism spectroscopy. The red star denotes the location of J1244-LyC1. RIGHT:
HST imaging of J1244-LyC1 in WFC3/UVIS F225W (rest-frame LyC; PSF-smoothed), FA7T5W (rest-frame UV), and WFC3/IR
F125W and F160W (rest-frame optical). The FWHM of the PSF is shown by the black circle. The 0.6"”aperture is indicated

by the black dashed circle. Each cutout is 1.8" x 1.8”in size.

UV luminosity peaks. We further analyze this behav-
ior in Section 4.2, where the system is decomposed into
three principal LyC-leaking regions. Although the ap-
parent offset between LyC emission and UV peaks re-
sembles that seen in 219863 and CDFS-6664 (Gupta
et al. 2024; Yuan et al. 2024), the dominant LyC-
emitting region in J1244-LyC1 lies near the central in-
terface of the merging system, distinct from previously
reported cases.

3.2. Spectrum Analysis

3.2.1. Emission Lines

J1244-LyC1 is covered by both HST WFC3/G141
grism data (R ~ 100) and two Keck/MOSFIRE K
band observations (R = 3600; Appendix C). The spec-
tra detect [O 11], Hy, HB, and He, with no additional
strong emission features. These lines confirm a redshift
of z = 2.39, and no evidence is found for a low-z inter-
loper.

A portion of the [O 1m1] A4959 line is marginally de-
tected at the edge of the G141 grism coverage. However,
because the throughput declines sharply at the bandpass
edge and the flux calibration is unreliable, we do not at-
tempt to estimate [O 111] fluxes.

Slit-loss corrections were applied to both MOSFIRE
datasets by convolving the F160W image with the seeing

of each night and comparing the resulting flux distribu-
tion. The median seeing was 0.7" for the first observa-
tion and 0.6” for the second.

Emission-line fluxes were then measured from the
G141 grism and MOSFIRE spectra (see Table 1). No
significant [N 11], [S 11] or [Ne 111] detections are found in
the spectra.

3.2.2. Ha Kinematics

The two Keck observations provide a clear separation
of the double velocity components in the Ha emission.
As shown in Fig 2, the first observation primarily sam-
ples one of the two photometric centers and is dominated
by the redshifted Ha component. The second observa-
tion exhibits a substantial shift in the emission peak
relative to the first spectrum.

We fitted the Ha line in the first observation with
a single Gaussian initially, then used its centroid and
FWHM as constraints for one of the components in a
double-Gaussian model for the second spectrum. This
yields a relative velocity difference of 116 + 3.6 kms™*
between the two components.

Because the first MOSFIRE observation is seeing-
limited and only partially covers the system, we can-



Table 1. Emission line and photometry of J1244-LyC1

Ha g [On] HST F225W LBTU HST F475W  LBT Z  HST F125W HST F160W CFHT Ks
84404 26406 56407 27.817510 25157000 24277001 24.147599  23.577001 23.267001  22.8019 13

NOTE— Observed line fluxes are measured from the WFC3/G141 grism data and Keck MOSFIRE spectra. The unit of line fluxes
1

and multi-band photometry is 10717 ergs™* cm ™2 and AB mag. All reported uncertainties represent 1o errors.
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Figure 2. Keck/MOSFIRE K band spectroscopy (R~ 3600) confirming the double-velocity components of J1244-LyC1 through
the Ha emission line. LEFT: Slit positions from two MOSFIRE observations overlaid on the pseudo-color image of J1244-LyC1.
The yellow and green rectangles correspond to the slit orientations for the first and second observations, respectively, and
match the colors used for the spectra on the right. RIGHT: Ha emission-line profiles and Gaussian fitting results. For the first
observation, a single-Gaussian model is adopted, and the derived line centroid is used to constrain the double-Gaussian fit in
the second observation. Because the blue component is closer to the systemic redshift of J1244-LyC1 (z = 2.387), we adopt its
centroid as the velocity zero-point to illustrate the relative velocity offset between the two components. The expected locations
of the [N 11] A\6548, 6583 lines are marked; no significant [N 11] emission is detected in either observation.

not reliably quantify the flux contribution from the sec- kuo and kpg denote the values of the adopted Milky
ond component in that exposure. Thus, the adopted Way reddening curve evaluated at the wavelengths of
Ha fluxes for the blue and red components come exclu- Ha and Hp, respectively.

sively from the second observation: Fiqreda = (4.1 £ This yields E(B — V) = 0.157035. Because HJ is de-
0.32) x 10717 ergs~tem™2, Fraplue = (4.1 £0.25) x tected only at 4.30, the spectroscopic reddening remains

10717 ergs™'em 2. uncertain, and we instead adopt the more precise SED-

393 Dust Estinction based estimate of E(B —V) =0.214+0.01 (Section 3.3).

Given detections of both Ho and Hf3, we estimated the
nebular reddening using the Balmer decrement under a
Milky Way extinction curve:

3.2.4. Metallicity

Although [O 11] is the only strong metal line detected,
2.5 | (( Ha/ Hﬂ)) we estimate a lower limit on the gas-phase metallicity
810\ —pH — )>

EB-V)= Ro (1) using the [O 11]/Hp relation from Sanders et al. (2025):

kug — kta
where Ry = 2.86 for Case B recombination at 7, = 10* K

oIl
and n, = 10? cm ™3 (Osterbrock & Ferland 2006). Here, log ([Hﬂ]) =0.172+0.954 -z —0.832- 2%, (2
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where © = 12 + log(O/H) — 8, and log([O1I)/HB) =
0.431012.

The [O 1]/HS relation is calibrated and valid only
over 12 + log(O/H) € [7.3,8.6], corresponding to
log([O1II]/HB) < 0.5. Since our measured ratio exceeds
this threshold at the 1o upper bound, the relation can-
not provide a reliable metallicity upper limit. We there-
fore adopt the 1o lower bound of the measured ratio,
which corresponds to 12+1log(O/H) > 8.19, as a conser-
vative lower limit for constraining the SED-fitting pa-
rameter space. The final SED-fitting results are fully
consistent with this metallicity lower limit derived from
the emission line fluxes (see Table 2)

Furthermore, while our previous work has examined
the resolved metallicity map in this MAMMOTH field
(Li et al. 2022) for galaxies with securely detected [O 111]
emission lines, the absence of a robust [O 111] line map
for this target prevents a reliable estimate of its metal-
licity map using joint strong-line constraints (i.e., [O 111]
and [O 11]). Due to the low SNR for each [O 11] and
Hp spaxel, we did not manage to calculate a metallicity
map.

3.2.5. Star Formation

With the adopted extinction correction, the dust-
corrected Ha luminosity implies SFR(Ha) ~ 48 +
2.3 Mgyr~—! using the Kennicutt (1998) calibration.
This value agrees with the SED-derived SFR (Table 2).
Given its stellar mass of ~ 10192 M, the SFR is slightly
above that of typical main-sequence galaxies at compa-
rable redshift (Speagle et al. 2014).

The spatial distribution of the SFR on different
timescales in J1244-LyC1 is an important quantity for
our analysis. The WFC3/G141 grism data provide spa-
tially resolved maps of both [O 11] (Fig. 5) and HB. How-
ever, the HS map has insufficient SNR, preventing a re-
liable SFR map derived directly from Balmer emission.
Constructing an SFR map from the [O 11] emission would
require a resolved metallicity map (Kewley et al. 2004),
but as discussed in Section 3.2.4, the current data do not
support a robust spatially resolved metallicity estimate.

Although we cannot derive a full SFR map, the spa-
tial distribution of [O 1I] nevertheless traces recent star
formation on ~3-10 Myr timescales (Kennicutt & Evans
2012). We examine its connection to LyC escape in Sec-
tion 4.2.

3.3. SED Model Fits

We performed SED fitting to constrain the physical
properties of J1244-LyC1, which provides the necessary
stellar population information for estimating fes.. The
fitting was carried out using the latest version of CIGALE

(v2025; Boquien et al. 2019), and the resulting best-
fit SED is shown in Fig. 3. We adopted the Bruzual
& Charlot (2003) stellar population synthesis (BC03)
model, a delayed exponentially declining star formation
history, and the Charlot & Fall (2000) dust attenuation
law. The escape fraction fes was included as a free
parameter. The absorption in the U band caused by
the blended Lyman-series lines is ~ 12%, as estimated
using the IGM model adopted in CIGALE (Meiksin 2006).

The photometric measurements used in the SED fit-
ting include the LBT U and Z bands, the CFHT Ks
band, and the HST/WFC3 F336W (LyC), F475W,
F125W, and F160W bands. All HST images were
PSF-matched to the F160W image to ensure consistent
photometry. For the ground-based data, we used the
F160W image as a high-resolution prior and employed
TPHOT to obtain accurate flux measurements (Yang
et al. 2025). The results are summarized in Table 1.

As discussed in Section 3.2, we derived a lower limit on
metallicity as well as estimates of E(B—V) and SFRy,.
These spectroscopic measurements were incorporated as
constraints in the SED fitting. The derived physical
parameters are listed in Table 2.

3.4. Decomposing Images Using GALFIT

Across all available imaging bands, J1244-LyC1 ex-
hibits two bright components and pronounced tidal fea-
tures (Fig. 1). To characterize its structural properties,
we performed two-dimensional surface brightness mod-
eling using GALFIT.

As illustrated in Fig. 3.4, we modeled the F160W im-
age, which provides the highest spatial resolution at a
wavelength closest to the Keck/MOSFIRE K band used
for the Ha observations. This allows a direct compar-
ison between the morphological substructures and the
two kinematic components revealed in the Ha emission.

We carried out both single-Sérsic and double-Sérsic
fits. The single-component model leaves substantial
residuals, whereas the double-component model pro-
vides a significantly improved description of the global
morphology. The residual maps further highlight ex-
tended tidal structures.

The two components, labeled C1 and C2, have a
flux ratio of roughly 1:1.8 and are separated by 2.5 kpc
(0.3"). Only one component falls within the slit during
the first Keck pointing. Combined with the dual Ha ve-
locity components (Section 3.2), which exhibit a relative
velocity offset of 116 + 3.6 kms™!, these results confirm
that J1244-LyC1 is a late-stage major merger.
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Figure 3. The best-fit SED model (blue) of J1244-LyC1 at z = 2.39 using CIGALE, fit to the existing broad-band photometry
covering a wide wavelength range of 600-7000 4 in the rest-frame. The SED fitting results are shown in Table 2, and the
multi-band photometry is shown in Table 1. The SED of J1244-LyC1 is dominated by a young stellar population with an age
330 £ 120 Myr and a recent SFR of 65 + 33 Mg yr~ .

Table 2. Physical properties of J1244-LyC1 derived from SED fitting

RA DEC  zgpec log(M./Ms) SFRua (Moyr™') SFRsgp (Mpyr™!) E(B—V)gs 12+ log(O/H) Fosc

190.87348 35.90626 2.387  10.1570%2 48 42 65+ 33 0.21 +0.01 8.47701) 0.37 + 0.08

NOTE— All reported uncertainties represent 1o errors.

3.5. LyC Escape Fraction

The escape fraction fes. is constrained observation-
ally by comparing the observed LyC flux to the intrinsic
LyC flux expected from stellar population models. Sev-
eral methods have been developed (Jaskot 2025): (1)
using the HQ line to quantify nebular absorption of LyC
photons (e.g., Izotov et al. 2016; Flury et al. 2022); (2)
fitting the multi-band SED while allowing fesc to vary
as a free parameter (e.g., Izotov et al. 2016b; Fletcher
et al. 2019); and (3) determining the relative escape frac-
tion based on the ratio of ionizing to non-ionizing fluxes,
which can be corrected for dust attenuation to obtain
the absolute escape fraction (e.g., Steidel et al. 2001;
Wang et al. 2025; Gupta et al. 2024; Steidel et al. 2018).

Although J1244-LyC1 shows an HS detection in the
HST/WFC3 G141 grism spectrum, the HB— fos. method
is not applicable because of the following reasons. First,
estimating the nebular absorption of LyC photons using
Hp still relies on the assumptions of isotropy and a uni-
form stellar population (Izotov et al. 2016; Flury et al.

2022). Given the pronounced spatial inhomogeneity of
the LyC signal in J1244-LyC1 (4.2), we expect that the
galaxy-integrated fes. inferred from HS would signifi-
cantly deviate from the true value. Second, J1244-LyC1
is substantially more dusty than most LyC candidate
samples, and HS only constrains the nebular absorption
of LyC photons, providing no information on the addi-
tional attenuation by dust(Jaskot 2025). This makes the
method particularly unsuitable for J1244-LyC1. Finally,
the SNR of Hf is relatively low, which prevents us from
placing strong constraints on fes. using this approach.
We adopt the third approach to estimate the escape
fraction. The relative escape fraction is commonly de-
fined between the rest-frame LyC and UV bands as

(Lryc/Luv )int

X e, 3
(Fiyc/Fuv)obs M ®)

fesc,rel =
where (Liyc/Luv)int is the intrinsic LyC-to-UV lumi-
nosity ratio (typically evaluated at Apyc = 900 A and
Auv = 1500 A), tiam = e~ T'GM represents the transmis-
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Figure 4. GALFIT decomposition of J1244-LyC1 in HST F160W imaging. All images are normalized to the peak value of
the observed image. Single-component (TOP) and Double-component (BOTTOM) GALFIT models for the F160W image. The
Double-component fit provides a significantly better description of the main body of J1244-LyC1, whereas the single-component
model leaves behind prominent structural residuals. The red arrows in the residual map highlight the tidal-tail structure, a

clear signature of galaxy mergers.

sion fraction of ionizing photons through the IGM, and
TigM is the IGM opacity (e.g., Steidel et al. 2001; Inoue
et al. 2014; Meiksin 2006).

For J1244-LyC1, we compute the relative escape frac-
tion using the observed photometry in the HST/WFC3
UVIS F225W and F475W filters.  We treat the
F225W band (central wavelength ~ 665 A; Froosw =
27811015 AB mag) as the LyC band, and the
F475W band (central wavelength ~ 1400 A; Fpyrsw =
24271001 AB mag) as the non-ionizing UV band. The
intrinsic luminosity ratio, (Lgoosw/Lrarsw)int = 7.4,
is obtained directly from our best-fit stellar population
models.

The filter throughput weighted IGM transmission,
ticm is computed using the IGM absorption prescrip-
tion of Meiksin (2006), which is also adopted by CIGALE.
Following the method of Wang et al. (2025), we calcu-
late the transmission coefficient for each wavelength and
then perform a transmission-weighted average over the

F225W bandpass:

e—miam Traosw 7y
A

f TF2>\25W d\

ticm = (4)
which yields EIGM ~ 0.12.

After applying the dust correction (as detailed in Sec-
tion 3.2.3, adopting E(B — V) = 0.21), the absolute
escape fraction is derived as

fesc,abs = fesc,rel X 10_0'4AUV. (5)

By following the Calzetti dust attenuation law (Calzetti
et al. 2000) appropriate for high-z star-forming galaxies,
we adopted Ayy = 10.33 x E(B — V) and calculated
fesc,abs = 0.36 £ 0.04, which is consistent with the SED
result (see Table 2).

4. DISCUSSION

In this section, we examine the uncertainties of fesc
calculation, analyze the spatially resolved LyC escape to
understand the nature of the massive LyC leakers, and
discuss the environmental effects on the LyC leakage.



4.1. fese Calculation

For an individual high-redshift galaxy, the estimation
of fesc 1s inevitably affected by substantial uncertain-
ties introduced by IGM transmission. In practice, we
can only approximate this effect using the average IGM
transmission predicted by models at the corresponding
redshift. However, given the large sightline-to-sightline
variations in IGM properties, fesc and tjgy are intrinsi-
cally degenerate (Jaskot 2025; Wang et al. 2025). Con-
sequently, fesc is often overestimated, as LyC leakers
are more readily detected along relatively transparent
sightlines (Bassett et al. 2021). This represents one of
the most significant challenges in LyC studies at high
redshift: inferred values of f.. always rely on assumed
IGM models (Inoue et al. 2014; Meiksin 2006).

On the other hand, we could directly estimate the fesc
by determining the intrinsic LyC flux, Lyyc,int. In prin-
ciple, if the SED fit is sufficiently robust, fesc can be
computed simply as fryc,obs/LLyC,int- However, as de-
fined in Section 3.5, a commonly adopted approach ex-
presses fesc in terms of the UV flux, introducing fuv obs-
Because fuy obs serves as a proxy for the SFR, this
method helps mitigate systematic uncertainties associ-
ated with the model dependence of SED fitting (Siana
et al. 2007; Steidel et al. 2018).

This definition requires an estimate of the intrinsic
stellar ratio (Luv/Liyc)int, which depends on both the
stellar population model inferred from the SED and the
specific wavelength ranges used for Lyyc int and Lyv int-
These fluxes are typically defined at 900 A and 1500 A
(Siana et al. 2007; Steidel et al. 2001). Although Sim-
monds et al. (2024) argued that defining the intrinsic
ratio using 900 A and 1500 A can systematically overes-
timate fosc—and suggested instead adopting fluxes at
700 A and 1100 A this alternative is less suitable at
high redshift. Owing to strong IGM absorption, LyC
photons near the Lyman limit (e.g., 900 A) remain sub-
stantially more detectable than those at shorter wave-
lengths such as 700 A (Tnoue et al. 2014). Furthermore,
the spectral range between the Lyman limit and Ly« is
also significantly affected by the IGM; thus, while the
traditional definition may overestimate fesc, it does not
introduce additional IGM-related uncertainties and is
particularly effective for identifying LyC leakers. Since
high-redshift LyC searches are predominantly imaging-
based, the definition also depends on filter choice, as
discussed in Section 3.5.

Although the ratio (Luv/Liyc)int primarily reflects
the underlying stellar population, it can, in principle,
span a broad range. Empirically, typical values fall be-
tween 3 and 7 (e.g., Guaita et al. 2017; Alavi et al.
2020; Rutkowski et al. 2017; Smith et al. 2018; Wang
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et al. 2025). We note that the value derived for J1244-
LyC1 slightly exceeds this range, largely because the
rest-frame wavelength probed by the F225W filter is
bluer and therefore intrinsically fainter than Fiest 900-

4.2. Spatially resolved LyC escape

The LyC emission of J1244-LyC1 is detected at a sig-
nificance level of 100, and its spatial distribution ex-
hibits a clear clumpy morphology (see Fig. 5). This
suggests that different LyC-emitting clumps may have
distinct formation mechanisms. To quantitatively iden-
tify the locations and centroids of these clumps, we em-
ployed a growth-curve algorithm. Specifically, we cen-
tered circular apertures on different spatial positions and
gradually increased the aperture radius to identify inde-
pendent LyC-emitting regions with SNR > 3 that do
not spatially overlap. Through testing, we found that
adopting a maximum radius of 2.5 pixels effectively sep-
arates the LyC emission into three independent compo-
nents—clumps A, B, and C—all with SNR > 3.

In principle, fosc can be independently calculated
for each of the three LyC-emitting clumps, which re-
quires determining their respective intrinsic flux ratios
(fuv,int/ fuyc,int) from SED fitting (Siana et al. 2007;
Steidel et al. 2018). However, since only four high-
resolution imaging bands are available, it is difficult to
obtain reliable SED fits at each position, and therefore
the derived fesc values would be highly uncertain. We
therefore assume that their stellar populations are con-
sistent with that of the global merger system as inferred
from the integrated SED, and that the dust distribution
is spatially uniform. Under this assumption, we esti-
mate that the fesc of clump A is around 1, while the
fesc values of clumps B and C are significantly above 1.

It is evident that the fes. values of clumps A, B, and
C are substantially overestimated. Overall, the most
likely cause of this overestimate is the systematic uncer-
tainty introduced by the choice of IGM model. To en-
sure consistency between the CIGALE SED-fitting results
and our fes. calculations, we adopted the same IGM
model implemented in CIGALE (Meiksin 2006). However,
as shown in Inoue et al. (2014), different IGM mod-
els exhibit very large discrepancies. For J1244-LyC1
at z = 2.387, the predicted #;qy values vary widely:
Meiksin (2006) gives ~ 0.12, Steidel et al. (2018) gives
~ 0.26, and Inoue et al. (2014) gives ~ 0.33. As a result,
the inferred fe.sc may differ by a factor of 2-3 depending
on the adopted IGM model. This is one of the primary
reasons why the fes. values of all three clumps are col-
lectively overestimated.

In addition, the three clumps show strong internal dif-
ferences in their inferred escape fractions: clumps B and
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C exhibit significantly higher f.. than clump A. For
clump A, which is spatially coincident with the main
stellar body of the galaxy, the assumption of stellar
population consistency is most reasonable. Its fesc is
significantly higher than the system-wide average, indi-
cating that the global fes. likely represents a luminosity-
weighted average of regions with locally higher escape
fractions. This scenario is consistent with observations
and models in which ionizing photons escape through
low-Nyy sightlines (i.e., holes or channels), while the
non-ionizing UV continuum is dominated by the inte-
grated stellar population along the entire line of sight
(Jaskot 2025; Giovinazzo et al. 2025).

For clumps B and C, our calculations yield results with
fesc,abs > 1, which are significantly higher than that of
clump A. Both regions are spatially offset from the main
stellar body and contribute only minor flux fractions in
multi-band imaging. Thus, assuming identical stellar
populations as the integrated SED fit is likely invalid;
their stellar populations are probably much younger. If
we instead assume fes = 1 for these two regions, we can
constrain their intrinsic stellar flux ratios (fuv/ fLyc)int
to be < 3.5 and < 2.5, respectively. This implies that
the star formation histories in these regions are more
bursty and short-lived compared to the overall system.
Another important factor is the distribution of dust (Ji
et al. 2025). During the merging process, dust can
rapidly enrich and remain spatially inhomogeneous on
short timescales, enhancing anisotropic escape of LyC
photons (Ejdetjarn et al. 2025). Both effects directly
impact our estimation of local fes. values for individual
LyC-emitting clumps.

A complementary piece of evidence comes from the
[O 11] map. While [O 11] emission traces star forma-
tion on short (~3-10Myr) timescales, the UV contin-
uum traces star formation over longer (~10-100Myr)
timescales (Kennicutt & Evans 2012). We measured
the fractional contributions of clumps A, B, and C
to the total flux—defined as the flux within a cen-
tral 0.6”aperture—in both the UV continuum band
(F475W) and the [O 11] map. The three clumps exhibit
substantial differences in their relative flux contributions
between the UV continuum band and the [O 11] map (see
Table 3). Counsidering if the three clumps share similar
dust attenuation and stellar populations, their fractional
[O 11] fluxes should be consistent with their UV contin-
uum fractions. The discrepancies for clumps B and C,
therefore, indicate that fesc > 1 likely arises from either
incorrect dust attenuation estimates or a mismatch be-
tween their intrinsic stellar populations and the globally
fitted model.

Therefore, to determine the spatial distribution of
fese, it is essential not only to identify individual LyC-
emitting clumps but also to obtain high spatial resolu-
tion SED and dust maps.

It is worth noting that, to date, J1244-LyC1 and
Haro 11 (Komarova et al. 2024) are the only systems
that exhibit a clearly multi-clump spatial distribution
of LyC leakage, and both are merger systems. Haro 11
is an extreme dwarf starburst galaxy hosting dozens of
young massive clusters. Its three LyC-emitting knots
show pronounced differences in their stellar populations.
Although we cannot assert that J1244-LyC1 is a direct
high-redshift analogue of Haro 11, the similarities be-
tween the two systems are noteworthy. This may sug-
gest the existence of a LyC photon leakage mechanism
that does not strongly evolve with redshift.

4.3. Do mergers boost LyC' escape?

Galaxy mergers as a mechanism for promoting LyC
photon escape have long been actively discussed (Jaskot
2025; Reste et al. 2025b; Zhu et al. 2024; Yuan et al.
2024; Kostyuk & Ciardi 2024). At low redshift, the La-
COS survey constructed a sample of LyC leakers (Reste
et al. 2025a), among which approximately 41% exhibit
merger signatures (Reste et al. 2025b). During the cos-
mic noon epoch, mergers also appear to constitute the
majority of LyC leakers (Zhu et al. 2024; Yuan et al.
2024), while cosmological simulations suggest that in the
EoR, mergers can significantly enhance the reionization
process (Kostyuk & Ciardi 2024).

However, how galaxy mergers promote LyC photon
escape remains an open question. On one hand, merg-
ers drive the inflow of low-metallicity cold gas into the
central regions, possibly triggering central star forma-
tion and producing more LyC photons. Stellar feedback
could then open low-density escape channels (Puskds
et al. 2025; Faria et al. 2025; Garay-Solis et al. 2025;
Cenci et al. 2024). On the other hand, mergers strongly
disturb the gaseous environment of galaxies, decreas-
ing the covering fraction of neutral gas while mak-
ing the ISM more turbulent (Garay-Solis et al. 2025;
Purkayastha et al. 2022; Puskés et al. 2025). However,
as Kostyuk & Ciardi (2024) pointed out, no comprehen-
sive model has yet been established to fully describe this
process, as none is currently capable of resolving all rel-
evant scales, including those down to individual molecu-
lar clouds. More observational constraints are therefore
required to understand whether merger systems promote
global LyC escape or whether escape occurs only from
specific substructures.
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Table 3. Spatially Resolved fesc Calculation of J1244-LyC1
Target magpoosyy Magparsyy UV fraction® [O11] fraction? (Frarsw / Fra2sw )obs
J1244-LyC1  27.81707) 24.277001 1 1 261357
Clump-A 20.14703%  26.871995  13.74+0.5% 6.2 +2.8% 8. 3+§ ‘;;
Clump-B 20.271031 27791000 5.8+ 0.5% 5.5+ 2.5% 4.0755
Clump-C 29447037 2847103 3.140.5% 10.5 & 2.8% 24704

NoTE— All reported uncertainties represent 1o errors.

%Fraction of the total photometric flux of J1244-LyC1 measured within a 0.6” aperture.

Figure 5. UV morphology and [O 11| emission distribution of J1244-LyC1. We present the HST/WFC3 F475W image (rest-
frame UV continuum) together with the [O 1I] emission map extracted from the HST WFC3/G141 slitless spectroscopic data.
The blue dashed contours trace the spatial distribution of the LyC emission. The green crosses mark the two luminosity centers
identified in the F475W image. Three black circles (diameter 0.15”") indicate the locations of the three LyC-emitting clumps
defined in our analysis. At all three clump positions, the flux distribution in F475W differs significantly from that in the [O 11
map, highlighting spatial variations in recent (~3-10 Myr) versus longer-timescale (~10-100 Myr) star-formation activity.

The diffuse LyC-band emission observed in J1244-
LyC1 provides a unique opportunity to investigate this
issue in the high-redshift Universe. We observe spatial
variations of LyC photon leakage across different regions
of a merger system at cosmic noon. As discussed in Sec-
tion 4.2, we identify three LyC-leaking clumps in J1244-
LyC1. Clump A lies between the two UV-bright centers,
while clumps B and C exhibit spatial offsets from the
main merger system.

For clumps B and C, the leakage positions are offset
by less than 0.5”from the main body, similar to other
merger-like LyC leakers (Gupta et al. 2024; Yuan et al.

2024). Given their coincidence with the tidal tails, we
attribute their LyC photon leakage to star formation
occurring within these tidal features. For clump A,
however, its position between the two UV-bright cen-
ters makes its formation mechanism more uncertain. It
is unclear whether the central leakage region belongs
to one of the two merging galaxies, lies between them,
or is located on the near side of the system. Regard-
less of the configuration, the presence of clump A dis-
tinguishes J1244-LyC1 from other merger-featured LyC
candidates: its LyC emission shows no significant spa-
tial offset from the UV morphology. This confirms that
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a merger system can indeed produce strong LyC photon
escape.

4.4. The Formation of Massive LyC' Leakers

A key question worth discussing is whether the forma-
tion pathway of J1244-LyC1 differs substantially from
that of other known LyC leakers. To date, confirmed
LyC leakers at high redshift are predominantly low-mass
systems (M, < 10%7 M) with very little dust attenua-
tion (E(B — V) < 0.1; e.g., Fletcher et al. 2019; Yuan
et al. 2024; Gupta et al. 2024; Ji et al. 2025; Shapley
et al. 2016; Marques-Chaves et al. 2024; Mestri¢ et al.
2025; Kim et al. 2023; Rivera-Thorsen et al. 2022; Kerutt
et al. 2024). Even in the low-redshift Universe, mas-
sive LyC-leaking galaxies remain exceedingly rare, with
roughly half of the known leakers having stellar masses
below 10° My (Flury et al. 2022; Reste et al. 2025a,b;
Jaskot 2025). In contrast, J1244-LyC1 is both massive
and dusty (M, = 1012 My; E(B — V) = 0.21), sug-
gesting that its LyC escape mechanism may differ from
that of the majority of previously studied systems.

A plausible interpretation is that mergers play a more
critical role in enabling LyC escape in massive galax-
ies. As discussed in Reste et al. (2025b), LyC escape in
low-mass, compact star-forming galaxies can be driven
primarily by stellar feedback, which efficiently perturbs
the ISM owing to their shallow gravitational potentials
(e.g., Rey et al. 2022; Trebitsch et al. 2017). The in-
terplay between star formation and feedback in dwarf
galaxies may lead to episodic star-formation cycles—the
so-called “breathing mode” (Cenci et al. 2024; Stinson
et al. 2007; Muratov et al. 2015). During each cycle,
central star formation triggers feedback that temporar-
ily quenches further star formation; gas then re-accretes,
and the cycle repeats. Such behavior naturally creates
low-density channels through which LyC photons can
escape.

In massive galaxies, however, stellar feedback alone
is generally insufficient to substantially alter the ISM
structures (Pandya et al. 2021; Somerville & Davé 2015).
Thus, merger-driven processes—which can simultane-
ously induce intense starbursts and violently reshape the
ISM—Dbecome far more important for enabling LyC es-
cape. This likely contributes to the extreme rarity of
massive LyC leakers.

Nevertheless, both observations and theoretical mod-
els consistently show that massive LyC-leaking galaxies
are highly unusual. This stands in contrast to the con-
ventional approach for estimating the ionizing photon
budget during the EoR, which relies on the UV luminos-
ity function and often assumes that more massive galax-
ies contribute more escaping ionizing photons. There-

fore, J1244-LyC1 provides a valuable window into the
physical mechanisms regulating LyC escape in massive
galaxies, offering insight that may help refine our under-
standing of reionization-era processes.

4.5. Environmental Effects

The impact of the environment on LyC leakage re-
mains an open question. On one hand, an overdense
environment may enhance star formation at z > 1 (El-
baz et al. 2007; Taamoli et al. 2024); on the other hand,
it remains unclear whether such environments facilitate
the further escape of LyC photons into the IGM, or how
this process evolves with redshift.

For searches targeting LyC leakers, the latter ques-
tion is particularly relevant. It is commonly assumed
that in the high-redshift Universe (z > 6), overdense
regions—such as protocluster environments—promote
LyC photon escape into the IGM, and that Lya emit-
ters can trace the associated ionized structures. How-
ever, at z < 5.5, some studies suggest that protoclus-
ter environments may be more neutral than the field
(Kashino et al. 2025; Mawatari et al. 2017; Liang et al.
2021). This could result from the formation of a circum-
galactic medium (CGM) or from continued inflow of cold
gas along large-scale structure, though no consensus has
been reached.

Against this background, the detection of J1244-LyC1
becomes a particularly intriguing case. Although it
does not reside within the BOSS1244 protocluster (at
z ~ 2.24), it is still affected by the IGM environment
associated with the foreground protocluster. While we
cannot definitively confirm that the line of sight toward
J1244-LyC1 corresponds to a lower-than-average IGM
density—as this is directly connected to the measured
fesc—we can state with confidence that the presence of
such large-scale protocluster structures does not entirely
prohibit the detection of background LyC leakers.

Furthermore, there are no foreground galaxies within
~3" of J1244-LyC1. This suggests that it is not strongly
affected by the CGM of foreground systems—one reason
it remains detectable.

This serendipitous finding prompts reconsideration of
whether systematic searches for LyC leakers should fo-
cus exclusively on protocluster fields. The presence of
background LyC leakers may, in fact, provide additional
information on the IGM along these lines of sight.

5. SUMMARY

This work presents the first results from the
MAMMOTH-LyC ultra-deep HST WFC3/UVIS imag-
ing survey (HST-GO-17159; P.I.: X. Wang), targeting
the core regions of two massive galaxy protoclusters



at z ~ 2.2. We discover a new strong LyC leaker at
z = 2.39, named J1244-LyC1, where spatially resolved
LyC emission is detected using the ultra-deep F225W
imaging acquired by MAMMOTH-LyC. The total LyC-
band signal is detected at a 100 level, with an estimated
escape fraction of fese ~ 36%, and shows no spatial offset
relative to the UV-band imaging (F475W). The galaxy
is part of the EELG sample in the MAMMOTH-Grism
survey (Wang et al. 2022), and has been observed with
HST WFC3/G141 grism spectroscopy, covering [O 11],
H~, and HS. In addition, two Keck/MOSFIRE K band
spectra cover its Ha emission line. These observations
robustly confirm the spectroscopic redshift of J1244-
LyC1. Within a 3"radius of J1244-LyC1, no foreground
galaxies are found, and no unidentified strong emission
lines are detected across 1.1-1.7 pum and 2.0-2.3 pm,
confirming the absence of any foreground interloper.

High-resolution imaging across multiple bands reveals
that J1244-LyC1 exhibits clear merger signatures—two
photometric centers separated by a projected distance
of 2.5 kpc and tidal-tail features. Thanks to the two
Keck/MOSFIRE K band observations, whose slits were
placed at slightly different orientations, we measured a
projected velocity difference of ~ 116kms~! between
the two photometric components. This confirms that
J1244-LyC1 is a major merger in its late stage. Since
the global LyC emission shows no spatial offset, this
represents the first high-z merger system in which LyC
photon escape has been directly confirmed.

We performed multi-band photometric SED fitting for
J1244-LyC1 and verified the consistency between the
derived physical parameters and the observed emission-
line constraints. Because J1244-LyC1 exhibits spatially
resolved LyC emission, we are, for the first time, able
to study the substructures and physical processes re-
sponsible for LyC escape in a high-z sample. Both
the photometric centers and the tidal tails show evi-
dent LyC leakage. We interpret this as the result of
vigorous star formation triggered by the merger process
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and the strongly disturbed ISM environment, jointly fa-
cilitating LyC photon escape. J1244-LyC1 represents
an even rarer case of a massive LyC leaker. We fur-
ther discuss the critical role of the merger process in
enabling LyC escape in massive galaxies—unlike low-
mass systems, massive galaxies rely more heavily on the
strong ISM disturbances induced by mergers to open
low-opacity channels for LyC leakage.

The dynamical structure, Ly« line profile, and spatial
distribution of Ly« emission in J1244-LyC1 are there-
fore of great importance. Follow-up observations with
HST and ground-based adaptive-optics IFUs, such as
Keck/OSIRIS, will be crucial for further understanding.
J1244-LyC1 represents a rare and ideal case for study-
ing the impact of mergers on LyC leakage, providing
valuable observational constraints on the role of merger
systems in the reionization era.
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APPENDIX

A. ASTRODRIZZLE INPUT PARAMETERS

Our input parameters for Astrodrizzle are listed in Table 4.

Table 4. AstroDrizzle Parameters

Parameter Value Description

skysub True Perform sky subtraction

skymethod globalmin4+match Sky estimation method
driz_sep_scale 0.03 Pixel scale for separate drizzle (arcsec/pixel)
combine_type imedian Final combine method

combine nsigma 4 3 Low /high sigma clipping thresholds
combine_grow 1 Pixel grow radius for rejection
driz_cr True Cosmic-ray rejection enabled
driz_cr_corr True Cosmic-ray correction enabled
final wht_type IVM Inverse-variance weighting

final kernel square Drizzle kernel

final pixfrac 0.8 Pixel fraction for final drizzle

B. KECK DATA REDUCTION

The reduction of Keck MOSFIRE data was performed using the Pypelt pipeline (Prochaska et al. 2020). The
standard processing sequence included flat-fielding, dark subtraction, cosmic ray detection and slit tracing. Wavelength
calibration was derived directly from OH sky lines present in the science frames. One-dimensional spectra were
subsequently generated using the Optimal Extraction algorithm. Regarding object identification, the pipeline is
configured by default to extract objects in the slit center. While this setup was successful for most sources in Zhou
et al. (2025), J1244-LyC1 in the first observations was offset from the slit center, causing the default automatic tracing
algorithm to fail. Consequently, we lowered the required signal-to-noise ratio threshold to successfully trace and extract
this specific source. Flux calibration was achieved using standard star observations processed identically to the science
targets. A specific modification was required for the second set of observations, which utilized the long-slit mode.
The default Pypelt configuration treats long-slit data as star traces; this misinterpretation leads to failures in source
extraction. To resolve this, we customized the slit parameters by manually adding the slit traces to force extraction,
which enabled Pypelt to correctly identify and extract the source.

C. SPECTRUM
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Figure 6. Spectroscopic observations of J1244-LyC1. ToP LEFT and TOP RIGHT PANELS: Keck MOSFIRE K band spectra.
BorToM PANEL: HST WFC3/G141 grism spectrum, with the region affected by the G141 edge indicated by the gray shaded

area.
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