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ABSTRACT

Aims. Our goal is to characterise the physical properties of the metal-poor brown dwarf population. In particular, we focus on the
recently discovered peculiar dwarf WISE1810055−1010023.
Methods. We collected optical iz and near-infrared J-band imaging on multiple occasions over 1.5 years to derive accurate trigono-
metric parallax and proper motion of the metal-depleted ultra-cool dwarf candidate WISE J1810055−1010023. We also acquired
low-resolution optical spectroscopy (0.6−1.0 µm) and new infrared (0.9−1.3 µm) spectra of WISE J1810055−1010023 that were
combined with our photometry, other existing data from the literature and our trigonometric distance to determine the object’s lu-
minosity from the integration of the observed spectral energy distribution covering from 0.6 through 16 µm. We compared the full
optical and infrared spectrum with state-of-the-art atmosphere models to further constrain its effective temperature, surface gravity
and metallicity.
Results. WISE J1810055−1010023 is detected in the iz bands with AB magnitudes of i = 23.871±0.104 and z = 20.147±0.083
mag in the Panoramic Survey Telescope and Rapid Response System (PanSTARRS) system. It does not show any obvious pho-
tometric variability beyond 0.1−0.2 mag in any of the z- and J-band filters. The very red z − J ≈ 2.9 mag colour is compatible
with an ultra-cool dwarf nature. Fitting for parallax and proper motion, we measure a trigonometric parallax of 112.5 +8.1

−8.0 mas
for WISE J1810055−1010023, placing the object at only 8.9+0.7

−0.6 pc, about three times closer than previously thought. We em-
ployed Monte Carlo methods to estimate the error on the parallax and proper motion. The object’s luminosity was determined at
log L/L� =−5.78 ± 0.11 dex. From the comparison to atmospheric models, we infer a likely metallicity of [Fe/H] ≈ −1.5 and an
effective temperature cooler than 1000 K. The estimated luminosity and temperature of this object are below the known substellar
limit. Despite its apparent low metallicity, we derive space motions that are more typical of the old disc than the halo of the Milky
Way. We confirm that WISE J1810055−1010023 has an ultra-cool temperature and belongs to a new class of objects with no known
spectral counterparts among field L- and T-type dwarfs.
Conclusions. WISE J1810055−1010023 is a very special substellar object and represents a new addition to the 10 pc sample. The
optical to near-infrared spectra show strong features due to water vapour and H2 collision induced absorption. Our trigonometric
distance has strong implications on the density of metal-poor brown dwarfs in the solar vicinity, which may be higher than that of
metal-poor stars.

Key words. subdwarfs — brown dwarfs — techniques: photometry — techniques: spectroscopy — stars: individual: WISE
J1810055−1010023

1. Introduction

The physical properties of substellar objects evolve with time.
Hence, finding brown dwarfs of different ages and metallicities
is critical to tracing their evolutionary paths and understanding
the processes of substellar formation. Since the discoveries of the
first two unambiguous brown dwarfs announced in 1995 (Rebolo
et al. 1995; Nakajima et al. 1995), the field has grown signifi-
cantly with thousands of substellar objects with a wide range of
physical properties: mass, age, atmospheric composition (see re-
view by Kirkpatrick 2005). Nonetheless, metal-poor dwarfs at or
below the hydrogen-burning limit still remain scarce.

Metal-poor, low-mass stars with spectral types later than
M7 are important tracers of the Galactic structure and chemical

enrichment due to their long nuclear burning lifetimes. Metal-
depleted brown dwarfs, which lack important nuclear burning
and can be even cooler than the smallest stars, are also key
(Lodieu 2018). All of them, known as ultra-cool subdwarfs
(Kirkpatrick et al. 1997), enable the study of early star formation
channels, nucleo-synthesis pathways, and Galactic assembly be-
cause they represent unique reservoirs of a pristine material that
is somewhat processed, but with a far lower metallicity than the
Sun, and produced by the Big Bang. They are also relevant ob-
jects to constrain atmospheric models at low temperatures and
deficient chemical compositions (Rajpurohit et al. 2014, 2016;
Zhang et al. 2017b, 2018; Lodieu et al. 2019b; Schneider et al.
2020; Meisner et al. 2020a, 2021; Brooks et al. 2022). Subd-
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warfs tend to exhibit thick disc or halo kinematics, high proper
motions, and high heliocentric velocities (Gizis 1997), although
it is not necessarily the case for all metal-poor ultra-cool dwarfs
(e.g. Figure 17 in Zhang et al. 2017b). Metal-depleted low-mass
stars, despite the higher temperatures caused by the dearth of
metals in their atmospheres, are less luminous than their solar-
metallicity counterparts due to their smaller radii (Baraffe et al.
1997; Allard et al. 2012; Gonzales et al. 2021; Gerasimov et al.
2022). As for low-metallicity brown dwarfs below the hydro-
gen burning-mass limit, there is no recent theoretical work in
the literature we can rely on for the predictions of their sizes and
temperatures, but an approximate observational stellar-substellar
boundary is drawn in Figure 1 of Zhang et al. (2017a). From
current spectroscopic observations of low-metallicity M- and L-
type dwarfs at optical and near-infrared wavelengths, the spec-
tra show stronger metal-hydride absorption and weaker metal
lines than solar-metallicity dwarfs of similar classification, as
well as blue infrared colours caused by collision-induced H2
absorption (Lodieu et al. 2017). The adopted classification for
metal-poor dwarfs (Kirkpatrick et al. 2014; Zhang et al. 2017b)
is divided into three categories (Lépine et al. 2007) with well-
established iron abundances (Zhang et al. 2017b; Lodieu et al.
2019b): subdwarfs (sd; [Fe/H] =− 0.5±0.5 dex), extreme sub-
dwarfs (esd; [Fe/H] =−1.5±0.5 dex), and ultra-subdwarfs (usd;
[Fe/H] =−2.0±0.5 dex).

Only a few metal-poor brown dwarf candidates have been
announced so far in isolation (Burgasser et al. 2003a; Murray
et al. 2011; Burningham et al. 2014; Greco et al. 2019; Meis-
ner et al. 2020b,a, 2021; Brooks et al. 2022) or as companions
(Burningham et al. 2010; Scholz 2010; Pinfield et al. 2012; Mace
et al. 2013) but all have metallicities likely higher than [Fe/H]
= −0.7 dex. The first extremely metal-poor dwarf candidates
([Fe/H]≤−1.0 dex) located in the substellar transition zone have
been recently identified in the Wide-Field Infrared Survey Ex-
plorer (WISE; Wright et al. 2010) catalogue by Schneider et al.
(2020). Their near-infrared spectra cannot be reproduced by any
current models or observed field T dwarf templates (Burgasser
et al. 2006). Their photometry appears equally peculiar with dis-
tinctive blue W1 − W2 colours (Schneider et al. 2020; Meisner
et al. 2020a; Goodman 2021). Kirkpatrick et al. (2021b) reported
an even fainter enigmatic metal-poor candidate potentially clas-
sified as a Y-type dwarf (Cushing et al. 2011; Kirkpatrick et al.
2012) and nicknamed “the Accident”.

Schneider et al. (2020) announced WISE1810055−1010023
(hereafter WISE1810) as one of the first extremely metal-poor
ultra-cool subdwarfs confirmed as a brown dwarf based on its in-
frared spectrum. WISE1810 is relatively bright at infrared wave-
length (J = 17.26 mag, W2 = 12.48 mag) with a near-infrared
spectrum best fit by an observational T0 template and with an ef-
fective temperature of 1300±100 K, log(g) = 5.0 dex, and metal-
licity below −1.0 dex based on model fit. According to Schneider
et al. (2020), WISE1810 appears to be located at a spectrophoto-
metric distance of 14−67 pc taking into account the magnitude–
distance relations of field, most likely solar-metallicity, T dwarfs.
These authors also inferred a mass range of 0.075−0.080 M�
from known L and T subdwarfs with published effective tem-
peratures and metallicities (Kirkpatrick et al. 2014; Zhang et al.
2017b).

This paper discusses the properties of WISE1810, one of
the first two extremely metal-poor brown dwarf candidates an-
nounced by the WISE team (Schneider et al. 2020). Section 2
presents optical (300–1000 nm) and infrared J-band photometry
of WISE1810 obtained with a suite of instruments. Section 2.2
reports on a low-resolution optical (0.7–1.0 micron) spectrum of

Table 1. Summary of new photometric and spectroscopic observations
of WISE1810.

Instr Date UT Exp. time Seeing Fil/Grating
(hh:mm) (s) (”)

ALFOSC 2020 Aug 18 21:55 10×300 0.6 z
ALFOSC 2021 Feb 16 05:35 25×150 1.1 z
OSIRIS 2020 Sep 06 21:34 1×45 0.9 z
OSIRIS 2020 Sep 06 21:50 2×1800 0.9 R1000R
OSIRIS 2020 Sep 19 21:01 5×50 0.7 z
OSIRIS 2020 Sep 19 21:27 2×1800 0.7 R1000R
OSIRIS 2020 Sep 28 20:59 5×50 0.9 z
OSIRIS 2020 Oct 09 20:21 10×50 0.9 z
OSIRIS 2020 Oct 23 . z
OSIRIS 2020 Oct 25 19:59 10×30 1.0 z
OSIRIS 2020 Nov 08 19:38 10×25 1.0 z
Omega2000 2021 Mar 25 04:20 9×30 1.2 J
Omega2000 2021 Apr 21 03:05 9×30 1.3 J
Omega2000 2021 Jul 01 02:46 9×30 1.3 J
Omega2000 2021 Jul 28 23:58 9×30 1.1 J
Omega2000 2021 Aug 24 21:25 9×30 1.6 J
Omega2000 2021 Oct 19 18:58 9×30 1.0 J
EMIR 2021 Mar 04 06:35 7×10 0.9 J
EMIR 2021 Apr 22 04:32 7×10 0.9 J
EMIR 2021 May 26 01:36 7×10 0.9 J
EMIR 2021 May 29 04:45 7×10 0.9 J
EMIR 2021 Jun 22 01:48 7×10 0.9 J
EMIR 2021 Jun 26 01:15 20×360 0.9 Y J
EMIR 2021 Jun 26 23:25 1×10 0.8 J
EMIR 2021 Jun 26 23:43 20×360 0.8 Y J
EMIR 2021 Jul 18 23:10 7×10 0.6 J
EMIR 2021 Aug 07 21:21 7×10 1.0 J
EMIR 2021 Aug 25 22:33 7×10 0.8 J
HiPERCAM 2021 May 05 03:30 2×12.87+6×32.97 0.6 u
HiPERCAM 2021 May 05 03:30 2×12.87+6×32.97 0.6 g
HiPERCAM 2021 May 05 03:30 2×12.87+6×32.97 0.6 r
HiPERCAM 2021 May 05 03:30 27×12.87+60×32.87 0.6 i
HiPERCAM 2021 May 05 03:30 27×12.87+60×32.87 0.6 z

WISE1810 and an improved 900−1330 nm infrared spectrum.
Section 4 introduces the first ground-based trigonometric paral-
lax for WISE1810 by combining archival data with new imaging
data presented in this manuscript. Section 5 derives the physi-
cal properties of WISE1810 using all observational information
available to us and discusses the implications of WISE1810 with
regard to the density of metal-poor brown dwarfs in the solar
neighbourhood.

2. Observations

We observed WISE1810 photometrically and spectroscopically
on multiple occasions with the purpose of determining its
trigonometric parallax, optical to infrared spectral energy dis-
tribution, and photometric variability. The observing logs of all
photometric and spectroscopic campaigns are given in Table 1.
The observations and data reduction steps are properly described
in this section. The derivation of the observed photometry and
relative astrometry is explained in Sections 3 and 4.

2.1. Optical and near-infrared imaging

2.1.1. NOT ALFOSC

We secured optical images of WISE1810 with the Alhambra
Faint Object Spectrograph and Camera (ALFOSC) on the 2.5m
Nordic Optical Telescope (NOT) during a service night on 18
August 2020 between UT = 20h54m and 21h55m under pro-
gramme number 61 299 (PI Lodieu). ALFOSC has a field of
view of 6.4×6.4 arcmin2 in imaging mode and a nominal pixel
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Fig. 1. Images of WISE1810 from the UKIDSS Galactic Plane Survey
(left; 27 June 2010) and NOT ALFOSC (right; 18 August 2020) in J
and z filters, respectively. The object is indicated by a red arrow. North
is up and east left. Each image is about 80 arcsec across.

size of 0′′.2138. We used the z-band filter z′_S DS S 832_LP with
a central wavelength of 840 nm. The sky was clear and dark with
a seeing of 0′′.5–0′′.6. We collected a total of ten individual expo-
sures of 360 s each in staring mode.

We carried out the data reduction under the IRAF1 environ-
ment (Tody 1986, 1993). We subtracted the median-combined
bias frame from each flat-field image and from each individual
science frame. Then, we divided each science frame by a nor-
malised median-combined flat field. Afterwards, we averaged all
science images removing the lowest and highest values (Fig. 1).

2.1.2. GTC OSIRIS

We obtained Sloan z-band photometry of WISE1810−10 with
the OSIRIS Optical System for Imaging and low-intermediate
Resolution Integrated Spectroscopy (OSIRIS; Cepa et al. 2000)
instrument mounted on the 10.4m Gran Telescopio de Ca-
narias (GTC). OSIRIS is equipped with two 2048×4096 Mar-
coni CCD42-82 detectors working at optical wavelengths and
offering a field of view of approximately 7×7 arcmin2 with an
unbinned, nominal pixel scale of 0′′.125.

We collected five epochs as part of Director Discretionary
Time allocation (DDT) programme GTC2020-163 (PI Lodieu)
on 19 and 28 September 2020, 9 and 25 October 2020, and 8
November 2020 in service mode. All data were acquired with
the z-band filter centred at 0.895 µm. The sky was clear and the
seeing measured on the images was subarcsec in all datasets, as
requested during the phase 2 preparation of the observing blocks.
We set the on-source integration to 50 s with a five-point dither
pattern of 3′′.5 to avoid overlap with nearby sources as much as
possible due to the high density of this field close to the Galactic
plane. On the last observing epoch we collected ten dithered im-
ages of 25 s each, due to the very high air mass of WISE1810.
To increase the number of astrometric measurements, we also
incorporated the acquisition images of the spectroscopic observ-
ing block obtained with OSIRIS on 2020 September 6 as part of
DDT programme GTC2020-161 (PI Lodieu; see Section 2.2).

We reduced all data with IRAF. We subtracted the bias from
each individual frame and divided by a normalised flat field. We
median-combined all frames correcting for the offsets set by the
dithering pattern.

1 IRAF is distributed by the National Optical Astronomy Observato-
ries, which are operated by the Association of Universities for Research
in Astronomy, Inc., under cooperative agreement with the National Sci-
ence Foundation

2.1.3. GTC HiPERCAM

We collected High PERformance CAMera (HiPERCAM;
Dhillon et al. 2021) data in service mode as part of programme
GTCMULTIPLE3A-21A (PI Lodieu) on the night of 9 May
2021. The same observing block was repeated because there was
some spare time. The conditions were photometric with a clear
sky, a seeing of 0′′.6, and dark time. In total, we collected eight
images in ugr and 87 in iz Sloan filters, totalling 223.5 s and
2326 s on-source exposure time, respectively.

HiPERCAM has been a visitor instrument at the GTC since
February 2018. This instrument uses four beam-splitters to im-
age simultaneously the same field in five optical filters (ugriz)
covering the 300–1000 nm wavelength range in one single shot.
Each detector has four read-out quadrants of 1024×512 pixels
with a nominal size of 0′′.081 covering a field of view of 2.8× 1.4
arcmin2. The main advantage of HiPERCAM in our study is the
availability of simultaneous ugriz photometry with good sensi-
tivity in the blue. The automatic HiPERCAM pipeline was run
on a dedicated machine and we obtained images in each indi-
vidual filter by running the joinup script in the Python environ-
ment2.

2.1.4. Calar Alto Omega2000

We collected new J-band photometry with Omega2000 on the
Calar Alto 3.5m telescope over two semesters (programmes
H20-3.5-020 and F21-3.5-010; PI Lodieu) to further constrain
the trigonometric parallax of WISE1810. Omega2000 employs
a HAWAII-2 2048×2048 pixel detector sensitive in the 1000–
2500 nm wavelength range with a nominal pixel size of 0′′.45,
yielding a field of view of 15.4 × 15.4 arcmin2 (Kovács et al.
2004).

We secured six observing epochs on 2021 March 25, April
21, July 01, July 28, August 24, and October 19 (Table 1). The
seeing measured on the final images was generally between 1′′.0
and 1′′.6. The 2021 August 24 data have the worst seeing. We
set the on-source integration time to 10 s with three integrations
each followed by a nine-point dither pattern, yielding a total on-
source exposure time of 4.5 min per observing epoch.

We reduced the data in a standard manner under the IRAF
environment, following steps that were very similar to those used
for the other near-infrared instruments. We created a median-
combined flat-field image subtracting the dome ON and OFF im-
ages taken during the afternoon preceding the night or morning
at the end of the night. We also median-combined eight of the
nine dithered images that we subtracted from the unused image
to remove the sky contribution. Then we combined with an aver-
age method the nine dithered frames applying the offsets calcu-
lated from a bright unsaturated star in a central part of the detec-
tor. None of the Omega2000 images was specifically calibrated
astrometrically as it is not required for our astrometric analysis
(see Section 4).

2.1.5. GTC EMIR

We also obtained complementary J-band photometry with the
Espectrografo Multiobjeto Infra-Rojo (EMIR; Garzón et al.
2007) mounted on the Naysmith-A focus of the GTC as part
of programme GTCMULTIPLE3A-21A (PI Lodieu). EMIR is
equipped with a 2048×2048 pixel Teledyne HAWAII-2 HgCdTe

2 http://deneb.astro.warwick.ac.uk/phsaap/hipercam/
docs/html/
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detector offering a 6.67×6.67 arcmin2 field of view with a nom-
inal pixel scale of 0′′.2 on the sky. All observations were car-
ried out in service mode under clear skies and seeing better than
1′′.0 to avoid as much as possible any contamination from nearby
stars. We collected a total of nine epochs between 2021 March
and 2021 August (Table 1).

We reduced the EMIR images with the official EMIR
pipeline PyEMIR3 to produce a final stacked image at each
epoch without any astrometric calibration. The pipeline removes
the flat-field contribution. We calculated the dithering offsets
within the IRAF environment, which we input into the pipeline
as one of the options to apply the offsets between the standard
seven-point dither pattern in the EMIR phase 1. The sky image
was created from six of the seven images and we iterated only
once to produce the stacked image.

2.2. Optical and near-infrared low-resolution spectroscopy

2.2.1. GTC OSIRIS

We obtained optical spectroscopy of WISE1810 with GTC
OSIRIS twice. The observations were conducted in service mode
on the night of 6 September 2020 between UT = 21h50m and
23h25m as part of the DDT programme GTC2020-161 (PI
Lodieu) and repeated on 19 September 2020 as part of a second
DDT programme GTC2020-163 (PI Lodieu). On the first night
the moon was illuminated at 79 %, but the elevation was low
(<20 degrees), the sky clear, and the seeing better than 0′′.9. We
collected three exposures of 1800 s each with an offset of 4′′.0
along the slit to optimise the sky subtraction in the red part of
the spectrum. We collected another two exposures of 1800 s each
with the same instrumental configuration on the second night be-
tween UT = 21h27m and 22h30m (programme GTC2020-163).
The sky was clear, dark (without moon), and the seeing was
around 0′′.7.

We observed WISE1810 at parallactic angle with the
R1000R grating and a slit of 0′′.8, providing a resolving power
of R ∼ 800 in the central region. The wavelength coverage of
this instrumental set-up is 510–1000 nm, but our target is de-
tected only redwards of ≈800 nm. A spectro-photometric stan-
dard star, Ross 640 (DZA5.5; Wesemael et al. 1993) was also
observed with the same setting as part of the GTC calibration
scheme. The standard star was also observed with the z filter
to correct for the second-order contamination of the grating and
calibrate our target as far to the red wavelengths (at around 1 µm)
as possible.

We carried out the data reduction of the optical spectra with
IRAF. First, we subtracted the raw median-combined bias frame
from the raw spectrum and then divided by a normalised dome
flat field. Afterwards, we extracted each spectrum separately af-
ter subtracting the target frame closer in time and choosing the
optimal sky background and an adequate aperture. We calibrated
them in wavelength with the Xe-Ne-ThAr arc lamps taken in the
afternoon with an rms better than 0.15 Å. Finally, we averaged
all five individual spectra removing the two extreme values. We
show the final spectrum in Fig. 2, compared to the known field
T0 spectral template, SDSS 0837−0000 (Burgasser et al. 2003b)
overplotted in red. The OSIRIS spectrum of WISE1810 is cut
bluewards of 800 nm because there is very little or no flux from
the target at these short wavelengths.

3 https://pyemir.readthedocs.io/

Fig. 2. GTC OSIRIS low-resolution (R∼800) optical spectrum of
WISE1810 normalised at 925 nm. Overplotted in red for comparison
is a known T0 spectral template, SDSS 0837−0000 (R∼1200 Burgasser
et al. 2003b; Kirkpatrick 2005).

Fig. 3. GTC EMIR Y J spectrum (black) covering 880–1330 nm with a
resolution of about 600. The spectrum of Schneider et al. (2020) with a
resolution of 2600 was plotted beneath the EMIR spectrum to show the
difference in quality over the common wavelength range.

2.2.2. GTC EMIR

We obtained a low-resolution infrared spectrum of
WISE1810−10 using the Y J grating of the EMIR spectro-
graph and a slit-width of 1′′.0. This instrumental set-up yields a
wavelength coverage of 880–1330 nm with a resolving power of
R ≈ 600. We created two observing blocks of 2 h on-source time
divided into individual exposures of 360 s each in an ABBA
pattern with offsets of 10′′.0 along the slit. The observations were
conducted in service mode on two consecutive nights (2021
June 25 and 26) as part of programme GTCMULTIPLE3A-21A
(PI Lodieu). A hot, telluric standard star, HIP 88374 (B9V;
Houk & Swift 1999), was observed right after the target with
on-source integrations of 5 s and one single ABBA pattern with
an offset of 52 pixels (or ∼10′′.0) along the slit.

We also observed the standard SDSS J134646.45−003150.4,
a T6 dwarf (Burgasser et al. 2000) at 14.6 pc (Faherty et al. 2012)
on 7 July 2021 with the same EMIR instrumental set-up to serve
as a radial velocity standard. This dwarf has vr =−17.5±0.6
km s−1 (Hsu et al. 2021) and was selected because of its low
spectroscopic rotational velocity (Zapatero Osorio et al. 2006;
Hsu et al. 2021). The on-source integration time of each indi-
vidual exposure was 240 s; the ABBA pattern was repeated to
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reach a total exposure time of 1920 s. We also observed an A0V
telluric standard star, HD 116960 (J = 7.93 mag), at a similar air
mass just after the observations of the T6 dwarf. For the telluric
standard, we collected four spectra of 30 s each in an ABBA pat-
tern.

We combined all individual spectra with an in-house Python
code. We created master flat fields combining the five frames
provided by the observatory with a median filter. We normalised
the flat-field image and removed it from each individual target
frame. We subtracted the two nearest A and B positions to re-
move the sky contribution and then averaged the A−B and B−A
images without any offset. Afterwards, we measured the offset
between the first and second exposure to combine the A−B and
B−A images into a single image. We ended up with two com-
bined 2D spectra of WISE1810 taken on two distinct nights
and one 2D spectrum of the radial velocity standard dwarf.
We calibrated the spectra in wavelength with a combination of
three lamps of xenon, HgAr, and neon. Finally, we extracted
the combined spectra under the IRAF environment. We repeated
the same process with the associated telluric stars. To correct
for the telluric absorption, we divided the averaged spectra of
WISE1810 and SDSS J134646.45−003150.4 by the data of the
hot stars and multiplied by the black body of B9V and A0V stars
downloaded from the ESO website.

The final spectrum of WISE1810 is overplotted in Figure 3
on the spectrum published by Schneider et al. (2020). The EMIR
spectrum has a S/N value about 2–3 times better than the Schnei-
der et al. (2020) spectrum; even so, with the exception of strong
water vapour bands, no other atomic or molecular features are
clearly seen. We can impose an upper limit of 2 Å on the pseudo-
equivalent width of any narrow feature that might be present
in the EMIR data, for example th K i lines at around 1.25 µm
and the VO band at 1.06 µm. This upper limit is clearly below
the pseudo-equivalent widths measured on ultra-cool M, L, and
early-T dwarfs (3–10 Å) but not significantly different from the
measurements derived for mid-to-late T dwarfs (≤3 Å Faherty
et al. 2014).

3. Photometric analysis

The photometric analysis of the multiple datasets was carried out
using routines within DAOPHOT in IRAF. Instrumental aper-
ture and point-spread-function (PSF) photometry were obtained
by using a circular aperture typically four times larger than the
average FWHM of the frames (in the vicinity of our target)
and a sky annulus of radius 4×FWHM and width of 5 pixels.
The sky was computed as the mode of the annulus to avoid the
flux contribution of nearby sources. The PSF of each individ-
ual frame was constructed by selecting from three to five stars
that are not blended with other sources in the field near our tar-
get and with small error bars in the aperture photometry. The
instrumental magnitudes were converted into observed magni-
tudes using Panoramic Survey Telescope and Rapid Response
System (PanSTARRS; Chambers et al. 2016) and 2MASS mag-
nitudes of J=14–16.5 mag stars in the field. We made every pos-
sible effort to use the same photometric calibrators from epoch to
epoch. The typical uncertainty in the calibration of the z- and J-
band images is of the order of 0.02–0.04 mag, which is quadrat-
ically added to the PSF errors (given by IRAF) to obtain the
final quoted error bars of our photometry provided in Table 2.
We applied the same method to extract the y-band photometry
of WISE1810 using the two late PanSTARRS images (see Sec-
tion 4). The data are also shown in Table 2.

Table 2. Photometry of WISE1810.

UT Date JD Magnitude Fila Instrument
(−2450000) (mag).

2010 Jun 27 5374.9601 17.264±0.018b J GPS
2013 Aug 31 6535.7340 18.962±0.151 y PanSTARRS
2014 Aug 15 6884.7449 18.922±0.107 y PanSTARRS
2017 Jun 19 7923.7030 17.240±0.029 J VIRCAM
2017 Aug 09 7974.6343 17.244±0.044 J VIRCAM
2020 Aug 18 9080.3734 20.222±0.035 z ALFOSC
2020 Sep 06 9099.4053 20.117±0.028 z OSIRIS
2020 Sep 19 9112.3746 20.150±0.048 z OSIRIS
2020 Sep 28 9121.3746 20.203±0.060 z OSIRIS
2020 Oct 09 9132.3490 20.087±0.048 z OSIRIS
2020 Oct 23 9146.3287 20.203±0.059 z OSIRIS
2020 Oct 25 9148.3330 20.040±0.072 z OSIRIS
2020 Nov 08 9162.3189 20.209±0.030 z OSIRIS
2021 Feb 16 9261.7513 20.246±0.038 z ALFOSC
2021 Mar 04 9277.7749 17.285±0.025 J EMIR
2021 Mar 25 9298.6813 17.329±0.048 J Omega2000
2021 Apr 21 9325.6286 17.254±0.064 J Omega2000
2021 Apr 22 9326.6889 17.276±0.076 J EMIR
2021 May 10 9344.6292 20.035±0.008 z HiPERCAM
2021 May 26 9360.5666 17.220±0.025 J EMIR
2021 May 29 9363.6984 17.303±0.021 J EMIR
2021 Jun 22 9387.5751 17.297±0.029 J EMIR
2021 Jun 26 9392.4763 17.330±0.080 J EMIR
2021 Jul 01 9396.6155 17.360±0.120 J Omega2000
2021 Jul 18 9414.4646 17.305±0.025 J EMIR
2021 Jul 28 9423.4985 17.672±0.194 J Omega2000
2021 Aug 07 9434.3893 17.277±0.038 J EMIR
2021 Aug 24 9451.3927 17.345±0.130 J Omega2000
2021 Aug 25 9452.4396 17.291±0.025 J EMIR
2021 Oct 19 9507.2902 17.203±0.129 J Omega2000

Average/adopted photometry
23.871±0.104 i HiPERCAM
20.147±0.083 z HiPERCAM+OSIRIS
18.942±0.129 y PanSTARRS
17.291±0.044 J EMIR+Om2000
16.516±0.029 H GPS
17.097±0.165 K GPS
13.924±0.033 W1 NEOWISE
12.584±0.038 W2 NEOWISE
11.445±0.219 W3 WISE

a izy are in the AB photometric system.
b Photometry is taken from the GPS (Lucas et al. 2008) catalog.

WISE1810 is clearly detected in the ALFOSC and OSIRIS
z-band images. It is also detected at the 4–5σ level in the i-band
filter with HiPERCAM. Our derived magnitude is i = 23.871 ±
0.104 (AB system). This is the first time that a metal-poor, ultra-
cool dwarf has been detected in the i filter. We do not detect
WISE1810 in the bluest bands and derive 3σ upper limits of
r≥ 25.2 mag and g≥ 26.6 mag. These limits are more restrictive
than those provided for the image around WISE1810 taken by
the VLT Survey telescope reported in the ESO science portal
archive (u, g, r, i = 21.56, 22.79, 22.15, 21.42)4. All of our g, r, i, z
photometry is calibrated using the PanSTARRS database.

We downloaded the WISE photometry of WISE1810 from
the Infrared Science Archive (IRSA5); all the available WISE
(Wright et al. 2010) and NEOWISE (Mainzer et al. 2011) data
amounts to 204 individual measurements per W1 and W2 fil-
ters spanning 10.5 yr of observations. Figure 4 shows the photo-
metric time series where the average photometry per observing
epoch is also illustrated. The most striking feature is the long-
term decreasing trend of the W1 magnitude: WISE1810 gets
fainter by about 0.4 mag in W1. This behaviour is also present in
the W2 data, but with a significantly smaller amplitude (≈0.1

4 http://archive.eso.org/scienceportal/home
5 https://irsa.ipac.caltech.edu/about.html
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Fig. 4. WISE W2 (top) and W1 (bottom) photometry of WISE1810 over
time. Individual measurements are plotted as gray crosses, the average
photometry per observing epoch is plotted as red dots. Error bars ac-
count for the photometric dispersion. Both filters show a decreasing
trend likely due to flux contamination by a background star. NEOWISE
data (Mainzer et al. 2011) were acquired between modified Julian dates
(MJD) = 56742.7 and 59096.3.

mag). We ascribe this feature to the flux contamination by a
background star in the field, the same contaminating source men-
tioned by Schneider et al. (2020, their Figure 1). Contamination
is stronger at the first WISE epochs, thus making WISE1810
brighter. As WISE1810 moves away from the background source
due to its high proper motion, contamination becomes less sig-
nificant. Over the most recent five to six NEOWISE epochs, the
W1 magnitudes of WISE1810 appear to flatten, implying that
flux contamination is less significant. The contaminating source
(2MASS J18100620−1010026) is unresolved in all of our op-
tical and near-infrared data; therefore, it is a likely star of our
Galaxy with a W1−W2 colour around a null value. This contrasts
strongly with the very red W1−W2 index of our target, which ex-
plains that the W2 photometry is less contaminated than the W1
data. By averaging the last six NEOWISE epochs, we derived
the following photometry for WISE1810: W1 = 13.924 ± 0.033
and W2 = 12.584 ± 0.038 mag (W1 − W2 = 1.340 ± 0.050
mag), where the error bars correspond to the standard error of
the mean. These values are included at the bottom of Table 2 for
completeness. They are clearly fainter by ≈0.3 (W1) and ≈0.1
(W2) mag than those from Schneider et al. (2020).

4. Astrometric analysis

4.1. Astrometry

To derive the trigonometric parallax and proper motion of
WISE1810, we used all the recent imaging data presented in
Section 2 plus the following older data:

– The Galactic Plane Survey J-band image (GPS; Lucas et al.
2008), which is part of the UKIRT Infrared Deep Sky Sur-

vey (UKIDSS; Lawrence et al. 2007). The GPS data were
acquired on 2010 Jun 27. WISE1810 was also detected twice
in the same year by the WISE survey (Wright et al. 2010);
however, as stated in Schneider et al. (2020), WISE1810 is
blended with a background object in these earliest WISE
epochs. For this reason, we did not use the astrometry from
the WISE All-Sky data in our analysis.

– The y-band images from the PanSTARRS first data release
(Chambers et al. 2016) taken on 14 August 2011, 31 Au-
gust 2013, and 15 August 2014. We used the y-band data
because WISE1810 is brighter at these wavelengths than
at the other blue PanSTARRS filters. WISE1810 appears
slightly blended with another background source in the first
PanSTARRS epoch.

– The eXtended VISTA Variables in the Via Lactea J-band im-
ages (VVVX; Minniti et al. 2010; Saito et al. 2012) taken
with the VISTA InfraRed CAMera (VIRCAM) instrument
on 19 June 2017 and 9 August 2017. We employed the
J-band images for consistency with the GPS, EMIR, and
Omega2000 data. We also obtained the J-band photometry
of the VVVX images (Table 2) following the same method-
ology as that described in the previous section.

None of the PanSTARRS and VIRCAM data were included in
the discovery paper (Schneider et al. 2020). However, all of these
images are useful for the proper motion determination and, in the
case of the VIRCAM data, their quality is sufficiently good for
the parallax measurement.

We employed the oldest GPS observations as the fundamen-
tal reference frames to which all other PanSTARRS, VIRCAM,
ALFOSC, OSIRIS, EMIR, Omega2000, and HiPERCAM im-
ages are compared for the following reasons: they are the first
data available for WISE1810, the images have an adequate pixel
size and excellent seeing, the target is not blended with any other
source and is detected with significant S/N (see the left panel of
Fig. 1). Using the daofind command within IRAF we identified
all sources with photon peaks with detection above 8–10 σ in all
images, where σ stands for the noise of the background, and full
width at half maximum (FWHM) resembling that of unresolved
objects (i.e., extended sources were mostly avoided). In addi-
tion, we ensured that the detected sources lay within the linear
regime of the detector’s response. The centroids of detected ob-
jects were computed by estimating the x and y pixel positions of
the best fitting one-dimensional Gaussian functions on each axis;
typical associated errors are about 3–5 % of a pixel or better.
WISE1810 appears rather faint or slightly blended in some im-
ages (see below), therefore, its errors in x and y coordinates can
exceed the 5 % uncertainty. For the astrometric analysis, we used
a field of view of 1.1× 1.1 arcmin2 centred around WISE1810.
In this area, the number of sources identified per frame typically
exceeded 100 objects.

Pixel (x, y) coordinates were transformed between different
epochs using the geomap routine within IRAF, which applied a
polynomial of third order in x and y, and computed linear terms
and distortions terms separately. The linear term included an x
and y shift and an x and y scale factor, a rotation, and a skew.
The distortion surface term consisted of a polynomial fit to the
residuals of the linear term. The (x, y) astrometric transforma-
tion between observing epochs and the reference epoch was an
iterative step, that included the rejection of objects deviating by
more than 1.8–2σ, where σ corresponds to the dispersion of the
transformation. The typical dispersion of the coordinates trans-
formation was always 10 % of a pixel or better. We scaled all
pixels to the size of the OSIRIS pixel, which was well deter-
mined at 129.11± 0.18 mas by Sahlmann et al. (2016). Since we
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observed with the standard mode of OSIRIS, we used the 2 × 2
binning, thus the OSIRIS pixel size in our analysis is twice the
value published in Sahlmann et al. (2016). The final values of the
different instruments pixel sizes are provided in Table 3. With the
only exception of ALFOSC, we do not observe any significant
difference between the x and y directions, that is, the pixels ap-
pear to be squared. All values are compatible at the level of 2σ
with the nominal pixel sizes given in the instrumental manuals
or published elsewhere (here,σ stands for the quoted uncertainty
associated with each instrument pixel size). There are only three
exceptions: PanSTARRS has a plate scale of 258 mas accord-
ing to Chambers et al. (2016), EMIR has a pixel size of 200
mas according to the instrument manual, and ALFOSC y-axis
projects onto 213.8 mas on the sky according to the instrument
manual; however, our determination for the x-axis is compati-
ble with the nominal value. In all three cases, our derivations are
about 3 % smaller.

Because our data were acquired at red optical and near-
infrared wavelengths (mostly 0.84–1.33 µm) and given the rel-
atively small field of view used for the coordinates transfor-
mation, corrections by refraction due to the Earth’s atmosphere
are expected to be small (Filippenko 1982). Furthermore, since
we are using relative astrometry, only the differential refraction
is relevant, and this effect is in practice accounted for by us-
ing polynomial astrometric transformations of degree three and
higher (see also Fritz et al. 2010). Regarding the chromatic dif-
ferential refraction, our target is redder and shows stronger wa-
ter vapour absorption at near-infrared wavelengths than the vast
majority of the reference sources used in the astrometric trans-
formations. Nevertheless, various works in the literature (Monet
et al. 1992; Faherty et al. 2012) have demonstrated that the differ-
ential colour refraction corrections are minimal at infrared wave-
lengths. Using Stone (2002), who computed ranges in differen-
tial colour refraction for a zenith distance of 60 deg as a function
of wavelength, we estimated them to be about a few milliarcsec-
onds for the largest zenith distances of our observations, which
are smaller than the quoted astrometric uncertainties for individ-
ual images. For small zenith distances, the corrections are of the
order of sub-milliarcseconds. Therefore, we did not attempt to
apply the differential chromatic refraction correction6

In Table 4 we provide the differential astrometry of
WISE1810 as a function of the observing date: the (dx, dy) pixel
data were converted into projected separations in right ascension
(dα cos δ) and declination (d δ) using the plate scales reported in
Table 3. Error bars were computed as the quadratic sum of the
dispersion of the pixel coordinate transformations and the un-
certainties of the centroid determination of WISE1810 for each
frame. The PanSTARRS and Omega2000 data show the largest
astrometric error bars due to the faint detection of our target in
the PanSTARRS images and the large pixel size of Omega2000.
WISE1810 appears slightly blended along the y-axis (declina-
tion) with other background sources in the field in the most re-
cent Omega2000 images.

4.2. Parallax and proper motion

The apparent trajectory of WISE1810 on the sky over the period
of 11.3 yr of observations is shown in the top panel of Figure 5.
The (0, 0) astrometric point corresponds to GPS reference data,
which happens to be the earliest epoch. As already pointed out

6 We caution, however, that differential chromatic refraction can be a
source of systematic errors in astrometric studies. to the (x, y) positions
in our astrometric analysis procedure.

Table 3. Detector pixel size used in the astrometric analysis.

Instrument Pixel size Reference
(mas)

OSIRIS (unbinned) 129.11±0.18 Sahlmann et al. (2016)
GPS 201.22±0.38 This paper
ALFOSC 214.02 (x), 207.40 (y)±0.52 This paper
PanSTARRS 250.1±0.2 This paper
VIRCAM 341.7±0.3 This paper
EMIR 194.5±0.2 This paper
Omega2000 449.45±0.45 This paper
HiPERCAM 80.67±0.08 This paper

Table 4. Relative astrometry of WISE1810.

UT Date JD dα cos δ d δ Filt Instrument
(−2450000) (arcsec) (arcsec)

2010 Jun 27 5374.9601 0.00±0.05 0.00±0.05 J GPS
2011 Aug 14 5787.8377 −1.21±0.13 −0.59±0.21 y PanSTARRS
2013 Aug 31 6535.7340 −3.46±0.11 −0.87±0.10 y PanSTARRS
2014 Aug 15 6884.7449 −4.32±0.06 −0.96±0.10 y PanSTARRS
2017 Jun 19 7923.7030 −7.16±0.04 −1.68±0.03 J VIRCAM
2017 Aug 09 7974.6343 −7.40±0.03 −1.68±0.03 J VIRCAM
2020 Aug 18 9080.3734 −10.46±0.02 −2.43±0.05 z ALFOSC
2020 Sep 06 9099.4053 −10.62±0.02 −2.44±0.02 z OSIRIS
2020 Sep 19 9112.3746 −10.62±0.01 −2.55±0.02 z OSIRIS
2020 Sep 28 9121.3746 −10.66±0.03 −2.50±0.02 z OSIRIS
2020 Oct 09 9132.3490 −10.68±0.02 −2.52±0.02 z OSIRIS
2020 Oct 25 9148.3330 −10.68±0.04 −2.57±0.04 z OSIRIS
2020 Nov 08 9162.3189 −10.77±0.02 −2.56±0.02 z OSIRIS
2021 Feb 16 9261.7513 −10.82±0.04 −2.56±0.03 z ALFOSC
2021 Mar 04 9277.7749 −10.86±0.02 −2.60±0.03 J EMIR
2021 Mar 25 9298.6813 −10.95±0.05 −2.64±0.06 J Omega2000
2021 Apr 21 9325.6286 −11.01±0.05 −2.70±0.05 J Omega2000
2021 Apr 22 9326.6889 −11.01±0.02 −2.71±0.02 J EMIR
2021 May 10 9344.6292 −11.09±0.02 −2.66±0.02 z HiPERCAM
2021 May 26 9360.5666 −11.16±0.04 −2.69±0.06 J EMIR
2021 May 29 9363.6984 −11.18±0.02 −2.66±0.02 J EMIR
2021 Jun 22 9387.5751 −11.28±0.03 −2.68±0.04 J EMIR
2021 Jun 26 9392.4763 −11.30±0.02 −2.67±0.02 J EMIR
2021 Jul 01 9396.6155 −11.40±0.11 −2.62±0.12 J Omega2000
2021 Jul 18 9414.4646 −11.40±0.03 −2.71±0.03 J EMIR
2021 Jul 28 9423.4985 −11.44±0.05 −2.66±0.14 J Omega2000
2021 Aug 07 9434.3893 −11.50±0.03 −2.75±0.03 J EMIR
2021 Aug 24 9451.3927 −11.55±0.05 −2.69±0.06 J Omega2000
2021 Aug 25 9452.4396 −11.56±0.03 −2.74±0.03 J EMIR
2021 Oct 19 9507.2902 −11.71±0.05 −2.90±0.07 J Omega2000

by Schneider et al. (2020), WISE1810 moves towards the south-
west. The most recent observations in 2020 and 2021 reveal a
wobble in the data sequence, which is ascribed to the parallax
effect. To derive the proper motion and the trigonometric paral-
lax, we fit the following equations:

dα cos δ = µα cos δ (t − to) + π ( f αt − f αo ) + kα (1)

dδ = µδ (t − to) + π ( f δt − f δo ) + kδ (2)

Here the subscript o indicates the reference epoch, and f α and
f δ stand for the parallax factors in right ascension and declina-
tion, respectively. The observed parallax is represented by the π
term, and µα cos δ and µδ stand for the proper motion in right
ascension and declination. In our analysis we allowed for small
offsets in both axes (kα and kδ) that would help find statistically
better solutions. All the astrometric quantities are given in mil-
liarcseconds and the times t and t0 are measured in Julian days.
The parallax factors were computed by following the equations
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Fig. 5. Astrometry of WISE1810. (Top) Observed relative astrometry
of WISE1810 (see legend for the different instruments employed in our
study). The GPS data (the oldest images) act as the reference epoch.
The best solution including proper motion and trigonometric parallax
is shown with a black, solid line. The crosses plotted on the best so-
lution indicate the predicted position of WISE1810 for each observing
epoch. (Bottom) Relative astrometry (right ascension) after removing
the proper motion from the data is folded in phase with the 1 yr period
(top subpanel). The amplitude of the variation is the trigonometric par-
allax. The best parallax solution is shown with the black, solid line and
the 1-, 2-, and 3σ uncertainty is plotted as a gray-shaded area of de-
creasing intensity (darkest for the 1σ). The bottom subpanel illustrates
the observed minus computed right ascension residuals.

given in Green (1985) and obtaining the Earth barycentre from
the DE405 Ephemeris7.

We solved Eqs. 1 and 2 simultaneously using Markov chain
Monte Carlo methods for sampling the probabilistic distributions
of the WISE1810 proper motion, parallax, and offsets. A global
jitter term on right ascension and declination was also added to
account for possibly underestimated astrometric error bars. We
used the Python PyMC3 package (Salvatier et al. 2016) to define
the model and run the MCMC simulations. Priors on the proper

7 http://ssd.jpl.nasa.gov

Table 5. Priors and posteriors of the astrometric parameters.

Parameter Unit Prior Posterior

π mas U (0.01, 2000) 112.2 +8.1
−8.0

µα cos δ mas yr−1 N (−1100, 200) −1027.0 ± 3.5
µδ mas yr−1 N (−200, 100) −246.4 ± 3.6
kα mas U (−9000, 9000) −9.9 ± 37.1
kδ mas U (−9000, 9000) 36.2 ± 37.2
jitter α mas N (33, 100) 0∗
jitter δ mas N (35, 100) 0∗

∗ Smaller than the median of the error bars, thus compatible with a null value.

Fig. 6. Corner plot displaying the posterior distributions of the trigono-
metric parallax and proper motion of WISE1810. The most likely values
are indicated.

motion were set to normal and centred at the original measure-
ments by Schneider et al. (2020) whereas priors on the parallax
were set to linear with a wide range of test values. Priors on the
jitter terms were set to normal at the median values of the right
ascension and declination error bars with a width about three
times as big. All priors are summarised in Table 5. We ran PyMC3
with a number of chains (14) equal to twice the number of free
parameters. After removing 2000 burn-in’ steps, we performed
2000 samples per chain. A convergence was reached; it was ex-
amined by visually inspecting the stability of the chains and the
samples. We confirmed that all chains peak and that the distri-
bution of the samples per chain is flat around the mean poste-
rior values. The medians of the posterior distributions and their
±34.13 % intervals were evaluated and were taken as the final
parameters and associated 1-σ uncertainties, respectively. The
adopted final values and their errors are listed in the last column
of Table 5. The corner plot of the posteriors distributions of the
parallax and proper motion is shown in Figure 6. The adopted so-
lution is plotted together with the observations in Figure 5. We
do not show the declination axis in the bottom panel of Figure 5
for two main reasons. First, the amplitude of the parallactic fac-
tor is 4.3 times larger for the right ascension axis, which implies
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that the parallax is better constrained by the right ascension mea-
surements, and second, in the most recent epochs, WISE1810
lies close to two background sources located to the north and
south of our target, thus making our astrometry more uncertain in
the declination axis. The mean value of the right ascension resid-
uals (shown in the bottom panel of Figure 5) varies from instru-
ment to instrument: −0.2 mas (EMIR), −6.2 mas (HiPERCAM),
−6.4 mas (VIRCAM), 6.0 mas (GPS), −12.6 mas (OSIRIS),
−16.3 mas (PanSTARRS), −15.5 mas (Omega2000), and 29.4
mas (ALFOSC). The dispersion of these residuals for the instru-
ments with three or more measurements are as follows: 6.3 mas
(EMIR), 24.4 mas (OSIRIS), 31.3 mas (Omega2000), and 56.2
mas (PanSTARRS).

Another method for measuring proper motions indepen-
dently of parallax is to compare the astrometry of WISE1810
taken an exact number of years apart, that is, measurements ob-
tained at approximately the same time of the year (within a few
days). Any displacements due to parallax will be minimal; they
will be small compared with the large motion of the target and
can be ignored. We checked that the WISE1810 proper motion
obtained from the two methods agree with each other within the
quoted errors.

Our reference objects are mostly stars in the Galaxy, each
with its own distance and proper motion. This introduces a sys-
tematic error in the parallax and proper motion determination
that must be considered. On the one hand, we expect that the
motions of the reference objects are randomly oriented; there-
fore, their effect will be reduced, and we did not correct for it.
On the other hand, the finite distances to our reference objects
diminish part of the true parallax of WISE1810. To convert our
relative parallax, π, into its absolute value, ω, we used the Be-
sançon models (Robin et al. 2003) to simulate8 the population
of stars with J-band magnitudes between 7 and 17 mag in the
1.1 × 1.1 and 3 × 3 arcmin2 fields centred at WISE1810. Sim-
ulated stars were allowed to have all possible spectral types and
progressive distances between 0 and 10 kpc. We adopted the me-
dian of the distribution of the simulated objects distances, 0.2–
0.3 mas, as the correction to be added to the relative parallax that
comes directly from our fit to obtain the absolute parallax. We
note, however, that the correction is significantly smaller than
the quoted error bar of the measured relative parallax; there-
fore, it has very little impact on our results. The final parallax
is ω = 112.5+8.1

−8.0 mas, which translates into a trigonometric dis-
tance of d = 8.9 +0.7

−0.6 pc.
Our proper motion is significantly smaller in right ascension

and larger in declination than the determination of Schneider
et al. (2020); these authors mostly use CatWISE data (Eisen-
hardt et al. 2020) for the astrometric analysis. As acknowledged
by Schneider et al. (2020), WISE1810 is likely blended with var-
ious sources in mostly all epochs, which clearly contaminates
the kinematics study, while our study uses ground-based seeing-
limited data where WISE1810 is blended in fewer epochs. Re-
garding the distance, and based on photometric estimates using
absolute magnitudes of early-T dwarfs, Schneider et al. (2020)
obtained ∼14 pc (using the W2 magnitude) and ∼67 pc (using the
K magnitude). According to our results, WISE1810 is located at
a much shorter distance than the K-band photometric distance
and it is about 57 % closer than indicated by the W2 photometric
distance, which clearly indicates that this object is very peculiar
and its photometry looks nothing like an early-T dwarf.

8 https://model.obs-besancon.fr/

Table 6. Summary of physical parameters of WISE1810.

Name Parameter Value
Parallax ω 112.5+8.1

−8.0 mas
Distance d 8.9+0.7

−0.6 pc
Proper motion in RA µαcosδ −1027.0±3.5 mas yr−1

Proper motion in dec µδ −246.4±3.6 mas yr−1

Heliocentric velocity vh 45.6±3.5 km s−1

Tangential velocity vt 44.5±3.6 km s−1

Galactic velocity U −36.9±2.9 km s−1

Galactic velocity V −44.5±1.8 km s−1

Galactic velocity W −29.1±2.7 km s−1

Luminosity log (L/L�) −5.78±0.11 dex
Bolometric magnitude Mbol 19.850+0.082

−0.074 mag
Effective temperature Teff 800±100 K
Gravity log g 5.0±0.25 dex (cm s−2)
Metallicity [Fe/H] −1.5 ± 0.5 dex
Radius R 0.067+0.032

−0.020 R�
Mass M 17+56

−12 Mjup

5. Properties of WISE1810

5.1. Photometric variability

The multiple imaging epochs obtained in the z- and J-band filters
allowed us to investigate the long-term photometric variability
of WISE1810 on timescales of months. Figure 7 illustrates the
photometric sequences in the two filters. The average J mag-
nitude (Vega system) using the Omega2000 and EMIR data is
J = 17.291 ± 0.044 mag (where the error bar stands for the dis-
persion of 14 independent measurements; the standard error of
the mean is 0.012 mag). The most discrepant Omega2000 mea-
surement, also affected by the largest uncertainty, is not included
in the computation of the mean J magnitude and is not shown
in Figure 7. The J-band data are based on the 2MASS pho-
tometric system. Similarly, at bluer wavelengths, the OSIRIS
and HiPERCAM average z = 20.147 ± 0.083 mag is based on
the PanSTARRS AB-magnitude system after averaging eight in-
dependent measurements. The dispersion of the z-band data is
larger than that of the J-filter because of the intrinsic faintness
of WISE1810 at blue wavelengths.

The recent mean J-band magnitude does not deviate from
previous measurements provided by the GPS (Lucas et al. 2008)
catalogue (Table 2) taken 10–11 yr earlier than our Omega2000
and EMIR data. In addition, the mean J-band determination is
compatible with the photometry we performed on the VVVX
catalog images (Minniti et al. 2010; Saito et al. 2012) collected
about 4–5 yr before EMIR. All measurements are compatible at
the 1σ level (where σ stands for the photometric errors). Addi-
tionally, we do not observe any patterns (Figure 7) and no obvi-
ous periodicity is found after the analysis of the Lomb-Scargle
periodograms of the z- and J-band light curves. Therefore, we
conclude that WISE1810 does not show any photometric vari-
ability with amplitudes larger than 0.13 mag (J) and 0.25 mag
(z) with a confidence of 3σ.

Taking advantage of the good seeing of some of the optical
and near-infrared images, we determined that WISE1810 is not
resolved and that any fainter companion with a magnitude dif-
ference of ∼1.8 mag (in z and J) at separations larger than ≈5.5
au can be discarded.
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Fig. 7. Multi-epoch photometry of WISE1810 in the J (top) and z (bot-
tom) filters using our own photometry. There is one deviant J-band data
point that lies outside the limits of the top panel. Both panels have the
same scale on the magnitude axis.

Fig. 8. Combined photometric and spectroscopic spectral energy distri-
bution of WISE1810. All OSIRIS, EMIR and Schneider et al. (2020)
spectra are smoothed for the clarity of the figure. Photometric fluxes
(red dots) correspond to, from blue to red wavelengths, the i, z, y, J, H,
K, W1, W2, and W3 bands. Horizontal error bars stand for the effective
width of the filters while vertical error bars account for the photometric
uncertainties.

5.2. Bolometric luminosity

The spectroscopic spectral energy distribution (SED) of
WISE1810 was built using the optical OSIRIS spectrum, the
near-infrared EMIR spectrum, and the H- and K-band spectrum
by Schneider et al. (2020). It was flux calibrated using the J and
H photometry (Table 2). The spectroscopic SED was extended
towards redder wavelengths by including the W1 −W3 photom-
etry given in Table 2. We employed the filter profiles and zero
point fluxes provided in the Spanish Virtual Observatory filters
database (Rodrigo & Solano 2020) and the parallax determined
here. The WISE1810 photometric and spectroscopic SED cov-

ering 0.6 through 16 µm is illustrated in Fig. 8. All fluxes in the
figure are in the absolute scale, that is, they are corrected for the
object’s distance. There is a good agreement between the spec-
troscopic and photometric fluxes in all zyJH bands; only the K
band is discrepant: the photometric determination indicates that
WISE1810 has less flux at 2.2 µm than the fluxes provided by
the observed spectra.

The bolometric luminosity of WISE1810 was derived by in-
tegrating the observed SED (Figure 8); we obtained log L/Lsol =
−5.78 ± 0.11 dex and Mbol = 19.850 +0.082

−0.074 mag (Table 6), where
the error bars account for the photometric and parallax uncer-
tainties. We neglected the fluxes below 0.6 µm and beyond 16
µm because they are likely very small and their contribution to
the bolometric luminosity is presumably negligible. As a com-
parison, the bolometric luminosities of Luhman 16A (L6–L7.5)
and Luhman 16B (T0±1) are log L/Lsol = −4.66 ± 0.08 dex and
−4.68 ± 0.13 dex for effective temperatures around 1300 K at a
distance of 2.00±0.15 pc (Luhman 2013; Lodieu et al. 2015),
while the luminosity of WISE J085510.83–071442.5 (Luhman
2014) at 2.2 pc is log L/Lsol = −8.57 dex (Zapatero Osorio et al.
2016). The range of bolometric magnitudes and luminosities for
the coolest brown dwarfs with spectral types between T8 and
Y0 and effective temperatures between 400 and 730 K lie be-
tween 17.7 and 20.9 mag and −5.6 and −6.6 dex, respectively
(Dupuy & Kraus 2013). These intervals bracket our values for
WISE1810. Although WISE1810 was classified as a metal-poor
early-T dwarf by Schneider et al. (2020), its luminosity is com-
parable to old solar-metallicity T8–T9 dwarfs. This is illustrated
in Figure 9, where bolometric luminosities of L-, T- and Y-type
dwarfs, and WISE J085510.83–071442.5 are plotted against dif-
ferent optical to infrared colours. The literature luminosities and
magnitudes were extracted from Leggett et al. (2012), Kirk-
patrick et al. (2012, 2021a), Dupuy & Kraus (2013), Leggett
et al. (2017), and Zhang et al. (2021). WISE1810 has the same
H − K and H −W2 colours and bolometric luminosity as T8–T9
solar-metallicity dwarfs. WISE1810 is bluer in W1 −W2, point-
ing towards a low metallicity as discussed in Schneider et al.
(2020) and Kirkpatrick et al. (2021b) and it is redder in the J−H
and J −W1 colours. In addition to these peculiarities, we found
that it is bluer in the z− J colour, which may also be attributed to
a low metallicity. Its i−z colour is typical of field T dwarfs (Table
1 in Skrzypek et al. 2015). The right panel of Figure 9 also in-
cludes the metal-depleted object WISEA J153429.75−104303.3
(Meisner et al. 2020b) with an estimated temperature typical
of Y dwarfs and located at a trigonometric distance of 16.3 pc
(Kirkpatrick et al. 2021b). We determined this object’s luminos-
ity following the same method as for WISE1810, with the excep-
tion that "the Accident" (nicknamed by Kirkpatrick et al. 2021b)
has no spectrum: we integrated over its photometric SED and
obtained log L/Lsol = −6.57+0.15

−0.16 dex. This is likely a lower limit
on the bolometric luminosity because the photometric SED does
not cover H- and K-band fluxes. Both WISE1810 and "the Acci-
dent (labeled WISE1534−1043 in the diagram) are subluminous
in the luminosity versus W1 −W2 diagram and appear to follow
a sequence parallel to that of the "solar metallicity" dwarfs.

5.3. Model fit of the spectrum of WISE1810

We compared the WISE1810 SED to the recent LOWZ mod-
els presented in Meisner et al. (2021). The LOWZ models were
built to be useful for studies of brown dwarfs and were com-
puted at a low spectral resolution for a wide range of metallici-
ties (between [Fe/H] = +1.0 and − 2.0 dex), effective tempera-
tures (Teff between 500 and 1600 K), and surface gravities (log g
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Fig. 9. Colour–luminosity diagrams of solar-metallicity L, T, and Y dwarfs. L0–T7 dwarfs are plotted as blue dots while T8–Y1 dwarfs are shown
as orange dots. WISE1810 is plotted as a red dot. In the right panel, and for comparison purposes, two objects: WISEA J153429.75−104303.3, the
first Y subdwarf candidate (known as “the Accident”; Kirkpatrick et al. 2021b), and WISE J085510.83−071442.5, the nearest brown dwarf to the
Sun at 2.2 pc (Luhman 2014).

Fig. 10. Comparison of the observed photometry (black dots) and spectrum (red line) of WISE1810 to LOWZ models (Meisner et al. 2021). Solar
(blue) and low-metallicity [Fe/H] = −1.5 (orange) models are computed for Teff = 800 K, log g = 5.0 dex and a solar C/O ratio. The blue wing of
the H band and the W2 photometry are reasonably replicated by the metal-depleted theoretical spectrum. All data are normalised between 1.5 and
1.6 µm. The wavelength axis is in the logarithmic scale.

between 3.5 and 5.5 in units of cm s−2) with steps of 0.5 dex,
50–100 K, and 0.5 dex, respectively (Meisner et al. 2021). None
of the LOWZ theoretical spectra is able to reproduce the entire
observed SED of WISE1810. However, a few qualitative infer-
ences can be made:

– The shape of the observed H-band spectrum (particularly the
blue wing) is better reproduced by the LOWZ models with
high gravity (log g ≈ 5.00 ± 0.25 dex) and low metallicity
([Fe/H] ≈ −1.5 ± 0.25 dex, see Fig. 10). This could be ex-
plained by the less intense absorption of ammonia at these
wavelengths.

– The flux at 4.5 µm (W2 band) is better reproduced by LOWZ
models with Teff ≈ 800 K (for log g = 5 dex and [Fe/H] =
−1.5 dex and a spectral normalisation at the H band, see Fig.
10). A similar criterion has been used to estimate the temper-
ature of WISE J085510.83-071442.5 (Luhman 2014; Luh-
man & Esplin 2014). Higher and lower temperatures yield
smaller and larger predicted fluxes that are not compatible
with the observations.

– The profile (shape and intensity) of the strong and broad wa-
ter vapour absorption at ∼1.1 µm is not well replicated by
the theory; however, metal-depleted models predict that this
particular signature is present only at temperatures typically
below 900–1000 K. It intensifies at lower metallicity. This re-
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sult agrees with the temperature inferred from the flux emis-
sion at 4.5 µm.

– Models predict too strong collision-induced H2 absorption
affecting the 1–2.5 µm region and stronger fluxes between
0.8 and 1.3 µm.

– WISE1810 is a water vapour dwarf; except for water vapour
absorption and H2 collision induced absorption, no other fea-
ture is visible in the SED. WISE1810 has no CO or CH4
absorption at 2.2–2.5 µm and the theoretical flux at 3.6 µm
(where the strongest CH4 absorption lies) is clearly depleted
as compared to the strong detection of WISE1810 in the
W1 filter. This clearly contrasts with the previously inferred
low temperatures at which methane absorption is expected
(with the exception of the lowest metallicity). This sug-
gests that WISE1810 has a C-deficient, metal-depleted at-
mosphere or alternatively, an oxygen-enhanced atmosphere.
Unfortunately, the LOWZ models were computed only for
C/O ratios of 0.1, solar, and 0.85.

Despite the tension between the theory and the observations,
and based on the LOWZ atmospheric models, we conclude that
WISE1810 is likely a metal-depleted dwarf with a high-gravity
atmosphere, [Fe/H] ≈ −1.5 dex, and Teff ≤ 1000 K (possibly
around 800 K, Table 6). For comparison, Schneider et al. (2020)
inferred an effective temperature of 1300±100 K. With such a
low temperature, WISE1810 is very likely a substellar object
(M < 0.08 M�) and not a low-mass star. The least massive
stars (≈ 0.08 M�) with [Fe/H] = −1.5 dex have predicted tem-
peratures of about 2000 K and luminosities ∼100 times higher
than WISE1810 at the age of 10 Gyr (Baraffe et al. 1997), as
illustrated in Fig. 11. This figure shows that all very small stars
have similar radii of about 0.09±0.02 R� and that intermediate-
mass to massive brown dwarfs have related sizes (at least for the
solar metallicity case). Therefore, for a given age, luminosity
mainly depends on effective temperature. At a given mass (e.g.
0.085 M�) Baraffe et al. (1997) predict bolometric luminosities
of log L/Lsol = −3.49, −3.56, and −3.75 dex for objects with
[Fe/H] = −1.0, −1.5, and −2.0 dex, respectively. It is important
that these results are fully model dependent, that is, they must
be revised when well-tested low-metallicity model atmospheres
become available.

5.4. Mass and radius

Using the luminosity–radius–temperature relation of the Stefan-
Boltzmann law (L = 4πR2σT 4

eff
), and adopting the WISE1810

luminosity given in section 5.2 and Teff = 800 ± 100 K, we de-
rived the radius R = 0.067+0.032

−0.020 R� (or 0.67 times the radius of
Jupiter) for WISE1810 (Table 6). The large error bar is due to
the large uncertainty in the temperature determination (tempera-
ture goes to the fourth power in the relation). This value is only
slightly below the minimum size (0.076 R�) predicted by the-
oretical evolutionary models for solar metallicity brown dwarfs
(Baraffe et al. 1997), see Figure 11. To the best of our knowl-
edge, there are no substellar evolutionary tracks computed for
low chemical abundances in the literature. Our size determina-
tion for WISE1810 indicates that metal-depleted brown dwarfs
also have a size similar to (or slightly smaller than) their solar-
abundance counterparts, and consequently they are close in size
to Jupiter.

Using Newton’s law of universal gravitation (g =, solar sur-
face gravity log gsol = 4.44 (cm s−2), solar Teff = 5777 K, and the
surface gravity (log g), Teff , and bolometric luminosity inferred
for WISE1810, we derived a mass of 0.016+0.048

−0.012 M� (or 17+56
−12

Fig. 11. Dwarf radius vs temperature diagram. Models of different
metallicities computed for an age of 10 Gyr (solid lines) are from
Baraffe et al. (1997). The metal depleted tracks cover all stellar masses
down to the substellar boundary at 0.083 M� while the solar metallic-
ity model extends into the brown dwarf regime. WISE1810 is depicted
with the red dot.

MJup) according to the following equation:

log (M/Msol) = log g + log (L/Lsol) + 4 log (
5777
Teff

) − log gsol (3)

The mass uncertainty accounts for the error bars of all the
WISE1810 parameters (Table 6). Our mass determination is
below the original mass estimate of 0.075–0.080 M� (Schnei-
der et al. 2020). At the 1σ confidence level, WISE1810 has a
mass below the star–brown dwarf borderline for low metallicity
(Baraffe et al. 1997), thus making it a genuine metal-depleted
brown dwarf. However, the mass uncertainty is rather large and
we cannot conclude whether it is a massive or a low-mass brown
dwarf near the brown dwarf–planet boundary. An improvement
of the model atmospheres is needed to determine more precise
surface gravity and temperature that would lead to a more accu-
rate mass calculation.

5.5. Galactic velocity

We used two methods to attempt a measurement of the heliocen-
tric radial velocity (vh) for WISE1810. First, we cross-correlated
the spectral region around the CsI resonance line at 894.3 nm,
where the S/N of the optical spectrum is high, against a tem-
plate dwarf with a known velocity: DENIS J12281523−1547342
(Delfosse et al. 1997; Martín 1997; Faherty et al. 2012; Dupuy &
Liu 2012), for which we had collected a high-quality spectrum
in April 2019 with the same GTC OSIRIS instrumental config-
uration (Martín et al. 2018). We derived vh =−48.6±3.6 km/s
for WISE1810 measured by fitting the cross-correlation function
with a Gaussian profile using the IRAF task fxcor.

Second, we cross-correlated the spectral region around the
water band between 1.10 and 1.16 µm, the molecular feature
dominating in the spectral range covered by the GTC EMIR
spectrum of WISE1810, against the spectroscopic standard ob-
served at similar airmass to WISE1810 to perform the correction
for telluric absorption. We used the WISE1810 spectrum uncor-
rected for tellurics because the telluric-corrected spectrum was
too noisy. We did not see any peaks in the correlation function
that could be attributed to the telluric contribution and thus we
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Fig. 12. Space motion of WISE1810 (red square) compared with the galactic velocities of L subdwarfs (blue squares) and M subdwarfs from
the sample of Savcheva et al. (2014) with ζ ≤ 0.825 (grey dots). The 2σ dispersion of the disc, thick disc, and halo populations are drawn as the
dash-dotted, dashed, and solid circles, respectively (Fuchs et al. 2009; Savcheva et al. 2014).

consider that the dominant source of steam opacity in this spec-
tral region is the atmosphere of WISE1810 itself. The radial ve-
locity value and its error bar were measured by fitting the cross-
correlation function with a Gaussian profile using the IRAF task
fxcor. We obtained vh =−45.6±3.5 km/s for WISE1810 (Ta-
ble 6). Both independent measurements of radial velocity us-
ing the EMIR and OSIRIS spectra agree quite well within the
uncertainties, suggesting a mean value of vh =−47.1±2.6 km/s.
Nevertheless, we do not attach a high significance to this value
because both methods are hampered by the presence of telluric
lines, which are very difficult to properly take into account at the
modest spectral resolution of our spectra. A reliable measure-
ment of the vh for WISE1810 requires higher resolution spec-
troscopy over a spectral region with sufficient Doppler informa-
tion, which may be difficult to find for such a low-metallicity,
relatively featureless object.

With our new trigonometric distance and tentative radial
velocity, we infer a galactic motion of (U, V , W) = (−36.9 ±
2.5,−44.5±1.8, 29.1±2.7) km s−1 for WISE1810 (Table 6) using
the formulation of Johnson & Soderblom (1987). The velocity U
is positive towards the Galactic centre, V is positive in the direc-
tion of Galactic rotation, and W is positive towards the north
Galactic pole. On the one hand, the kinematics of WISE1810
is not consistent with membership to any of the young stel-
lar streams in the solar neighbourhood as was expected from
its likely high gravity and low-metallicity atmosphere. On the
other hand, none of the Galactic velocity components is indica-
tive of the membership of WISE1810 to the halo of the Galaxy
(Fig.12): all velocities are low, particularly the V and W compo-
nents, compared to the typical velocities of hundreds of km s−1

resulting from the dynamical heating of the old halo stars. The
WISE1810 kinematics are at the borderline between the Galactic
thin and thick disc populations (Fig. 12), see also (Figure 17 of
Zhang et al. 2017b).

Given the high uncertainty in our determination of the he-
liocentric velocity, we also explored the kinematic properties of
WISE1810 via its tangential velocity, vt = 44.5 ± 3.6 km s−1,
which is directly computed from the trigonometric parallax and
proper motion. We compared it to the distribution of the tangen-
tial velocities of the 20 pc sample of L-, T-, and Y-type dwarfs
(Kirkpatrick et al. 2021a). Only ∼28 % of the L, T, and Y dwarfs
in the solar vicinity show a tangential velocity greater than that
of WISE1810. Despite the marked spectroscopic and photomet-

ric differences between WISE1810 and the great majority of the
L, T, and Y dwarfs within 20 pc, they all share similar kinemat-
ics (i.e. WISE1810 does not stand out for its kinematics), which
may indicate that WISE1810 is not a halo member.

In Fig. 12, we compared the space motion of WISE1810
with known L subdwarfs (Zhang et al. 2018) and M subdwarfs
with spectral types from the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (Savcheva
et al. 2014) and the ζTiO/CaH parameter defined as (1-TiO5)/(1-
TiO5Z� ) below 0.825 (Lépine et al. 2007)9. On the one hand,
we observe that WISE1810 has space motions similar to a few
L subdwarfs with velocities similar to the disc population. On
the other hand, many M subdwarfs exhibit kinematics consistent
with the disc population. Although WISE1810 does not seem to
be a member of the halo, this is not necessarily inconsistent with
its metal-poor nature.

5.6. Density of metal-poor brown dwarfs

As discussed in the previous section, WISE1810 is very likely
a substellar object due to its low luminosity and cool effective
temperature. Our updated distance of 8.9 pc makes WISE1810
a new addition to the 10 pc sample (Henry et al. 2006, 2018;
Reylé 2018; Reylé et al. 2021). The last authors have compiled
4 A, 8 F, 18 G, 38 K, 249 M, 21 L, 45 T, and 19 Y dwarfs within
10 pc; their number of ultra-cool dwarfs is slightly larger than
those compiled in Kirkpatrick et al. (17 L, 41 T, 18 Y; 2021a).
The ratio of known ultra-cool dwarfs with spectral type L and
later (85) to that of warmer objects with spectral type M and
earlier (317) is 0.27. For comparison, this ratio was only 0.04
in 2010 according to the RECONS database. Our parallax mea-
surement for WISE1810 reinforces the idea that the census of
substellar objects is still very incomplete even in our immediate
neighbourhood.

Among the L, T, Y dwarfs in the 10 pc sample presented by
Kirkpatrick et al. (2021a), three sources are classified as L and
T subdwarfs, that is, dwarfs with low metallicity (although the
exact metallicity values remain unknown): the two components
of the pair formed by SDSS J141624.08+134826.7 (sdL7) and
ULAS J141623.94+134836.3 (sdT7; Burningham et al. 2010;
Schmidt et al. 2010; Scholz 2010; Bowler et al. 2010) and

9 The TiO5, CaH1, CaH2, and CaH3 indices were originally defined
in Gizis (1997) and later revised by Lépine et al. (2003)
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CWISE J105512.11+544328.3 (sdT8; Kirkpatrick et al. 2021a).
However, we should note that the retrieval of the spectra of
the primary and secondary of J1416+1348 indicate a metal-
licity between −0.5 dex and solar. In addition, four objects
are classified as peculiar possibly with low metallicity (sd):
2MASS J0729000−395404 (π= 126.3 mas; T8pec; Looper et al.
2007; Faherty et al. 2012) with a reduced flux in the H and K
bands; 2MASSI J0937347+293142 (π= 162.8 mas; T6pec; Bur-
gasser et al. 2002, 2006; Vrba et al. 2004) peculiar in the K
band, 2MASS J0939355−2448279A (π= 187.3 mas; T8; Tinney
et al. 2005; Burgasser et al. 2006, 2008) with a metallicity be-
tween −0.3 dex and solar and WISEPC J232519.5−410534.9
(π= 108.4 mas; T9pec; Kirkpatrick et al. 2011; Tinney et al.
2014; Kirkpatrick et al. 2019) highlighted as possibly metal
poor. Overall, the ratio of moderately low-metallicity late-type
dwarfs over the total number of L, T, and Y dwarfs lies in the
interval 1.3–9.2 % (1–7/76). Adding WISE1810 to the census of
late-type candidates within 10 pc, this ratio of low-metallicity
ultra-cool dwarfs over the population of ultra-cool dwarfs would
increase to 2.6–10.4 % (2–8/77). This frequency of metal-poor
brown dwarfs is much higher than the disc-to-halo ratio of 1-
to-200 derived from main-sequence K subdwarfs or evolved
red giants (Jurić et al. 2008), the contribution of FGK subd-
warfs identified in photographic plates (0.2%; Digby et al. 2003)
and M subdwarfs selected photometrically in large-scale surveys
(0.65% Covey et al. 2008), whose metallicity is below −0.5 dex
(Lodieu et al. 2019a).

In the catalogue of M dwarfs targeted by CARMENES
(Quirrenbach et al. 2020), Passegger et al. (2018) derived phys-
ical parameters for 300 targets whose metallicities range be-
tween −0.43 dex and +0.34 dex. Similarly, Marfil et al. (2021)
investigated the temperature, gravity, and metallicity of 343 M
dwarfs part of the CARMENES survey. None of the M dwarfs
has metallicities below −0.7 dex and only 12 have metallici-
ties below −0.5 dex, yielding a strict upper limit of 3.5% of
slightly metal-poor M dwarfs in the CARMENES sample. How-
ever, none of these M dwarfs has metallicities below Fe/H =−1.0
dex and none is classified as a subdwarf from low-resolution
optical spectroscopy (Alonso-Floriano et al. 2015), placing an
upper limit of 0.3% of M subdwarfs in the CARMENES sam-
ple. Similarly, only one source within 20 pc (Gl 809) is classi-
fied as a subdwarf among the 1564 bright (J ≤9 mag) M dwarfs
in the catalogue of Lépine & Gaidos (2013), resulting in a ra-
tio of 0.064% broadly consistent with the proportion of late-type
subdwarfs to solar-metallicity stars from a photometric sample
of ∼100 sources with spectroscopic follow-up (∼0.02% Lodieu
et al. 2012, 2017). The most recent study of the 20 pc sam-
ple with Gaia (Reylé 2018) suggests that only 4 sources out of
1544 with radial velocities have (V,W) galactocentric velocities
consistent with the halo as defined by Reddy et al. (2006) and
Zhang et al. (2017b), yielding a fraction of metal-poor stars of
0.26%. Considering stars within 100 pc, this fraction increases
significantly with about 2.3% of objects with astrometry typi-
cal of halo stars. In spite of the large uncertainties due to the
inhomogenous surveys targeting metal-poor stars, we find a fre-
quency in the range 0.064–0.65% with a strict upper limit of
3.5%. To summarise, although there is an overlap in the fraction
of low-metallicity ultra-cool dwarfs and stars, current statistics
indicate that the former population is likely more abundant in
relative terms. More metal-poor brown dwarfs are needed to fur-
ther constrain their frequency.

6. Conclusions

The main focus of this paper is WISE1810, the closest extreme
ultra-cool subdwarf to the Sun straddling the hydrogen-burning
limit. We present for the first time a low-resolution optical spec-
trum as well as an improved infrared spectrum. We inferred
a ground-based trigonometric parallax of 112.5 mas, placing
WISE1810 at 8.9+0.7

−0.6 pc. Hence, WISE1810 represents a new im-
portant addition to the 10 pc sample. We inferred a luminosity of
−5.78 dex, typical of solar-metallicity late-T dwarfs in the solar
neighbourhood, implying a very cool effective temperature for
WISE1810. No currently available theoretical atmosphere model
reproduces the optical-to-infrared spectrum of WISE1810. Fi-
nally, we conclude that the density of metal-poor brown dwarfs
in the solar neighbourhood might be higher than expected due to
the revised distance of WISE1810 and the recent Y-type ‘acci-
dent’ reported by Kirkpatrick et al. (2021b).
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