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ABSTRACT

Context. Near open clusters as Pleiades, Praesepe and Blanco 1 have been extensively studied due to their proximity to the Sun.
The Gaia data brings the opportunity to investigate these clusters, since it contains valuable astrometric and photometric information
which can be used to update their kinematic and stellar properties.
Aims. Our goal is to carry out a star membership study in these nearby open clusters employing an astrometric model with proper
motions and an unsupervised clustering machine learning algorithm using positions, proper motions and parallaxes. The star members
are selected from the cross-matching between both methods. Once we know the members, we investigate the spatial distributions of
these clusters and estimate their distances, ages and metallicities.
Methods. We use the Gaia DR3 catalogue to determine star members using two approaches: a classical Bayesian model and the
unsupervised machine learning algorithm DBSCAN. For star members we build the radial density profiles, the spatial distributions
and compute the King parameters. The ages and metallicities were estimated using the BASE-9 Bayesian software.
Results. We identified 958, 744 and 488 star members for the Pleiades, Praesepe and Blanco 1 respectively. We corrected the dis-
tances and built the spatial distributions, finding that Praesepe and Blanco 1 have elongated shape structures. The distances, ages and
metallicities obtained were consistent with the reported in the literature.
Conclusions. We obtained catalogues of star members, updated kinematic and stellar parameters for these open clusters. We found
that the proper motions model can find a similar number of members as the unsupervised clustering algorithm does when the cluster
population form an overdensity in the vector point diagram. It allows to select an adequate size of the proper motions region to run
these methods. Our analysis found stars that are being directed towards the outskirts of the Praesepe and Blanco 1, which exhibit
elongated shapes. These stars have high membership probabilities and analogous proper motions as those within the tidal radius.
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1. Introduction

Open clusters (OCs) are groups of stars, ranging from hun-
dreds to thousands, held together by the gravitational force be-
tween their members. They have been found in spiral and irreg-
ular galaxies with active star formation processes (Reino et al.
2018). OCs are formed from the collapse of molecular clouds
(Krumholz et al. 2019) and have unique age and metallicity pa-
rameters. The distribution of proper motions and distances of
cluster stars, resulting from the initial conditions of position, ve-
locity, and angular momentum of the stars and their interaction
with the Galaxy’s potential over time, provide valuable informa-
tion for studying stellar evolution.

The line of sight of OCs is often contaminated by back-
ground and foreground stars, making it challenging to determine
which stars truly belong to the cluster. Nowadays, this star mem-
bership problem is a mandatory task to determine with high-
est precision the ages, metallicities, distances and rotational se-
quences of Milky Way OCs (Godoy-Rivera et al. 2021). To solve
this issue, Vasilevskis et al. (1958) modeled the proper motion
distribution of cluster and field stars using circular and elliptical
bivariate density functions respectively. By applying the Bayes
rule, the probabilities of a star belonging to the cluster can be es-
timated based on its proper motions (µα, µδ). The proper motions
model (hereafter PM model) is effective in identifying stellar
members, but becomes problematic when the cluster is far away

and numerical issues arise in finding the proper motion centroid
of the cluster. In such cases, the computed membership probabil-
ities may not be accurate. However, for nearby OCs their larger
proper motions compared to those of field stars, make it easier to
identify members using the Vector Point Diagram (VPD). This is
the case of Pleiades, Praesepe, and Blanco 1 OCs, whose proper
motions have a clear separation from the background stars.

The Density-Based Spatial Clustering of Applications with
Noise (DBSCAN) algorithm is another method used to identify
the stars that belong to an OC (Ester et al. 1996). This unsu-
pervised machine learning algorithm detects overdensities in a
multi-dimensional space to find clusters. The definition of clus-
ters is based on two hyper-parameters: the ε radius, which de-
fines the size of a neighborhood around a point, and the min-
imum number of points (minPts) that a cluster must contain
within the neighborhood defined by the ε radius. By using the
Gaia Data Release 3 (Gaia DR3) positions, proper motions and
parallaxes, and applying the DBSCAN algorithm, it is possible
to search for OCs in a specific sky area.

In this work, we aim to identify star members of Pleiades,
Praesepe, and Blanco 1, using the Gaia DR3 catalogue. We
employ both, the PM model, which estimates star membership
probabilities using Maximum Likelihood Estimation (MLE) and
Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) algorithm, and DBSCAN.
We select the star members based on the cross-matching of the
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PM model and DBSCAN results. The distances are then cor-
rected using the Bailer-Jones (2015) procedure. The structures
of the clusters are analyzed by building Radial Density Profiles
(RDPs) and spatial distributions, computing core and tidal radii
from the King model fit, and estimating their ages and metal-
licities using Color-Magnitude Diagrams (CMDs) and PARSEC
isochrones (Bressan et al. 2012; Marigo et al. 2013).

The paper is structured into five sections. Section 2 is divided
into three subsections that describe the PM model implementa-
tion, the DBSCAN clustering algorithm, the estimation of pa-
rameters, and the density distribution used to compute the King
model. Section 3 describes the procedure to select the region of
each cluster based on their average proper motions and distances.
Section 4 is divided into five subsections, two of which describe
the results of star membership in each cluster and their imple-
mentation. The last three describe the RDPs with the estimation
of King parameters, the spatial distributions and the estimation
of age and metallicity for each OC. The conclusions are pre-
sented in Sect. 5. Appendixes related to the Gaia data selection
and the uncertainty estimation of parameters are presented.

2. Methods

2.1. The proper motions model

The segregation problem in OCs involves identifying cluster and
field stars, which overlap in the VPD due to their relative posi-
tions. Cluster stars are grouped around the center of mass due
to their gravitational interaction, while field stars are scattered in
the foreground and background with weaker gravitational ties.
One of the earliest studies on this problem was performed by
Vasilevskis et al. (1958) using proper motions obtained from
photographic plates to determine the probable members of the
NGC 6633 cluster. To distinguish between the two populations,
these authors model the proper motion distribution by two bivari-
ate probability densities: a circular density for the cluster stars
described by Eq. (1), and an elliptical density for the field stars
described by Eqs. (2), (3) (henceforth c and f subscript for clus-
ter and field). By combining these two probability densities, the
joint probability distribution can be obtained, as expressed by
Eq. (4), (Sanders 1971; Slovak 1977).

ψc(µαi, µδi) =
1

2πσ2
c

exp

−1
2

(µαi − µαc

σc

)2

+

(
µδi − µδc
σc

)2 ,
(1)

ψ f (µαi, µδi) =
1

2πσα fσδ f
√

1 − ρ2
exp

[
−

1
2(1 − ρ2)

Ω(µαi, µδi)
]
,

(2)

with

Ω(µαi, µδi) =

(
µαi − µα f

σα f

)2

+

(
µδi − µδ f

σδ f

)2

− 2ρ
(
µαi − µα f

σα f

) (
µδi − µδ f

σδ f

)
, (3)

ψ(µαi, µδi) = ncψc(µαi, µδi) + (1 − nc)ψ f (µαi, µδi). (4)

The joint probability distribution in Eq. (4), is a function of
nine parameters represented by a θ vector. It includes the cen-
troids of proper motion distributions for the cluster and field
stars (µαc, µδc, µα f , µδ f ), the standard deviations (σc, σα f , σδ f ),
the correlation coefficient (ρ) between proper motions, and the
fraction of cluster stars (nc) relative to the total number of stars
(N = Nc + N f ). To compute these parameters we employed the
MLE. This method uses the log-likelihood function in Eq. (5),
defined from the joint probability distribution and gives the prob-
ability of the proper motions sample in the VPD as a function of
the parameters (Uribe & Brieva 1994).

lnL(θ) =

n∑
i=1

lnψ(µαi, µδi|θ). (5)

The log-likelihood function predicts the observed proper mo-
tions based on the parameters, which are obtained through the
implementation of the MLE. The method maximizes the log-
likelihood function to find the nine parameters that generated the
observed data. The initial guess was derived from the marginal
densities provided by Sabogal-Martínez et al. (2001). To calcu-
late the membership probabilities of each star, the bivariate prob-
ability densities given by Eqs. (1), (2); are used in accordance
with Bayes theorem. The apriori probabilities of belonging to
the cluster (nc) or the field (n f ) are established for each popula-
tion (Uribe & Brieva 1994). Finally, the membership probability
of the ith star with proper motions µαi and µδi, is given by Eq. (6).

Pi(cluster|µαi, µδi) =
ncψc(µαi, µδi)

ncψc(µαi, µδi) + (1 − nc)ψ f (µαi, µδi)
. (6)

To determine if a star belongs to the cluster, we establish a
threshold of P ≥ 0.5. If the membership probability of a star
is greater than or equal to 0.5, it is considered to be part of the
cluster.

2.2. The DBSCAN algorithm

The recent use of the unsupervised clustering algorithm DB-
SCAN by Castro-Ginard et al. (2018) with the Gaia DR2 cata-
logue involves identifying clusters through positions, proper mo-
tions and parallaxes. The algorithm identifies overdensities by
computing distances between points in the data set. DBSCAN
is dependent on two parameters: the ε radius of the hypersphere
and the minimum number of points (minPts) that must be in-
side that hypersphere (Ester et al. 1996). In this algorithm each
point in the data set is assigned to one of the following three
categories: (1) core points that contain at least minPts number
of points, including the point itself, within their ε radius sur-
rounding area in the dimensional space, (2) border points that are
reachable from a core point and have less than minPts number
of points within their ε radius surrounding area, and (3) outliers,
which are points that are neither core nor border points.

To employ the clustering algorithm, we adopt a five-
dimensional space composed of the equatorial coordinates,
proper motions and parallaxes. We utilize the standard euclidean
metric as expressed in Eq. (7), to measure the distances between
the i and j stars.

d(i, j) =

√
(αi − α j)2 + (δi − δ j)2 + (µαi − µα j)2 + (µδi − µδ j)2 + ($i −$ j)2,

(7)

where the data has been previously standardised.
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Determination of the ε and minPts parameters

To optimize the results of the DBSCAN algorithm, an appropri-
ate value of the ε parameter is essential. A procedure based on
the one described by Castro-Ginard et al. (2018) was followed
to determine an optimal ε. The first step was to compute the kth
Nearest-Neighbour Distance (k-NND) histogram of the data, and
the median value was stored as εkNN . Next, a random sample
of the same size as the data was generated using a Metropolis-
Hastings algorithm from a Gaussian kernel. Then, the k-NND
histogram of the simulated data was computed, and the median
value was stored as εrand∗. To reduce variation in εrand∗ due to
sampling, an average of 30 repetitions was performed, and the
result was stored as εrand. The final value of ε was determined as
the average of εrand and εkNN , ε = (εrand + εkNN)/2.

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 1.25 1.50 1.75 2.00
7th Nearest Neighbour Distance 

0

100

200

300

400

500
Region of Pleiades
Simulated data
Pleiades

Fig. 1. Histogram of the 7th-NND for the region of Pleiades (red), simu-
lated data (blue) and the Pleiades members selected from the PM model
(orange). The gray dashed vertical line is the selected ε.

The distribution of the 7th-NND for the Pleiades cluster re-
gion is shown in Fig. 1. The graph displays the 7th-NND for the
Pleiades members selected from the PM model, the simulated
data generated from a Gaussian kernel, and the selected ε value
in that region. Unlike the approach used by Castro-Ginard et al.
(2018) where the minimum value of the k-NND for the cluster
and simulated data was chosen as the average, the distribution
of the members and simulated data in the Pleiades cluster were
found to be similar. Therefore, we choose the median value to
improve the efficiency of the algorithm. Also, selecting the min-
imum value as Castro-Ginard et al. (2018) did, would result in
classifying all data as outliers for any value of minPts.

To determine the minPts parameter in the algorithm, the size
of the region being considered and the expected number of clus-
ter members should be taken into account. Castro-Ginard et al.
(2018) found that a range of minPts between 5 and 9 provides a
good balance between minimizing false positives and achieving
good efficiency.

2.3. The density distribution

The analysis of the structure of an OC could profit from the cal-
culation of its stellar surface density. It provides information on
the population of stars as a function of their projected distance
from the center of the cluster. To model this distribution, the
empirical surface density function introduced by King (1962) is
often used. This model was derived from the study of globular
clusters in the Milky Way.

The King model accounts for both the inner and outer den-
sities of the cluster and is described by two equations: ρ =
ρ0/(1 + (r/rc)2) for the inner and ρ = ρ1(1/r − 1/rt)2 for the
outer density. The normalization constants ρ0 and ρ1 are used to
scale the density values. rc is the core radius, the distance from
the center in which the density falls to half its central value (ρ0).
On the other hand, rt, the tidal radius, is the distance in which the
cluster is tidally scattered by the Galaxy potential and the density
reaches zero. These two equations can be condensed into a sin-
gle expression, Eq. (8), to summarize the King model (Pinfield
et al. 1998).

ρ(r) = ρ0

 1√
1 + (r/rc)2

−
1√

1 + (rt/rc)2

2

, (8)

where ρ0, rc and rt are the same as those described above.
Even though the King model is not the physical solution of the
collisionless Boltzmann equation, it is very useful to characterize
the density profiles of star clusters (Binney & Tremaine 2008).

3. Data

The European Space Agency (ESA) published the Gaia DR3
catalogue, which contains information on 1.8 billion sources col-
lected over the first 34 months of the mission. The DR3 includes
photometry in the G, GBP, GRP pass-bands, radial velocities, and
astrometric parameters including positions, proper motions and
parallaxes (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2016, 2022; Babusiaux et al.
2022). The data of the clusters under studied was downloaded
from the Gaia archive using their centers in equatorial coordi-
nates from SIMBAD and a search radius of 10 degrees. We used
astrometric and photometric errors filtered out to eliminate spuri-
ous sources as recommended by Lindegren et al. (2021) (see Ap-
pendix A). These filters constrain the population of faintest stars.
Nevertheless, further research is required to extend the cluster
members using methodologies such as the one proposed by van
Groeningen et al. (2023) and thus extend the cluster membership
lists. Our search was also limited to 500 pc through a parallax
cutoff.

The clusters being studied are located in close proxim-
ity to the Sun. Their proper motions reported by Gaia Col-
laboration et al. (2018) are centered at (19.9,−45.5) mas
yr−1,s (−36.1,−12.9) mas yr−1 and (18.7, 2.6) mas yr−1 for the
Pleiades, Praesepe and Blanco 1, respectively. This leads to
the formation of overdensities in the VPDs due to their greater
changes in coordinates when compared to distant stars. Conse-
quently, it becomes possible to remove part of the background
stars and reduce data contamination. However, finding the clus-
ter and field centroids using the PM model can be limited when
n f significantly exceeds nc. To address this, we fitted Gaussian
densities around the cluster’s average proper motions in each
axis and choose stars within 3σ range to select a region in order
to study the star membership. Around a third of the stars outlined
in the zoom plots in Fig. 2 have radial velocities reported.
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Fig. 2. VPDs for the Pleiades (left panel), Praesepe (middle panel) and Blanco 1 (right panel). The zoom plots show the selected regions to compute
star membership with the PM model and the DBSCAN clustering algorithm.

4. Results and Discussion

In this study, we aim to perform the star membership in three
nearby OCs using data from the Gaia DR3 catalogue. This is
achieved through two methods: the astrometric PM model and
an unsupervised clustering algorithm DBSCAN. The PM model
is based on the Bayesian approach and uses proper motions for
membership determination (Vasilevskis et al. 1958). On the other
hand, the DBSCAN algorithm takes into consideration five di-
mensions: equatorial coordinates, proper motions and parallaxes
(Ester et al. 1996; Castro-Ginard et al. 2018). The final mem-
bership is determined by cross-matching the results from both
methods1.

4.1. Star membership with the PM model

The PM model was implemented using two bivariate probability
densities given by Eqs. (1), (2). The MLE method was employed
to determine the nine components of the vector parameter θ. The
estimation was performed by utilizing the log-likelihood func-
tion given by Eq. (5), which maps the vector parameter space θ
and gives a probability for the data. Subsequently, the vector pa-
rameter that maximizes the probability for the observed data can
be obtained, resulting in the maximum likelihood estimate θmax.

Aiming to determine the nine parameters of the PM model,
we fitted a marginal density to the individual proper motion
histograms. This tuning process resulted in the calculation of
standard deviations and centroids for both the cluster and field
stars, which served as the initial guess for the MLE method.
Following, the maximization of the log-likelihood function was
implemented considering the parameters previously determined
as the initial guess. Additionally, in order to estimate the un-
certainty of the nine parameters, a MCMC algorithm was per-
formed (Foreman-Mackey et al. 2013) (see the corner plot of
the posterior probability function in the Pleiades region in Ap-
pendix B), utilizing an uniform prior and computing the upper
and lower error for each parameter as specified in Table 1. The
convergence of the chains was validated by the Gelman & Rubin
(1992) diagnostic, we found 0.9994, 0.9996 and 1.0000 R̂ values
for Pleiades, Praesepe and Blanco 1, respectively. It means that
the convergence has been reached.

The computed fraction of cluster star values (nc) were
enough to offset the number of stars in the two populations, en-
suring accurate membership probabilities. The correlation coef-

1 The full list of the star members considered in each cluster will be
made available as online material.

ficients (ρ) were close to zero, indicating a lack of linear rela-
tionship between the proper motion distributions of cluster and
field stars. The standard deviations of field stars were widely dis-
tributed compared to the cluster stars, as expected. Furthermore,
the selected regions depicted in Fig. 2, allowed to estimate the
centroids of both cluster and field stars properly. The PM model
estimates probabilities in a two-dimensional space, therefore it
does not have the depth that other methods do. However, it can
find stars exhibiting proper motions similar to the cluster mean,
which may be helpful for observing the outskirts.

Table 1. The PM model parameters θmax computed using the MLE
method for Pleiades, Praesepe and Blanco 1 clusters. The upper and
lower uncertainty in each parameter corresponds to the 16th and 84th
percentiles of the samples obtained through the MCMC algorithm, re-
spectively.

Parameter Pleiades Praesepe Blanco 1

nc 0.48+0.01
−0.01 0.30+0.01

−0.01 0.27+0.01
−0.01

σc 1.11+0.03
−0.03 0.99+0.03

−0.03 0.39+0.01
−0.01

σα f 4.95+0.12
−0.11 5.21+0.10

−0.09 3.75+0.07
−0.07

σδ f 5.23+0.12
−0.12 5.00+0.09

−0.09 3.71+0.07
−0.07

ρ −0.14+0.03
−0.03 0.08+0.02

−0.02 −0.02+0.03
−0.03

µαc 19.95+0.04
−0.04 −35.98+0.05

−0.05 18.73+0.02
−0.02

µδc −45.41+0.05
−0.04 −12.86+0.05

−0.05 2.58+0.02
−0.02

µα f 19.82+0.16
−0.15 −34.79+0.13

−0.13 18.99+0.10
−0.10

µδ f −43.91+0.17
−0.16 −12.91+0.12

−0.13 1.91+0.10
−0.10

The membership probabilities were calculated according to
Eq. (6), using the estimated parameters θmax reported in Table
1. A star was classified as a member of the cluster if its mem-
bership probability was greater than or equal to a predetermined
threshold value of 0.5. The number of members identified by the
PM model is presented in Table 2.

4.2. Star membership with the DBSCAN algorithm

The classification of OCs was also performed using the DB-
SCAN clustering algorithm (Ester et al. 1996) in a five-
dimensional astrometric space (α, δ, µα, µδ, $). We do not in-
clude the radial velocities as an additional dimension because
only bright stars have this measurement in the catalogue (GRVS /
14 mag). The distances between standardized data were calcu-
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Table 2. Number of members found with the PM model, the DBSCAN (DB) algorithm, the Cross-matching and parameters computed of the target
clusters.

Cluster PM DB Cross-matching
d dL logAge logAgeL Z ZL

(pc) (Myr) (dex)
Pleiades 1041 1026 958 135.74 ± 0.10 135.15 ± 0.43(a) 7.99 8.04(b) 0.015 0.017(b)

Praesepe 795 885 744 184.72 ± 0.19 187.35 ± 3.89(a) 8.88 8.87(c) 0.020 0.020(b)

Blanco 1 545 514 488 236.67 ± 0.25 236.70 ± 2.10(d) 8.01 8.06(b) 0.017 0.017(b)

Notes. The distance (d), logAge and metallicity (Z) are the values found in this work and those with L subscript are reported by the literature.
(a) Lodieu et al. (2019); (b) Gaia Collaboration et al. (2018); (c) Gossage et al. (2018); (d) Pang et al. (2021).

lated using the metric given by Eq. (7). Our approach followed a
similar methodology established by Castro-Ginard et al. (2018)
to determine the parameters minPts and ε. In accordance with
Castro-Ginard et al. (2018), a reliable range for the value of
minPts was determined to be 5 to 9, based on the size of the re-
gion being studied and by minimizing the number of false posi-
tives in the clusters classified through the algorithm. We have se-
lected minPts = 8 and the corresponding equation k = minPts−1
was used to calculate the k-NND. We have also found that choos-
ing a different value within the minPts range would not signifi-
cantly impact the number of star members identified in the clus-
ters by DBSCAN.

The methodology employed for determining the parameter
ε in DBSCAN deviates moderately to some extent from that of
Castro-Ginard et al. (2018). This is due to the fact that the orig-
inal methodology results in the classification of all data points
as outliers. To address this issue, we have determined a reliable
value of ε by calculating the average of the 7th-NND between
the median value of the data and the average of 30 random re-
samplings, as described in Sect. 2.2. The values of ε determined
for the Pleiades, Praesepe, and Blanco 1 regions are 0.404128,
0.370619 and 0.373202, respectively. These values remained al-
most unchanged even when the resampling was repeated several
times. Figure 1 depicts the 7th-NND histograms for the entire
Pleiades region, the simulated data from a Gaussian kernel, and
the Pleiades members selected from the PM model. The distri-
butions of the cluster and simulated distances are in a similar
range as the Pleiades members selected by the PM model, there-
fore the median value was used instead of the minimum, as was
done by Castro-Ginard et al. (2018). The algorithm is based on
finding overdensities in the dimensional space, thus tending to
gather stars which minimize the population of stars in the sur-
roundings. Despite the widespread use of HDBSCAN detecting
clusters in the Gaia catalogue (McInnes et al. 2017), we choose
DBSCAN since this algorithm allows to fine-tune the ε through
sampling on the k-NND in the cluster regions. The number of
members identified by the DBSCAN algorithm is presented in
Table 2.

4.3. Radial density profile

The calculation of the RDPs, depicted in Fig. 3, was performed
by computing the stellar surface density in concentric rings. The
formula utilized was ρi = Ni/π(R2

i+1 − R2
i ), where Ri and Ri+1

represent the inner and outer radius, respectively. Ni is the num-
ber of stars in the ith ring. The distances of the clusters reported
in Table 2 were estimated from a Gaussian fit to the distance his-
tograms, incorporating the corrections outlined by Bailer-Jones
(2015). To characterize the profiles, the King Model for stellar
density defined by Eq. (8) was applied. The MLE method was

also implemented to determine the ρ0, rc, and rt parameters of
the model using the log-likelihood function as

lnL(ρ0, rc, rt) = −
∑

i

(
ρi − ρi,King

σρi

)2

, (9)

where ρi is the density computed at the ith ring, σρi is the
poissonian uncertainty and ρi,King is the density predicted by the
model. The King model parameters derived from the fit are pre-
sented in Table 3 (see the corner plot of these parameters for the
Pleiades in Appendix C). The density profiles, displayed in Fig.
3, indicate a decrease in density towards low values around 10
pc. This is further supported by the spatial distribution of mem-
bers, depicted in Fig. 4, which show the presence of members at
substantial distances from the cluster center.

The Pleiades profile depicted in Fig. 3 (left panel), exhibits
a gradual decline in the inner region before reaching the core
radius. The surface density decreases from 46 stars pc−2 at the
center of the cluster to approximately 0.01 stars pc−2 at the tidal
radius. The King model provides a good fit to the projected radial
distribution of stars because the Pleiades members are mainly
within the tidal radius, as demonstrated by the spatial distribution
in Fig. 4 (top panels). The ρ0, rc, and rt parameters obtained from
the fit are presented in Table 3. The ρ0 computed in this study
is slightly different with the values reported by Pinfield et al.
(1998) (32.8 stars pc−2) and close to half of the value reported
in Gao (2019a) (75.11 stars pc−2). The differences in ρ0 may be
due to variations in the number of star members used in these
studies. Additionally, both the core and tidal radii computed in
this work match with those estimates reported by Lodieu et al.
(2019) (2.0 pc and 11.6 pc) with a narrow difference of 2.2 pc
in the core radius, and with those in Meingast et al. (2021) (4.4
pc and 11.8 pc). They are also approximately 1 pc different from
the values in Gao (2019a) (1.27 pc and 12.3 pc), which were also
obtained through the King model.

Table 3. The King model parameters.

Cluster
ρ0 rc rt

χ2

(stars pc−2) (pc)
Pleiades 46.10+3.55

−3.27 2.17+0.17
−0.16 11.35+0.35

−0.21 0.85
Praesepe 29.00+2.06

−1.85 2.62+0.30
−0.26 12.12+0.56

−0.60 0.69
Blanco 1 26.22+3.86

−3.16 1.60+0.18
−0.18 13.97+0.80

−0.83 2.25

Notes. The ρ0, rc and rt have been found by the best-fit King model with
their corresponding χ2 value.

The surface density profile for the Praesepe cluster, shown
in the middle panels of Fig. 3, displays a similar trend as the
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Fig. 3. RDPs for Pleiades (left panel), Praesepe (middle panel) and Blanco 1 (right panel) OCs. The best-fit King model is shown by the solid red
curves. The dashed vertical lines are the rc and rt values reported in Table 3.

Pleiades profile. The King model provides a good match with
the observed stellar density up to 10 pc, however, it fails to ac-
curately reproduce the density beyond this point due to the dis-
tribution of members around the tidal radius and beyond. The
limitations of the model are further highlighted by the fact that it
does not account for tidal debris as noted by Carrera et al. (2019).
The King parameters ρ0, rc and rt are reported in Table 3. The
ρ0 obtained in this study is somewhat different by 7.0 stars pc−2

with the value in Holland et al. (2000) (22 stars pc−2). Further-
more, the tidal radii has only 0.62 pc of variation with that of
11.5 pc reported by Kraus & Hillenbrand (2007), and 1.42 pc
with the value of 10.7 pc in Lodieu et al. (2019).

Regarding of the Blanco 1 cluster, its surface density profile,
depicted in the right panel of Fig. 3, exhibits uniformity both be-
fore and after the core radius. The King model provides a good
representation of the observed density until the tidal radius. Be-
yond this point, the number of star members decreases to low
values, resulting in a reduction of the density in the surround-
ings and a flattening at around 0.01 stars pc−2. However, the King
model cannot reproduce accurately the density beyond the tidal
radius by cause of its limitations for elongated clusters like the
Blanco 1. The rt parameter obtained is found to be considerably
different from the values reported in Zhang et al. (2020) (10.0
pc) and Pang et al. (2021) (10.2 pc) by approximately 3.8 pc and
smaller than the value of 20.0 pc in Piskunov et al. (2007). For
the ρ0 we found an increase over the value in Piskunov et al.
(2007) (3.2 stars pc−2), but consistent with their core radius 1.5
pc based on the ASCC-2.5 catalogue. The cause of these dis-
crepancies may be attributed to the methodologies used when
determining the parameters and the number of stars included in
the Gaia DR3 data.

4.4. Spatial distribution

Pleiades, Praesepe, and Blanco 1 are widely recognized as some
of the most extensively studied star clusters. Due to their proxim-
ity to the Sun, these OCs provide a valuable opportunity to eval-
uate both stellar and dynamic models and to gain insight into the
evolution of the Milky Way. From membership results, we have
constructed the spatial distributions of these clusters in Galac-
tic cartesian coordinates, which are depicted in Fig. 4. The tidal
radii reported in Table 3 for each cluster, are also plotted.

The spatial distribution of the Pleiades cluster is shown in
the top panels of Fig. 4. Our analysis reveals the presence of
146 stars within the core radius, 806 stars between the core and
tidal radii, and 6 stars beyond the tidal radius reaching 13.8 pc.

The latter have high membership probability, indicating that they
share similar proper motions with those within the tidal radius.
This is in agreement with Gao (2019a), who reported members
up to 13.8 pc using probabilities. Our results, however, do not
support the detection of a tail-like structure in the (X,Z) plane
as reported by Lodieu et al. (2019), but it is also consistent with
Meingast et al. (2021), which found more than 80% of its mass
within the tidal radius without a prominent tail around it. The
non-detection of the tidal tail may be explained by the different
methodology used to find the cluster, which restricts the stars in
the dimensional space.

Contrary to the Pleiades, the Praesepe members are dis-
tributed not only in the core, but also in the surrounding area. Its
spatial distribution depicted in Fig. 4 (middle panels), is charac-
terized by a non-uniform distribution of its members. There are
707 stars within the tidal radius and 37 stars beyond it, forming
an elongated shape reaching 24 pc in the (X,Y) and (X,Z) planes,
as reported by previous studies, (e.g. Lodieu et al. 2019; Röser
& Schilbach 2019). This tail-like structure may be a result of the
interaction of Praesepe with the Galaxy potential and the stellar
evolution because of its old age. Also, the cluster is mass segre-
gated, which allows low-mass stars to be ejected to the outskirts
(Gao 2019b; Röser & Schilbach 2019). Subsequently, the bot-
tom panels of Fig. 4, shows the spatial distribution of the Blanco
1 cluster, which exhibits a total of 440 stars within the tidal ra-
dius and 48 stars beyond it. These latter stars are observed to
extend up to a distance of 46 pc and form the most extended
tail-like structure among the three clusters analyzed. This elon-
gated shape may be the result of the differential rotation of the
Galaxy, as there are no nearby star clusters or molecular clouds
that could interact with Blanco 1 (Zhang et al. 2020). In addition,
Dinnbier et al. (2022) has estimated a tilt angle β of −32◦ and 22◦
for Pleiades and Blanco 1. The latter with a morphological age
range from 91 Myr to 110 Myr. However, further investigation is
necessary to compute this angle in the Praesepe cluster.

4.5. Age and metallicity

Two important parameters to understand the dynamic and stel-
lar evolution of star clusters are the age and metallicity. They
provide insights on global properties and composition in regions
of the Milky Way. Thus, in order to estimate these parameters,
we used the PARSEC tracks (Bressan et al. 2012; Marigo et al.
2013) and the Bayesian Analysis for Stellar Evolution with nine
variables (BASE-9; von Hippel et al. 2006; Robinson et al. 2016)
with photometry from the Gaia DR3 as inputs (see the corner
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Fig. 4. Spatial distributions in Galactic cartesian coordinates through the Astropy package (Astropy Collaboration et al. 2022) for the Pleiades (top
panels), Praesepe (middle panels) and Blanco 1 (bottom panels), after applying the distance corrections. The black arrow points to the Galactic
center. The red dashed circles are the tidal radii found in this work reported in Table 3.

plot of the age and metallicity computed via BASE-9 for the
Pleiades in Appendix C). Because Gaia does not report magni-
tude errors, we incorporated uncertainties as σ$, with a mini-
mum value of 0.02 mag as done by Kounkel & Covey (2019).
The best isochrones obtained through BASE-9 and the CMDs
are depicted in Fig. 5.

The estimated age and metallicity values for Pleiades and
Blanco 1 star clusters align with previous results reported by
Gaia Collaboration et al. (2018) and Bossini et al. (2019). In the
case of Praesepe, while the computed metallicity concurs with
the widely reported value of 0.020 dex, the estimated age dif-
fers from that in Gaia Collaboration et al. (2018). Previous stud-

ies have yielded a range of Praesepe age from 662 Myr to 800
Myr (e.g. Mermilliod 1981; Salaris & Bedin 2019), however, our
computed age is closest to the value of 741.0 Myr in Gossage
et al. (2018).

The star population in the three clusters is mainly governed
by main sequence stars, as expected. The brightest reddish stars
in the Pleiades CMD depicted in Fig. 5 (left panel), that split
of the upper side of the isochrone could be fast rotators (Sun
et al. 2019), some of them might be Be stars. Optical spec-
troscopy is needed to confirm these assumption. Additionally,
we did not find the previously confirmed Pleiades white dwarf
LB 1497 (Eggen & Greenstein 1965). On the other hand, we
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Fig. 5. CMDs for the Pleiades (left panel), Praesepe (middle panel) and Blanco 1 (right panel) OCs. The best-fit isochrones are indicated with the
solid red curves with ages and metallicities estimated using BASE-9 (von Hippel et al. 2006; Robinson et al. 2016).

found in the Praesepe cluster 10 out of the 11 white dwarfs re-
ported by Lodieu et al. (2019). Further studies are needed to es-
tablish whether these white dwarfs are part of binary systems.
These stars and 3 in the giant branch with colour around 1.0 mag
were not considered by the isochrone-fit analysis.

In regards to the Blanco 1 cluster, although there are two
white dwarf candidates reported by Zhang et al. (2020), we did
not detect them in our study. It is possible that the limitations of
our method or data may have played a role in the non-detection
of these white dwarfs. Further investigation is necessary to con-
firm their presence or absence.

5. Summary and conclusions

We have used two methods to identify the star members in
Pleiades, Praesepe, and Blanco 1 OCs using the Gaia DR3 data.
The first method used the MLE and MCMC algorithms to com-
pute the nine parameters of the PM model and their uncertainties.
Then, with the estimated parameters, the membership probabil-
ity could be calculated for each star given its proper motions. A
star was selected as a member if its membership probability was
greater than or equal to 0.5. From our analysis we noted that the
PM model has difficulty finding the cluster and field centroids
when n f significantly exceeds nc. However, when the cluster
kinematics shows mean proper motions greater than those of the
background stars, its population can be seen as an overdensity
in the VPD. The second method employed the DBSCAN clus-
tering algorithm in a five-dimensional space of positions, proper
motions and parallaxes. To find the optimal values for the pa-
rameters ε and minPts, we followed a similar procedure to the
one of Castro-Ginard et al. (2018). Our implementation differed
by using the median value of ε instead of the minimum value
in the k-NND. This significantly improved the efficiency of the
algorithm in determining the star members in each cluster.

The RDPs were calculated considering Poissonian uncertain-
ties in each ring. To characterize them we fitted the King model
implementing the MLE method and the MCMC algorithm to es-
timate the ρ0, rc, rt parameters and their uncertainties. The model
matched the Pleiades cluster profile because its star members
are confined mainly within the tidal radius. For this reason there
are no significant differences with previous works in the esti-
mated radii for this cluster. On the contrary, the Praesepe and
Blanco 1 clusters have members beyond their tidal radii exhibit-
ing extended structures, and the King model slightly disagrees
beyond 10 pc from the center of the clusters as a result of its

limitations. We found substantial increments in the computed
tidal radii for these clusters. The most noteworthy is the case
of Blanco 1 cluster, whose radius increased compared to those
reported by Zhang et al. (2020) and Pang et al. (2021), which
may be due to the distribution of stars on the outskirts. On the
other hand, the computed ρ0 values are larger than those pre-
viously estimated with other catalogues because Gaia has ob-
served these clusters in greater depth. For the Pleaides cluster
we found that the stars between the core and tidal radius are a
little scattered. This may be product of mass segregation in the
cluster (van Leeuwen 1980). Although a tidal tail has been pre-
viously reported (Lodieu et al. 2019), we could not detect it. For
Praesepe and Blanco 1 we have identified elongated shapes and
prominent tails containing stars that have high membership prob-
abilities determined from the PM model. In particular, Blanco 1
is the most widespread, reaching a tidal tail almost twice the size
of Praesepe’s tail. However, we found that only 5% and 10% of
the members in Praesepe and Blanco 1 are on the outskirts of the
clusters. In addition, the membership methods used in this work
restrict the search region limiting the possibility of observing
tails. Further velocity space-based research is needed to recover
more stars on the outskirts of these clusters, similar to this per-
formed by Röser & Schilbach 2019; Tang et al. 2019; Jerabkova
et al. 2021; Tarricq et al. 2022.

Although the stellar population in these clusters is mostly
dominated by main sequence stars, we found 10 out of 11 white
dwarfs and 3 giant stars in Praesepe which had been reported by
Lodieu et al. (2019). On the contrary, the Pleiades white dwarf
LB 1497 (Eggen & Greenstein 1965) was not detected in this
work. We also estimated ages and metallicities of the clusters
using the BASE-9 method (von Hippel et al. 2006; Robinson
et al. 2016) and the PARSEC tracks (Bressan et al. 2012; Marigo
et al. 2013). The inputs for BASE-9 were the Gaia photome-
try values G, GBP and GRP of the members classified by the
cross-matching. Our age and metallicity results for Pleiades and
Blanco 1 are in agreement with those reported by Gaia Collabo-
ration et al. (2018) and Bossini et al. (2019). The result for Prae-
sepe metallicity is in agreement with the obtained by Gaia Col-
laboration et al. (2018), but its age is close to the value reported
by Gossage et al. (2018).
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Appendix A: Gaia query

We selected data in a range of $ > 2 mas. Also, to remove possible artifacts we extracted sources filtering by astrometric errors
shown in the query below.

SELECT * FROM gaiadr3.gaia_source WHERE pmra IS NOT NULL AND pmra != 0 AND pmdec IS NOT NULL AND pmdec != 0
AND ruwe < 1.4 AND phot_g_mean_flux_over_error > 10 AND phot_rp_mean_flux_over_error > 10
AND phot_bp_mean_flux_over_error > 10 AND visibility_periods_used > 8 AND astrometric_excess_noise < 1 AND
parallax_over_error > 10 AND parallax IS NOT NULL AND parallax > 2

Appendix B: Uncertainty estimation of the nine parameters in the PM model

Corner plot of the sampling of the posterior probability function using the MCMC algorithm for the PM model in the Pleiades
region. The implementation uses 100 walkers and 5000 iterations, and converges to a good agreement with the MLE method result.
The upper and lower uncertainty in each parameter corresponds to the 16th and 84th percentiles of the samples, respectively.
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Fig. B.1. Corner plot of the posterior probability density function of the PM model for the Pleiades region.

Article number, page 10 of 11



Jeison Alfonso and Alejandro García-Varela: A Gaia astrometric view of the open clusters Pleiades, Praesepe and Blanco 1

Appendix C: Estimation of the King and stellar parameters

Corner plots of the King and stellar parameters sampling of the posterior probability functions using the MCMC algorithm for the
Pleiades cluster. The upper and lower uncertainty in each parameter corresponds to the 16th and 84th percentiles of the samples,
respectively.
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Fig. C.1. Corner plots of the estimations of the King parameters (left panel) and stellar parameters using BASE-9 (right panel) for the Pleiades
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