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ABSTRACT

M35 is a young open cluster and home to an extensive binary population. Using Gaia DR3, Pan-
STARRS, and 2MASS photometry with the Bayesian statistical software, BASE-9, we derive precise
cluster parameters, identify single and binary cluster members, and extract their masses. We identify
571 binaries down to Gaia G = 20.3 and a lower-limit on the binary frequency of f, = 0.41£0.02. We
extend the binary demographics by many magnitudes faint-ward of previous (radial-velocity) studies
of this cluster and further away from the cluster center (1.78°, roughly 10 core radii). We find the
binary stars to be more centrally concentrated than the single stars in the cluster. Furthermore, we
find strong evidence for mass segregation within the binary population itself, with progressively more
massive binary samples becoming more and more centrally concentrated. For the single stars, we find
weaker evidence for mass segregation; only the most massive single stars (> 2.5My) appear more
centrally concentrated. Given the cluster age of ~ 200 Myr, and our derived half-mass relaxation time
for the cluster of 230+ 84 Myr, we estimate ~ 47% of the binary stars and ~ 12% of single stars in the
cluster have had time to become dynamically mass segregated. Importantly, when we investigate only
stars with mass segregation timescales greater than the cluster age, we still find the binaries to be more
centrally concentrated than the singles, suggesting the binaries may have formed with a primordially
different spatial distribution than the single stars.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Open clusters (OCs) provide an important laboratory
for studying dynamical evolution and mass segregation,
given their typically extensive amount of stellar multi-
plicity and the homogeneity of stellar properties such as
age, distance, metallicity, reddening, etc. in a given clus-
ter. Through two-body relaxation and other processes
leading to energy exchange between stars and binaries,
star clusters are expected to become (dynamically) mass
segregated, where the more massive objects in the clus-
ter occupy a more centrally concentrated spatial distri-
bution than the lighter objects (King 1962a; Giersz &
Heggie 1997). For a given mass range in (primary) stars,
binaries are expected to be more massive than the sin-
gle stars (since binaries contain two stars), and therefore
the expectation for relaxed clusters is that binaries will
be mass segregated with respect to single stars. Fur-
thermore, binary systems offer significant insight into
the dynamical evolution of OCs as most gravitational

encounters in OCs are expected to be influenced by bi-
naries, and can lead to direct collisions, mergers, mass
transfer, and energy exchanges (e.g., Fregeau et al. 2004;
Leigh & Sills 2011; de Grijs et al. 2017).

The dynamical states and evolution of young clusters
are of particular interest, as they are expected to re-
tain their near-birth (primordial) conditions. Searching
for mass segregation in the youngest clusters can ad-
dress the question of whether mass segregation may be
primordial or, largely attributed to dynamical and re-
laxation processes. Some of the youngest clusters that
have been studied observationally for mass segregation
include NGC 2264 (3 Myr; Nony et al. 2021), NGC 6231
(3-4 Myr; Raboud & Mermilliod 1998), IC 1590 (3.5-4.4
Myr; Kim et al. 2021), NGC 2516 (100 Myr; Pera et al.
2022) and the Hyades (680 Myr; Evans & Oh 2022),.

NGC 2264, NGC 6231, IC 1590, and NGC 2516 all
show evidence of primordial mass segregation. Each of
these clusters also have relaxation times that are 2> the
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cluster age. In particular for NGC 6231, Raboud &
Mermilliod (1998) concluded that binaries (and other
multiple systems) are more centrally concentrated than
single stars, likely as a result of stellar formation pro-
cesses and not through dynamical means. In contrast,
Raboud & Mermilliod (1998) find the Hyades to contain
a highly mass segregated stellar population as a result
of dynamical relaxation. This may be due to the Hyades
having already undergone ~ 10 relaxation times. At an
age of ~ 130-200 Myrs (Geller et al. 2010; McNamara &
Sekiguchi 1986; Leiner et al. 2015; Braden et al. 2008;
McNamara et al. 2011), M35 lies in between these pre-
viously studied clusters.

Numerical simulations of similar young clusters have
also been used to study the origin of mass segrega-
tion. Bonnell & Davies (1998) found within their simu-
lations that the most massive members of a young OC
most likely formed in the center of that cluster. Pavlik
(2020) concluded that binaries lead to quicker dynami-
cal evolution for an OC like the Orion Nebula Cluster
(ONC). Clusters with initially larger binary fractions
evolve more quickly due to the influence of massive bina-
ries (and even more so by hard binaries). The study also
finds that the ONC was likely primordially mass segre-
gated. Converse & Stahler (2010) determined through
a simulation that the Pleiades was also initially mass
segregated.

M35, is another young and well studied OC that is
ripe for studies of mass segregation. The cluster has
multiple photometric (von Hippel et al. 2002; Adkins
et al. 2009; Kalirai et al. 2003) and kinematic (McNa-
mara et al. 2011; Geller et al. 2010; Mathieu 1983) stud-
ies that show M35 has a rich stellar population including
many binary stars. Furthermore, previous studies found
that though M35 is not yet completely relaxed, only the
more massive members appear to show some degree of
mass segregation (Barrado y Navascués et al. 2001; Mc-
Namara & Sekiguchi 1986; Braden et al. 2008). Thus,
M35 offers an interesting test case for investigating the
interplay between primordial and dynamical mass seg-
regation.

In this paper, we use high precision photometry and
kinematic constraints from Gaia DR3 to extend the
analysis of mass segregation fainter (9 < G < 20) and
further out in radius from the cluster center (to a 1.78°
radius, or roughly 10 core radii) than previous studies
using a new method of identifying photometric binary
stars and their masses. We focus on mass segregation of
the binaries in M35, and whether we find evidence for
primordial mass segregation. In Section 2, we describe
our methods and our stellar sample. In Section 3, we
investigate our data for mass segregation and provide

relaxation timescales for M35. In Section 4, we discuss
the origin of the mass segregation detected in M35, and
in Section 5 we summarize our findings.

2. DEFINING THE STELLAR POPULATION OF
M35

We use the Bayesian Analysis of Stellar Evolution
with Nine Parameters (BASE-9) software suite to derive
global cluster parameters and star-by-star characteris-
tics for M35 cluster members (von Hippel et al. 2006;
van Dyk et al. 2009; Robinson et al. 2016). BASE-9 uses
input photometry and stellar evolution models (we use
PARSEC isochrone models for this study Bressan et al.
2012) with a Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) tech-
nique to estimate the posterior probability distribution
for global cluster properties including age, metallicity,
distance modulus, and line-of-sight absorption as well
as star-by-star properties of cluster (photometric) mem-
bership, stellar masses and mass ratios for likely binary
stars. See Cohen et al. (2020) for more information.

To generate our input stellar sample for BASE-9, we
consider all stars in the Gaia database within an effective
radius of 60’. Childs et al. (2023) estimate this effective
radius by eye by fitting a King (1962b) model to the ob-
served radial surface density distribution and identifying
where the observations depart from the model.

In order to begin separating field stars from cluster
members within this sample, we fit Gaussian functions
to the cluster distributions in observed radial-velocity
(RV), distance and proper-motion (PM) (all from Gaia).
For the RV distribution we also fit a second Gaus-
sian simultaneously to the field distribution, and for
the distance distribution we simultaneously fit a polyno-
mial function to the field distribution. (We have found
that fitting multiple functions to the PM distribution
does not improve our analysis.) These fits for M35 are
shown in Figure 1. We then use the cluster Gaussian
fits to estimate a membership probability for each star,
based on their distance from the mean of each respec-
tive Gaussian. We exclude from our sample any star
that is > 100 from the mean of the respective clus-
ter Gaussian, in any dimension, as a very conserva-
tive cut on membership (which will be further refined
by the photometric analysis in BASE-9). All underly-
ing data for this paper has been published to Zenodo
(doi:10.5281/zenodo.10080762). Please see Childs et al.
(2023) for more details.

We then remove the differential component of the red-
dening from the Gaia G, Gpp, Grp (Gaia Collabora-
tion et al. 2023), Pan-STARRS g¢, r, 4, z, y (Magnier
et al. 2020), and 2MASS J, H, K (Skrutskie et al.
2006) photometry, using the Bayestar19 model (Green
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Figure 1. Gaussian fits for M35 for stars within a 0.5°
radius from the cluster center. These fits for the RV (top),
distance (middle), and PM (bottom) distributions are shown
in pink, where vertical dotted lines represent the mean of the
Gaussian fit. Dashed purple lines indicate the Gaussian fit to
the field RV data (top) and a sixth order polynomial fit to the
field star distances (middle). Combined fits are represented
by gray curves in the top and middle plots.

et al. 2019) as described in Childs et al. (2023), and
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feed this reddening corrected photometry for these po-
tential cluster members through BASE-9. We provide
our calculated membership probabilities for each star as
priors. BASE-9 then identifies likely photometric mem-
bers based on each star’s distance from the isochrone
model in all filters.

We then impose that the cluster membership prob-
abilities from both Gaia and BASE-9 are each greater
than zero. As a further step to limit field star contami-
nation, we only include stars that have an uncertainty in
the Gaia G gp filter less than the median uncertainty for
this filter over the full sample, of 0.13 mag. We choose
to use the Gaia Gpp filter because it has the highest
median uncertainty value over all other Gaia and Pan-
STARRS filters. We also choose to limit our analysis
to only include main sequence stars, and therefore we
remove any giants (Gaia G < 9) from our sample. (We
do, however, include the masses of these excluded giants
when determining the total mass of the cluster, which is
used to estimate relaxation timescales in Section 3.) We
use all stars that meet these requirements as our final
sample for the subsequent analysis.

We also note that only the brighter stars in our sample
have RV measurements, and therefore our membership
selection differs slightly between the bright and faint
samples. This also offers us an opportunity to estimate
an amount of field star contamination in our sample.
Of the 12844 stars in our initial sample that have Gaia
RV measurements, we find 281 to be (Gaia) members of
M35 when considering RV, PM and distance. If we ig-
nore RV, we find 30 additional potential M35 members
in that sample (of 12844 stars). After running these 30
stars through BASE-9 we find that 26 are considered
cluster members based on their photometry. Matching
to the WIYN Open Cluster Study (WOCS) RV survey
for M35 (Geller et al. 2010; Leiner et al. 2015) and check-
ing the Gaia RUWE value suggests that 18/26 of these
stars are likely binaries; some of these may indeed be
cluster members where the Gaia RV does not represent
the system center of mass (and therefore the measured
Gaia RV is outside the cluster distribution). If we con-
sider the remaining 8/26 of these stars to in fact be field
stars, this would suggest that the cluster members with-
out RV measurements may have an additional field star
contamination level of 8/(281 + 30) ~ 2.5%.

As a further check on our cluster members, we com-
pare to the recent membership analysis from WOCS
(Geller et al. 2010; Leiner et al. 2015); we recover
413/418 (99%) of their members (including their single
members, binary members, and binary likely members).

Finally, BASE-9 also provides posterior distributions
of primary masses and mass ratios for each star sys-
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Figure 2. Color-Magnitude Diagram of M35, including the
entire sample we downloaded from the Gaia archive (light
gray), BASE-9 identified cluster members (overplotted in
black), and identified binaries (overplotted in colored sym-
bols, indicating the mass ratio). With the red line, we show
a PARSEC isochrone defined by the median cluster param-
eters found by BASE-9.

tem. For a given stellar system, we require the median
value of the posterior distribution of its secondary mass
to be > 30 above zero to be considered a binary (fol-
lowing the procedure of Cohen et al. 2020). Our final
sample, including our selected binaries and their corre-
sponding mass ratios is displayed in Figure 2. Note that
in this color-magnitude diagram, we utilize one combi-
nation of filters from Gaia, but BASE-9 uses all filter
combinations and their uncertainties to characterize a
cluster. Please see Childs et al. (2023) for a more de-
tailed methodology.

3. MASS SEGREGATION IN M35
3.1. Mass Segregation Signatures

We first investigate the binary fraction of the cluster.
In our final sample of cluster members, we find a bi-
nary fraction of 0.41 £ 0.02. This is a lower limit on
the true binary fraction because our method becomes
incomplete for binaries with very low mass ratios (Co-
hen et al. 2020). For comparison, Geller et al. (2010)
found a radial-velocity binary fraction of 0.24 +0.03 out

0.5 E

0.4

0.3

o

0.5 1.0 1.5
Angular Distance From Center (degrees)

Binary Fraction
—o—i

Figure 3. Binary fraction with respect to distance from the
cluster center. We plot the binary fraction for five equal-
sized bins within 1.75° from the cluster center. The binary
fraction is calculated using all binaries and single stars in our
sample, but is not corrected for incompleteness.

to orbital periods of 10* days (over all mass ratios, but
only for the brighter stars in our sample). The larger
binary fraction in our results is likely due both to the
inclusion of longer-period binaries and brighter (more
massive) stars that were inaccessible to the Geller et al.
(2010) radial-velocity survey.

We also investigate the binary fraction as a function
of radius from the cluster center (Figure 3). The binary
fraction is highest near the cluster center and drops off
with increasing distance. Outside of ~ 0.8° from the
cluster center, the binary fraction plateaus at ~ 25%. A
two-sided Z-test between the first (where fj, is highest)
and the last three (where f, plateaus) data points in
Figure 3 results in a p-value of 8.71 x 106, Therefore,
we conclude that the binaries are centrally concentrated
with respect to the single stars in the cluster.

More evidence for the central concentration of the bi-
nary stars of M35 is evident in Figure 4. In the left
panel, we plot a cumulative distribution function (CDF)
of our entire single and binary star sample in M35. Vi-
sually, the figure shows that the binaries are more cen-
trally concentrated as compared to the single stars. A
Kolmogorov-Smirnov (K-S) test of whether these popu-
lations were drawn from the same distribution results in
a p-value of 1.44 x 10715, The radial distributions of the
binary and single stars are drawn from distinct parent
populations at very high confidence.

The average mass of the single stars in our sample is
0.98 Mg, while the average (total) mass of the binary
stars in our sample is 1.69 M. Thus we interpret this
central concentration of the binaries as evidence for mass
segregation in the cluster.

We also investigate single stars independently for evi-
dence of mass segregation. As seen in the middle panel
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Figure 4. Cumulative distribution functions of the (left) binary and single star population, (middle) different mass ranges of
the single star sample, and (right) different mass ranges of the binary star sample. (For binaries, we use the primary mass of
the system.) We also show a p-value in the left panel resulting from a K-S test between the binary and single star samples.
Resulting p-values from K-S tests between the highest and lowest mass ranges for the middle and right panel are 7.79 x 1073

and 3.44 x 1072, respectively.

of Figure 4, dividing the single star population in bins
of mass reveals a central concentration of only the most
massive objects. A K-S test comparing low-mass single
stars to the high-mass single stars returns a p-value of
7.79 x 1073, Similar K-S tests comparing the radial dis-
tributions of the single stars in the other mass bins does
not return any significant distinction.

On the other hand, when we analyze the binary sam-
ple in different mass ranges (right panel of Figure 4),
mass segregation is plainly evident. The p-value of a
K-S test comparing the binaries in the highest-mass bin
to those in the lowest mass bin is 3.44 x 10~°, indicating
a significant difference in the respective radial distribu-
tions. Similar K-S tests comparing the radial distribu-
tion of the binary stars in the other mass bins all return
p-values less than 0.03. Thus we find that the binary
population displays strong evidence of mass segregation
in M35.

3.2. Timescales

To help interpret these results, we calculate various
timescales for the cluster. The half-mass relaxation time
of the cluster is given by

0.17N [ r

T Im(AN) V GM ()

where N is number of cluster members, A is a constant
for which we use a value of 0.1 (Giersz & Heggie 1994),
rp, is the half-mass radius of the cluster, and M is the to-
tal mass of the cluster (Binney & Tremaine 2008; Spitzer
1969).

By investigating the radial mass distribution of all
cluster members in our sample we estimate a half-mass
radius of 5.2 + 0.1 pc (at a distance of 826 pc, and ac-

counting for projection effects by multiplying our ob-
served projected half-mass radius by a factor of 4/3,
following Spitzer 1987)). For the total cluster mass and
number of stars we find M ~ 1800 Mg and N =~ 1400.
Leonard & Merritt (1989) and Barrado y Navascués
et al. (2001) also provide estimates for the cluster mass
and number of stars, which are somewhat higher than
our values. For our calculation of ¢,;, we use M = 2400
+ 700 My and N = 2050 £ 650, which lie roughly
at the center of the available measurements (including
ours and the literature values) with uncertainties that
span the range in measurements. These values result in
t.n, = 230 £ 84 Myr, in agreement with Mathieu (1983),
Kalirai et al. (2003) and also with the value we calculate
using our data alone of ~200 Myr.

To calculate the minimum time for mass segregation
based on the most massive member of the cluster, we
follow Spitzer (1969):

<m >

tseg = trh (2)
where (m) is the average mass of a star in the cluster,
m is the mass of any chosen star, and t,, is the half-
mass relaxation time for the cluster. The most massive
star we find in our sample has a mass of 5.02 M. We
estimate tgeq(5.02 Mp) = 51 Myr, which means that
the most massive stars in M35 would have ample time
to achieve mass segregation already.

Given the high quality of photometric data, we have
sufficient low-mass (faint) cluster members to investi-
gate a sample with predicted t,., greater than the clus-
ter age, in order to probe for evidence of primordial mass
segregation. t., equals the cluster age of 200 Myr for
an object of mass 1.28 Mg, and our sample extends to
a mass of 0.52 Mg (0.39 Mg) for binaries (singles). In
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Figure 5. Cumulative distribution functions of the binary
and single star population of M35 for stars with t5., > 200
Myr. The p-value from a K-S test comparing both popula-
tions is also shown.

Figure 5 we compare the radial distributions of the bi-
nary and single stars with ¢,y > 200 Myr and find the
binaries to be centrally concentrated as compared to the
single stars, at very high statistical significance (with a
p-value of 4.46 x 10~°). In this sample, the average mass
of the binary (single) stars is 1.06 Mg (0.82 Mp).

We also attempted to divide our single star and bi-
nary star samples, respectively into bins of t5;., < 200
Myr and tsq > 200 Myr, to compare their radial dis-
tributions. We did not find any statistically significant
distinction for the single or binary radial distributions
in this test, though we note this may be due to small
sample sizes, particularly for the binaries.

4. DISCUSSION

We detect a strong signature of mass segregation for
the binary stars in M35. On average, the binary stars
are more massive than the singles, and therefore have
a shorter timescale for mass segregation. The time for
mass segregation to occur in the M35 single stars ranges
from ~80-760 Myr with an average value of ~360 Myr,
while binary stars range from ~60-570 Myr with an av-
erage of ~220 Myr. Given the approximate cluster age
of 200 Myr, we estimate 46% of binary stars and 12% of
single stars have had time to become dynamically mass
segregated.

This may explain why similarly significant mass seg-
regation is not seen for single stars (Figure 4). Much of
the single star population of M35 has not had enough
time to undergo dynamical mass segregation. Indeed
we only find evidence of mass segregation for the most
massive single stars (middle panel of Figure 4).

Previous studies of M35 by Mathieu (1983) and Mc-
Namara & Sekiguchi (1986) have shown the cluster to
be mass segregated when dividing the sample in bins of
magnitude, but without dividing the sample by singles

and binaries. As a check, we replicate the bins from
Mathieu (1983) and McNamara & Sekiguchi (1986),
though using our available photometric filters. If we
divide the sample in bins of G =12, 14, 16, and 20 we
do indeed find evidence for mass segregation between
the brightest bin to the faintest bin (with a p-value
of 3.4 x 107°), in agreement with Mathieu (1983) and
McNamara & Sekiguchi (1986). However, if we only
include the single stars in that analysis, we only see
marginal indications of mass segregation (with a p-value
of 2.4 x 1072). We postulate that the mass segregation
seen in these previous papers is coming (at least primar-
ily) from the binaries.

Importantly, we find the binaries to be more centrally
concentrated than the single stars even for a sample
with t5eg > 200 Myr. These stars are not expected
to have had time to mass segregate through dynam-
ics given the current cluster structure and number of
stars (which was presumably larger at birth). If the
cluster formed in a roughly spherical distribution with-
out significant substructure, this suggests that the bi-
naries formed closer to the cluster center than single
stars. Alternatively, simulations suggest that this re-
sult could also be achieved via star formation in smaller
clumps, that either formed mass segregated or had short
enough relaxation times to quickly achieve mass segre-
gation, and then merged to form the cluster observed
today (McMillan et al. 2007). The details of gas expul-
sion from the young embedded cluster may also enhance
early mass segregation (Marks et al. 2008). Regardless
of the specific mechanism, we interpret this as evidence
for primordial, or near primordial, central concentration
of the binaries during the formation process of M35.

5. CONCLUSIONS

Using Gaia DR3, Pan-STARRS, and 2MASS photom-
etry with the Bayesian statistical software suite, BASE-
9, we identify single and binary cluster members and
extract their masses. We extend the binary demograph-
ics in M35 by many magnitudes faint-ward of previous
(radial-velocity) studies of this cluster and further away
from the cluster center (1.78°). We find 571 binaries
down to Gaia G = 20.3 and determine a lower limit on
the binary frequency of 0.41+0.02. The binary fraction
near the tidal radius is low and increases dramatically
toward the cluster center (Figure 3).

We find the binaries to be centrally concentrated as
compared to the single stars, likely a result of both dy-
namical and primordial mass segregation (see Figures 4
and 5). Investigating the M35 single and binary samples
independently, we find strong evidence for mass segrega-
tion throughout the binary star population, while only



the most massive singles appear to have begun moving
towards a more centrally concentrated radial distribu-
tion.

We estimate the half-mass relaxation time to be 230 +
84 Myr and use this to estimate mass segregation times
for stars in the cluster based on their masses. Approx-
imately 26% of stellar systems in M35 have had time
to become dynamically mass segregated. Thus, our re-
sults suggest that M35 is not yet fully relaxed. Inter-
estingly, even for the stars that have mass segregation
times greater than the cluster age, we still find the bina-
ries to be significantly more centrally concentrated than
the single stars. As we do not expect these stars to have
had time to become mass segregated dynamically given
the current cluster structure, we conclude that the bina-
ries became mass segregated during the cluster forma-
tion process, either by forming closer to the cluster cen-
ter than the single stars and/or forming within smaller,
more rapidly evolving, clumps that merged early on to
form the cluster we observe today.
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This study is a precursor for future work investigating
trends across many clusters, with specific emphasis on
how binary characteristics evolve over time as a result
of the local stellar environment.
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